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LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  12. 

XJkited  States — ^Belugebent  KiGHTs^Questiony  The  Earl  of  Derby ;  Answer, 
Earl  Russell  .... 


t  •  •  • 


Locomotives  on  Boads  BUI  (No.  108)— 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Oamarvon,  List  of  the  Committee  named  : — 

D.  Richmond,  D.  SutherUnd,  M.  Salisbury,  £.  Oaithneu,  £.  Hardwicke,  E.  GarnarTon, 

E.  Romney,  V.  MelTlllo,  V.  Eyenley,  L.  Silohetter,  L.  Rossie,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley . .  7 

And  on  Tuesday,  June.  13,  Lord  Hairis  added  in  the  Plaoe  of  Duko  of 
Sutherland,  Earl  De  Gref  in  the  Place  of  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  and 
Earl  Ducie,  Viscount  Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord  Wenlock  added. 

Also  on  June  14  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  added. 

Union  Chargeability  Bill  (No.  122)— 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*, — {The  Lord  Preeident) . .  . .         d' 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from  ("be**)  to  the  end  of  the  Motion,  and 

insert  (**  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,") — {The  Duke  of  Rutland.) 
Question  proposed,  "Whether  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee." 
After  long  debate  their  Lordships  divided  ;  Contents  24,  Not-Contents  86  ; 

Majority  62  : — List  of  the  Contents  and  Not-Contents        •  •  , .       41 

Resolved  in  the  Negative, 
Then  the  original  Motion  was  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  VHiole  House. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JTJNE  12. 

Westminster  Improvements  Bill  [^Lords']  {htf  Order) — 

Bill  read  2^;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
committed "    . .  , .  . .  . .  . .       43 

*  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  to  a 
Select  Committee,  half  the  Members  to  be  named  by  the  House,  and  half  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection: "— (Ifr.  Augustus  /SfmiYA;)— Question  proposed, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  added "  . .  •  •  •  •       44 

After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  Qommitied. 

The  Saturday  HALF-HounAT  and  thb  Civil  Sxrviob — Qnestion,  Mr.  Ayrtoii ; 

Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  • .  •  •  •  •       45 

TOL.  CLXXX.    [thibs  aiBnes.]  [  i  1 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[June  12.]  3  ManAOid,  vol.  1 80 

Custom  Hoitsb  Chaboes — QaestioD,  Mr.  Lyall;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  . .       45 

Wxsi  Indies  Fostaob  BATEs-^Qaestion,  Mr.  Cave ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  . .       4G 

Boman  OathoUc  Oath  Bill  [BiU  86]^ 

Bill  considered  in  Committee      . .  • .  •  •  •  •       46 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  3®  on  Thursdny, 

Eecord  of  Title  (Ireland)  BiU  (Lorde)  [BUI  151]- 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    •  •  . .  •  •  ...    86 

Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit  again  on  I^ursday. 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuancey  Sco.^  Bill  [Bill  197]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (ifr.  a  P.  VilUere)  . .  . .  . .       89 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — [Mr,  Packe)        100 

After  debate,  Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :"  —  The  House  divided:  Ayes  76,  Noes  69  ;  Majority  7. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2®,  and  committed. 

Oonstabnlary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  178]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  .'-^Bill  to  be  read  3°  To-nuyrrow  . .     104 

Supply — Besolutions  [June  8]  reported  and  agreed  to. 

Special  Mission,  Reply  of  Mr.  Layard  . .  . .  . .     106 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance— 

Moved,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  and  amend  The 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1856, — (Sir  Robert  PeeL)  On  Motion 
of  Mr.  Jlennessy,  after  short  debate,  adjourned  till  Tomorrow  . .     106 

Comptroller  of  the  Ezcheqner  and  Public  Audit  Bill—  .,     ^  ^     , 

Oa  Motion  of  (ifr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  andMr,  Peeiy-ordered ;  read  1°  [Dill  208]      107 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  13. 

Bailway  Passengers  Bill  (No.  149)^ 

Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dartmouth;  Beply,  Lord  St.  Leonards  . .     107 

After  short  debate  thereon.  Bill  for  the  better  Security  of  Bailway  Passengers, 
presented  by  The  Lord  St.  Leonards ;  read  1*.     (No.  149)  . .     107 

Hbb  Royal  Highnbss  the  Pbincess  07  Waxes — 

Moved,  *'  That  an  humble  Addren  be  preeented  to  Her  Majesty  to  oongratulate  Her  Majesty 
on  the  Prinoess  of  Wales  having  happily  ffiven  birth  to  another  Prince,  and  to  assuro  Ilcr 
Majesty  of  the  deep  Interest  felt  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  that  concerns  the  Domestic 
Happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  Her  Family/'— <  The  Lord  President)  ...     1 09 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to,  Nomine  Dissentiente. 

Impbisokkbnt    of    BBinsn    Subjects    m    Abtssikia  —  Observations,    Lord 

Chelmsford,*  Reply,  Earl  Eussell  . .  . .  . .     109 

Public-house  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  126)— 

Moved,  That  the  House  be  now  put  into  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, — [The 

Marquess  of  Clanricarde)      . .  , .  , ,  ..112 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  ^o:— House  in  Committee  accordingly      • .     114 
Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next.    To  be  printed  as  amei 
(No.  161.) 

Fartnerahip  <4;siendment  Bill  (No.  123)— 

Moved,  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2\—{Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  . .     116 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Ahti-Slavbbt  SodETT-JPetitionjpr^iwi^  by  Lord  Brougham  ••     122 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

Prisons  Bill  [BiU  141]— 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3^,  and  passed    . .  , .  , ,     123 

Greenwich  ILospital  (re-eommtUed)  Bill  [Bill  1791— 
Bill  consid^ed  in  Committee  : — Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  oonsidered 

on  Thursday,  . .  . .  . .  . .     124 

The  Police  at  Public  BuiLDiNes— Question,  Lord  Eobert  Montagu  ;  Answer. 

Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  .,  ..  ,.  ..131 

Unitbd  States — Case  op  the  "  Saxon  "— Mes.  Gbat — Question,  Colonel  Sykes; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  ..  ..  .«  ..     131 

The  Papeb  Tbade  — •  Question,   Mr.  Aspinall  Turner ;    Answer,  Mr.  Milner 

Gibson  . ,  . .  . ,  . .  . .     131 

Docxs  AT  Bebmttda — Question,  Sir  John  Fakington;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget. .     132 

Metropolitan  Paving,  &c. — 

Moved,  To  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Aot  18  and  19  Viet, 
cap.  120,  80  far  as  the  same  relates  to  the  Paving,  Lighting,  and  Cleansing  of  the  Metro- 
polis,—(-^iV  H^tfffam /Va**r)  ..  ..  ..  ,,      182 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Ibeland — Belfast  Biots— 

Moved,  That  an  inquiry  he  made  in  certain  charges  seriouslj  impugning  the  official  conduct 
of  certain  magistrates  named  therein,  that  equity  to  the  magistrates  so  accused,  and  a 
due  regard  to  the  vindication  of  the  impartiality  of  the  administration  of  justice,  require 
that  a  full  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  these  charges  should  be  instituted  by  the  authorities 
intrusted  with  the  supervision  of  the  magistracy  of  Ireland,"^3fr.  (yReiUy)  . ,      140 

Question  put :— The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  39,  Noes  132 ;  Majority  93. 
Hajiboubs  op  Befuob— Besolution 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  now  adopt  measures 
for  the  construction  of  some  of  the  Harbours  of  Refuge  on  the  coast  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  recommended  by  a  Committee  of  this  Ilouse  in  1858,  and  by  a  Royal 
Commission  in  1869,"— (5tVi?Vd<fonc  iSmi(A;  ..  ..  ,.      I54 

After  long  debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  99,  Noes  111 ; 
Majority  12. 

Theatres,  &c.,  Bill  [BiU  64]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Mr.  Locke)  . .  . .  . .  . .     1 78 

Amendment  proposed,  *'  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned,** ^{Mr. If ewdegate.) 
After  short  debate.  Question,  ''  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Debate  adfoumed  till  Thursday. 

Boads  and  Bridgres  (Scotland)  {re-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  165]— 

Order  for  Committee  read         . .  . .  . ,  •  •     183 

After  short  debate.  Committee  deferred  till  Thursday, 

ExPLRiNO  Laws— 

Select  Committee  appointed  and  nominated^  as  follows : — 
Mr.  I'eol,  Mr.  Dodson,    Sir  Stafford  Northoote,  Mr.   Attorney  General,  Mr.  Solioitor 
General,  Mr.  Adderley*  Mr.  Cowper,  Sir  William  Jolliffe,  Colonel  Frenoh,  Mr.  Baring, 
Mr.  Brand,  Mr.  Dunlop,  and  Lord  John  Manners        ...  ...  •••      188 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  6)  BiUr-{Mr.Bar%ny)'^  ordered;  read  r* 

[BUI  209]  ..  ,.  ,.  *.  ..184 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation— 

Considered  in  Committee  i—ordered ;  read  1«  *  [Bill  210]  ••  ••184 

Ulster  Cajial  Transfer  Bill— (i^r.  Peely-^trdered;  read  1«  [BiU  311]  ••     184 

FonTiFicATioNs  AKD  WoBXs — Committee— 

Considered  in  Committee :— BeeolutionB  to  be  reported  foHRerrov^  %  %    "^^^ 
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leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  and  amend  '  The  Peace  Pre- 
servation (Ireland)  Aot,  1856/  "— (^  ^^^  i'^Q  •  •  . .     319 

Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed. 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  135,  Noes  43  ; 

Majority  92  :— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  Sir  George 
Qrey,  and  Mr.  Luke  White. 

Boman  CathoUc  Oath  BiU  [Bill  86]— 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time,— (ifr.  MoneeU)  . .     325 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  o^r^  to. 
Bill  read  3"*,  and  paesed. 


Becord  of  Titles  Ireland  BiU  (Lords)  [Bill  151 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     • .  •  •  ^  •  •  •  •     ^W 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Monday 
nox^  and  to  \)q  printed.    [Bill  217.] 
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NaTT  AKD   AbICT  ExPlNDlTUJtB — 

Comid&red  in  Committee  .  •  .  •  . .  .  •      331 

Eesolutions  of  Lord  Clarenoe  Paget  and  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  a^eed  to. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morroto. 

Theatres,  &c.,  Bill  [Bill  64]— 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Beading  [13th  June]  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Mondaj  next  .  •  • .  • .  • .     332 

After  short  debate,  Notioe  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  Uoase  counted,  and 
40  McHDibers  not  being  present,  Hoose  adjourned, 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  16. 

ExmBinoir  o?  MnriiTUEES  at  Keitsikgton — Question,  Earl  Stanhope ;  Answer, 

Earl  Granville  •  •  . .  . .  . .     332 

The  Slats  Trade  Papebs— Question,  Lord  Brougham ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville     333 

CnuBCH  Seetices  at  St.  Alban's — Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — 
Law  OF  Evidence  —  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath: — Long 
Debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  •     . .     334 

Divisions  of  the  House— Standing  Order  No.  25 — New  Standing  Orders — 
Moved,  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  10th  of  Maroh,  1857,  regulating  the  mode 
of  taking  Divisions,  be  now  vacated : — {The  Duke  of  Richmond :) — The  same 
was  ag^reed  to : — New  Standing  Orders  agreed  to  . .  . .     347 

The  Chairman  of  the  Fisheries'  CoHnissioNERS-^Question,  The  Marquess  of 

Clanricarde ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  .        .  •  . .  . .     349 

Union  Chargeability  Bill  (No.  122)— 

Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bi\\,—{I%e  Lord  President) . .  ..  ..  ..351 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  :  —  House  in  Committee  accordingly :  — 
Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  171.) 

Oourts  of  Justice  Concentaration  (Site)  Bill  (No.  141)— 

Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amendment  considered  . .  357 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

OourtB  of  Justice  Building  Bill  (No.  23)— 

Commons  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  Lords'  Amendment  considered  . .     369 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  whether  to  insist  ?  Eesohed  in  the 
Negative. 

COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  JUNE  16. 
South  Kensington  New  Road  Bill^^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  South  Kensington  New  Head 
Bill  be  re-oommitted  to  the  former  Committee,  and  that  they  do  proceed 
therewith  upon  Monday  next," — {Mr.  Henry  Seymour)    •  •  • .     360 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Salmon  Fishery  Act    (1861)    Amendment  (re-eommitted    Bill 

[Bill  187]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee     • .  . .  . .  •  •     363 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  eonsidered  on  Tuesday  next,   and  to  be 

pHnted.     [BiU  220.] 

OwvKBLESs  Does— Question,  Mr.  Dawson  Damer ;  Answer,  Sir  G.  Grey       . .     365 

Abmy— Eeoimbntal  Patmastebs — Question,  Mr.  H.  E.  Surtees;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington       ••  ,.  ,,  ,.     366 
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Armt— The  ARicqntoKO  awd  "Whtpwobth  Quhs— Question,  Mr.  H,  Baillie; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington         .  •  •  •  •  •     366 

District  Lunatic  Asyluks  (Ibslakd)— Question,   Mr.  Blake;   Answer,   Sir 

Robert  Peel  ;. .  . .  • .  . .  . .     367 

TJnited  States — Consuls  ton  thb  Soxtthbbn  States — Question,  Mr.  Hadfield ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  . .  •  •  ••  •  •     367 

Irish  Records — Question,  Colonel  French;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  ••     368 

Army— The  Armstbono  Gun  Comossioir— Question,  Sir  John  Hay;    Answer, 

The   Marquess  of  Hartington  • .  •  •  •  •     368 

The  Convocation  op  Cantkbbubt — Question,  Mr.  Whiteside ;    Answer,  Sir 

George  Grey    . ,  . ,  • .  •  •  •  •     369 

SxrFPLT^Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair  :  "— 

Docktard  Superintendents — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Th&t "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  inexpedient  to  continue  the  practice  of  appointing 
Naval  Officers  who  are  not  possessed  of  a  technical  knowledge  of  the  business  carried  on 
in  Her  Majesty's  Dockjards  to  the  offices  of  Superintendents  thereof,  and  the  practice 
of  limiting  their  tenure  of  office  to  a  period  of  Ave  years/*— ( Jfr.  iS#«/y,>— instead  thereof     869 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  84,  Noes  86 ; 

Majority  2. 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  again  put, 

That  the  words  *in  the  opinion  of  this  llouse,  it  is  expedient  to  continue  the 
practice  of  appointing  Naval  Officers  who  are  not  possessed  of  a  technical  knowledge 
of  the  business  carried  on  in  Her  Migesty's  Dockyards  to  the  offices  of  Superintendents 
thereof,  and  the  practice  of  limiting  their  tenure  of  office  to  a  period  of  five  years/  be 
added, — instead  thereof  ..  ••  ••  ••      389 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  3d,   Noes  60 ;  Majority  27. 

The  Order  of  the  Bath — ^Amendment  proposed  for  an  Address  for  Copy  of 
Regulations    . .  •  •  • .  •  •  •  •     400 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  added.'' 
After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

PoRMs  OF  THE  HousB— QusstioH,  Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  :— Debate  thereon  • .     409 

The  Soulaoe  Collectioh— Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  after  the  word  <*  That/' in  the  Original  Question,  the  words  «* There  be  laid 
boforo  this  House,  Copies  of  Correspondence  relating  to  the  purchase  of  the  Soulago 
Collection  for  the  South  Kensington  Museum,"— <ifi-.  2>i/koyii)         ••  ••410 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added/' 
After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

The  Ballot — Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  after  the  word  <*  That,"  in  the  Original  Question,  the  words  "  As  a  General 
Election  is  impending,  and  as  we  hare  no  Taw  whioh  can  put  down  the  intimidation  of 
Voters  nor  prerent  Brihenr,  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  a  trial  should  be  given  to  the 
Vote  bj  Ballot,"— (Ifr.  Henry  Berkeley)  . .  •  •  . .      416 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added.'' 

After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  div^M ;  Ayes  74,  Noes  118 ; 

Majority  44. 

Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  ader  the  word  «  That,"  is  the  Original  Question,  the  words  '*This  House  will, 
upon  Monday  next,  resol? e  itself  into  the  Committee  of  Supply,"— (  Viecawa  PalmenUin)     427 

Question,  *<  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Words  a(^^i^:— Original  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Heeoked,  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday  next,  resolre  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  Supply. 
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PenaltiM  Law  AmtmAmibnt  Bill  [BiU  213]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time/'— (iStV  George  Grey)     428 
After  ^ort  debate,  Motioa  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  3^  accordingly,  and  passed, 

Beace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1856)  Amendment  Bill— p-^^^f^^;  >'ead  i<>* 
[BUiaie]  ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..     428 

Chdonial  Docks  Loans— 

Resolation  [Jane  15]  repwied ;— Bill  ordered  ;  pmented  ;  read  l^*  [Bill  226]  •  •      428 

Carriers  Act  Amendment  Bill— 

Camidered  in  Ck>mmittee  :~BiIl  ordered;  preiented  ;  read  1°*  [Bill  224]  . •       428 

Turnpike   Acts   CSontinuance   Wl'^iMr,  Baring)  —  ordered;  presenUd;   read  l""* 

[BUI  227]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       428 

Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  Bill— (•^r.  Baring) — ordered;  presented:  read  l*** 

[fiiU225]  Tr  ..  ..  ..  ..       429 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  19. 
fitatute  Law  Bevision  Bill- 
Was  presented  by  (The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  T  (No.  172)  . .     430 

Heb  Eotal  "SiQmnsss  the  Pbingsss  of  Wales — 

Her  Hajesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  reported  •  •  •  •     430 

The  Slate  Tkadb — Obeerrations,  Lord  Brougham ;  Eeply,  Earl  Eussell        . .     431 

Irish  Poor  Law  XJinoKs— Petition  presented  by  the  Earl  of  Granard  . .     43 1 

After  short  debate,  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Bailway  Passengers  Bill  (No.  149)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Beading  discharged;  and  Bill  (by  Leave  of 
the  House)  withdraum  . .  • .  . .  . .     432 

SiNQAFORB  AKD  THE  STRim  Sbtileksets— Quostion,  Tho  Etfrl  of  Albemarle ; 

Answer,  Earl  (jfranviUe        . .  . .  •  •  •  •     437 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  19. 

British  North  America — The  Confbderatiok — Observations,  Mr.  Card  well       439 
Papers  relating  to  the  late  Conferences  presented  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  on 
the  Table.— Par/.  P.  No.  [3426.] 

Endowed  Gramicar  Schools— Question,  Mr.  Hodgkinson ;  Answer,  Mr.  H.  A. 

Bruce  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     440 

Treasure  Trove— Question,  Sir  Jervoise  Jervoise  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  . .     440 

Army— Emplotkent  of  Dr.  Suthbrlakd— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington         . .  . .  . .     441 

Iin>iA — Dhar  Prize  Money — Question,  Mr.  H.  Lewis;  Answer,  Sir  C.  "Wood     442 

The  Savings  Banks  and  the  National  Debt — Question,  Mr.  Henley ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .     442 

Bishops'   Trust   Substitution   Act  -—  Question,  Mr.  Mundy ;    Answer,  Mr. 

Walpole  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     444 

Forfeiture  for  Treason  and  Felony  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forstcr; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .     445 

Stamp  Duty  on  Highway  Contracts — Question,  Mr.  Trefusis;   Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .     446 

The  German  Zolltbrein — Question,  Mr.  Heygate;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard      . .     446 

Companies  Workmen's  Education  Bill— Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Adderley: — Order  for  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  discharged  t—^'iM 
withdrawn      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     446 

India— Land  Tenubb  in  OuDi-^Questiloni  L(Hrd  Stanley;  Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood    447 
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LiHOHE  BiSHOPBic  BiLL — QuGstion,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ;  Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood    447 
And  Order  for  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  discharged: — Bill  toithdraum. 

Patent  Liws— Question,  Mr.  Lowe ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley    • .  , ,     448 

Special  Missions— Viscount  Ambebley's  T&ayisllltxq  Expenses -— Question, 

Mr.  Hennessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  •  •  •  •  • .     449 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion   made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : "  — 

The  Secbetaey  op  State  por  Wae— Amendment  proposed. 

To  Icavo  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  bo  convenient,  under  present  ciroumstanoes,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,''— -(J^. 
Darby  Orifith,) — instead  thereof        • .  . .  • .  .  •      450 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Publication  op  Ibish  Recoeds — 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  measures  should  be  taken  for  their  publi* 
cation  as  has  been  for  the  publioation  of  the  Records  of  England  and  Scotland," — 
{Colotiel  Dunne)        ••  .,  .,  ..  ..     457 

The  Treaty  with  the  Zolltereik — Observations,  Mr.  Hubbard;   Reply, 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson  . .  . .  , ,  • .     461 

Ireland— Case  op  Patrick  Donohus — ^Motion  for  Papers  {Mr.  (fReilly)    . .     467 
Debate  thereon. 

SnEERiirEss  DocxTARD— QuestioUi  Sir  Edward  Dering ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget    469 
Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — Post  Office  Packet  ^iBxnc&^considered  in  Committee. 

(0.)  Question  again  proposed,  £841,867,  for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Serrice  ..     471 

AiUr  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  II. — Citil  Seryice  Estimates. 
(7.)  Question  again  proposed,  £20,482,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues    . .  . .  . .       478 

Afler  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Vote  agreed  to. 

SUPPLEXENTART  ESTIMATE.      ClASS  I,   YoTE   27. 
(8.)  £10,000,  Works  at  Landguard  Point. 

SUPPLEMEKTARY  ESTIMATE.      ClASS   1,   YOTB   28. 

(9.)  £20,000,  National  Gallery  Enlargement :— After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  • .      484 

Supplementary  Estimates. 
(10.)  £700,000,  New  OourU  of  Justice  and  Offices. 

Naty— No.  18. 
(11.)  £63,015,  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Greenwich  Hospital  BUI  [BUI  212]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  coneidered     . .  .  •  • .  .  •     499 

Bill  to  be  road  3®  To-morrow, 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill 

[Bill  219]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
iimQ;'—{^8ir  Rohert  PeeV)   ,.  ,,  ..     ^  ..608 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at^the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  tiie  words  **  upon  this  day  tiiree  monthsi"'— (ifr*. 
Maguire.) 

VOL.  CLXXX.      [iHX&O  8BBIES.]  [^  0  '\ 
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PSAOB  PRXSKBTATIOlf  IRELAND  AOT  (1856)  AUKKDMSITT  BlLL — CODtinUCd. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
After  furUier  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  House  divided ;  Ayes  76, 

Noes  29 ;  Majority  47. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2®,  and  committed  for  To-morrow, 

Oolonial  Gtovemors  (Betirixig  PensionB)  Bill  [BUI  133]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair"     ..                     ..                     ..                      ..  ..512 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .      513 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morroxc. 

Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks  Bill  [Bill  198]— 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read  and  discharged : — Bill  re-^mmitted : — Considered 
in  Committee  •  •  ..  ..  ..  ••     514 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  considered: — ^Bill  read  3^  imd  passed. 

AzxEM  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitioks) — 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  informed  the  House,  that  George  Morris  Mitchell 
had  been  this  day  apprehended,  and  was  now  in  Newgate  . .      514 

A  Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a  State  Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gaol  of  Newgate,  expressing  his  deep  contrition  and  regret  if  he  has 
offended  against  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and  praying  for  his  release 
from  custody,  brought  up,  and  read ;  to  lie  upon  Uie  Table,  and  to  bo 
printed.    [App.  2.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  20. 

Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  151)-- 

Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order)       . .  . .  . .     515 

Moved,  To  re-insert  Clause  5 — {The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde). 
After  short  dobate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Clause  re-inserted. 
Bill    to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next;    and  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  192.) 

Prisons  Bill  (No.  155)- 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2*,^ {The  Lord  President)  ..     518 

After  short  debate,  ^oiionagreed  to: — Bill  read  2* accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  'Wnolo  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  lid)— 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  "Wliole  House, — 
{The  Earl  of  Cork)  ..  ..  ..  ..522 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  theii  Lordships  diViW^i ;  Contents  51, 
Not-Contents  14;  Majority  Z1  i^JResolved  in  the  Affirmative  :^L\st  of 
Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .  . ,  . .     523 

House  in  Committee  accordingly :— Amendments  made :— The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  193.) 

Union  Ohargeability  Bill  (No.  171)— 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order)  with  the  Amendments        . .  , .     524 

After  short  debatci  BiH  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  20. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

County  Coubts  Equitable   Juktsdiction  (Jxtdqes*  Salakibs) — Considered  in 

Committee      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..527 

Besolution  moved, 

That  proriiion  bo  mado  for  tho  payment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Three  Hundred  Pounds  per  annum  to  each  of  the  Judges  of 
the^  County  Courts,  in  addition  to  their  present  salary ,~(i/r.  PeeL) 

Motion  agreed  ^0:— Besolution  to  be  reported  Ti-morrow. 
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Fire  Brigrade  (Metropolis)  BiU  [BiU  153]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .     529 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Thursday  next,  and  to  bo 
printed.     [BiU  230.] 

Boads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  {r^-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  165]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [Progress  19th  June]  . .  • .     534 

Bill  reported;  to  he  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  231] ;  re-eomtnitted  for  Monday 

next. 

Keviews  of  the  Hilitu — Question,  Lord  Borghley;  Answer,  The  Marquess 

of  Hartington  . .  . .  . .  . .     538 

Army — ^Beortjitino— Question,    Colonel  North;    Answer,  The    Marquess  of 

Hartington      . .  . .  . .  • .  . .     539 

Italy — Captttre  op  Ekqlish    Subjects  bt  Bbioakds — Question,  Mr.  Owen 

Stanley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard-  .  •  •  •  . .     539 

China — Fobeion  Vessels  xjndeb  the  Chinese  Flag — Question,  Mr.  Liddell; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  . .  , .  •  •  .  •     539 

Master  MANiiFACTTTBEJiS  —  Esittal  on  MACHnrsBT  —  Question,    Sir  Eobert 

Clifton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  . .  . .  . .     540 

Tub  Argentine  Eefublic — Treatment   of    a   British  Officer — Question, 

Admiral  Walcott ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard      . ,  . .  . .     540 

University  Education  (Ireland) — ^Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  representing  to  Hor 
Majesty  that  consoientions  objeotions  to  the  present  system  of  UniTorsity  Eduoation  in 
Iroiand  prevent  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's  Subjects  from  enjoying  the  advantages 
of  University  Education,  and  praying  that  suoh  stops  may  be  taken  as  will  remove  this 
grievance," — {The  (XDonoghue)         ..  ..  ..  ..541 

After  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Secret  Sertice  Monet — Motion  for  a  **  Betnm  of  the  sums  which  have  been  paid 

out  of  the  Secret  Service  Money  by  the  Treasury,"  &c.— (i/r.  Darhy  Qriffith)    590 
After  short  debate,  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided;  Ayes  18,  Noes  45 ; 
Majority  27. 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  220]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered      . .  • .  . .  . .     592 

Bill  to  be  read  3**  To-morrow. 

Turnpike  Tolls  AboUtion  BiU  [Bill  128]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (i/r.  Whalley)        . .  . .  . .  . .     592 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  discharged  : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Bailway  Construction  Facilities   Act   (1864)    Amendment 

BiU  [Bill  37]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (ifr.  WhaUey)        . .  . .  . .  . .     593 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read  and  discharged ;— Bill  withdrawn. 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill 

[BUI  219]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '•  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair."  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..594 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

BiU  considered  in  Committee 

BUI  reported,  without  Amendment;  to  bo  read  3<^  TiMMrrow. 
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Colonial  Docks  Loans  Bill  [BiU  226]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  the  second  time/' — [Lord  Clarence  Paget)     595 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  2^  and  committed  for  Thursday, 

Vats  and  Means — Order  for  Committee  read. 

Account  No.  46  of  the  Finance  Accounts  [presented  8th  June]  referred* 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— Cfen«*dw<f(f  in  Committee  *  . .  . .     696 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Uer  Majesty,  there  bo  issued 
and  applied  to  the  service  of  the  year  ending  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1866,  the  sum  of 
£1,318,526  16«.  9<f.,  being  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and  Means  granted  for  the  servico  of 
preceding  years. 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of 
£23,342,558  Zs.  Sd.,  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Resolutions  to  he  reported  To-morrow. 

Excise  Acts — Considered  in.  Commitico        ...  ..  ..     596 

Besolution  to  he  reported  To-morrow, 

Bftnk  Notes  Issue  (Scotlaild) — Considered  in  Commitloo  :• — Bill  ordered  (Mr.  Blackburn 

Mr,  Stirling)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      59G 

Compound  Spirits  Warehousing — Considered  in  Committee :  • — ^Bill  ordered  (Mr,  Chan- 

ceUor  of  the  Exchequer ,  Mr,  Peel)      ..  ..         ,  ..  ,.      59C 

Inns  of  Court  [re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  192]— 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Choir "  . .  . .  . .     597 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 

Members  not  being  present,  House  adjourned. 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  21. 

Municipal   Corporations    (Ireland)    Act    Amendment    Bill 

[Bill  54]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,*'— (ifr.  Blake)  . .  . .  . .  . .     597 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — "BWa  withdrawn. 

Merchant  Shipping  Disputes  Bill  [BiU  90]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — [Mr,  Denman)  . .  . .  . .  . ,     599 

After  ^ort  debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Bank  Notes  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  1241— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time," — [Sir  Colman  CLogMen)  . .  . .  , .     604 

After  ^ort  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions  Bill  [Bill  97]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Jtfr.  Lygon)  . .  . .  . ,  . .     608 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — [Mr, 
Remington  Mills)'.  —  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  'now'  stand 
part  of  the  Question "  . .  , .  , .  ,,611 

After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  49,  Noes  35  ; 
Majority  14, 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;^^Bill  read  2^|  and  committed  for  this  day 
three  months. 
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Bailways  Clauses  (rs-emmitted)  Bill  [Bill  170]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave      * 
the  Chair"      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..616 

Amoudment  proposed,  To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion, 
in  order  to  add  the  words  *<thi8  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resoUe 
itself  into  the  said  Committee,"— (ifr.  i^a««,)— instead  thereof  • .  ••618 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

After  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraton : — Bill  withdraum. 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  220]— 

Order  for  Third  Heading  read       . .  . .  . ,  , ,     624 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  3**  and  jfossed. 

Indemnity  Bill- 
Bill  to  indemnify  such  persons  in  the  United  Sangdom  as  have  omitted  to  qua- 
lify themselves  for  offices  and  employments,  and  to  extend  the  time  limited 
for  those  purposes  respectiyely,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Peel  and 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  . .  . .  , ,     624 

After  short  debate,  BUi  presented,  and  read  1®.  [Bill  234.] 
Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill  —  ordered^{Mr,  Dodson,  ChaneeUcr  of  the 

Exchequer,  Mr,  Feeiy—pretented,  and  read  1"  •. 

Expiring   Laws   Continnance  —  ordered  —  {Mr,  Peel,  Chaneetkr  of  the  Exehequery^ 
presented,  and  read  1«*.  [Bill  335.] 

Compound  Spirits  Warehousing  BOl— presented,  and  read  !<>•.  [BUI 23$.} 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  22. 

Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  61]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .     626 

Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  205.) 

Bentcharges  (Ireland)  Bevisioil  Bill  [°*Z'*] — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Somerhill, 
readl**.  (No.  208.) 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  22. 

The  Fatkasteb  Oekekal  and  the   Attdit  Office^ Question,  Sir  Charles 

Douglas ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer        . .  • .     627 

Navt  —  Loss  OF  THE  "Bombay"  —  Qucstion,  Mr.  Owen  Stanley;  Answer, 

Lord  Clarence  Paget  . .  .  •  •  •  • .     629 

Episcopal  Resii>encb  at  Bbistol— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer, 

Sir  George  Grey  . .  • .  •  •  •  •     632 

The  Thahes  EicBAKKMEirr— Question,  Mr.  Cave ;  Answer,  Mr.  M.  Gibson  . .     638 

Satubpat  Halv-Holidat  ts  GoYEBiTKEirc  Offices— Question,  Mr.  Buxton; 

Answer,  Yiscount  Falmerston  •  •  • .  •  •     638 

Clerical  Subscription  BiU  {Lords)  [Bill  199]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time," — {8%r  George  Grey)  . .  .  •  • .  •  •     634 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2^  and  committed 

for  Monday  next 

Colonial  Governors  (Betiring  Pensions)  BUI  [Bill  133]-- 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  • .  •  •  •  •     663 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     670 

After  debate.  Question  put»  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  H^  and  committed  for 
n-morrauff 
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County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill  [Lord%)  [Bill  150]-- 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruotion  to  the  Committee  to  assimilate  the  Sheriffs'  Court  of 
the  City  of  London  in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court/*— (Jfr.  AyrUm)  ...     679 

After  short  debate,  Motion^  bj  leave^  withdrawn. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  • .  • .  .  •  681 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  236.] 

Indemnity  BiU  [Bill  234]- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (i^.  Feel)  . .  . .  . .  . .     684 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr.  Hadfield.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Afber  short  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ;  Ayes  32,  Noes  1 8 ; 
Majority  14. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :  —  Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  227]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .     687 

And  it  appearing  that  40  Members  were  not  present :  — Mr.  Speaker  re- 
sumed the  Chair :  —House  counted,  and  40  Members  not  being  present, 
House  adjourned. 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  23. 

Tub  Consul  at  Saeawak— Question,  Viscount  Stratford  De  Redcliffe;  Answer, 

Earl  Russell  .,  ,.  ..  ..690 

State  op  Fublio   and  Peiyate  Business— Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley  : — Debate  thereon  . ,  . .  , ,  691 

Inceeasb  oe  the  Episcopate — Petition  ^M^^i  by  Lord  Lyttelton  . .     696 

After  debate,  Petition  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Chabities  of  the  Cities  of  Jjovhov  and  Westminster — 
Moved,  **  That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, referred  to  in  the  Eleventh  and  Twelfth  Reports  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
be  laid  before  the  House," — {The  Bithop  of  London)  . .  ...     795 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to: — Pari.  Paper  [No,  3461] 

TuE  BuEiAL  Service — Question,  Lord  Ebury;   Answer,    The  Archbishop  of 

Canterbury     . .  . .  . .  , ,  , .     707 

Faxtnership  Amendment  Bill  (No.  162)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)      . .  . .  . .     709 

Amendments  moved  and  negatived ;  an  Amendment  made ;  and  Bill  to  bo 
read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Bochdale  Vicarage  BUI  [h.l.}— Web  pretenUd  by  the  Earl  of  Chichester ;  read  1\* 
(No.  213.) 

Kayal  Discipline  Act  Amendment  Bill  [a.L.]  —  Was  presented  by  Tho  Duke  of 

Somerset ;  read  I*.*  (No.  214.) 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  23. 

Ckmsolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  , ,  . .     717 
Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  3®  on  Monday  next. 

Fire  Brigade  Metropolis  Bill  [Bill  230]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  « ,  , ,  . ,     718 

Bill  to  be  read  3^  To-morrow, 
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Poor  Law  Board  Continiiance  &0.9  (re-eommittsd)  Bill  [Bill  218] — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair:"—  . .  . .  . .  . .  -  719 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  should  be  limited  to 
the  continuance  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for  one  year," — (Lord  Fermot/,^ — instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      720 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn  : — Main  Question  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee: — Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

on  Monday  next,  and  to  heprinM  [Bill  288] 

TsKUBE  AND  IicFRovEicEirr  OF  La.md  (Ibelaitd)  —  Report  hrottght  up : — ^Aiter 

short  debate,  Beport  read;  to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  be  printed  [No.  402]    730 

l2n)iA — Li7CXK0w  Pbize  Monbt,  Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar  ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  • .  . .  . .  . .     780 

Afiinr — Dbess  of  Milttabt  Chaplahts,  Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  •  •     781 

Ihbian  FiKAircEs — Question,  Mr.  Yansittart ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood       . .     731 

Navy — Assistaitt  Sxtbqeons — QuestioUi  Sir  John  Pakington;   Answer,  Lord 

Clarence  Paget  . .  . .  .^  ,1^  -  JT.  . .  •  •     782 

ABJouBKiCEirr  of  the  Hottsb— 

Moved,  That  the  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

Chaik  Cables  and  Ajtorobs — Observations,  Mr.  Laird ;  Reply,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson : — Short  debate  thereon  • .  . .  . .     732 

The  Naval  Reserves — Observations,  Mr.  Corry ;  Reply,  Lord  C.  Paget  . ,     738 

l2n)LA  —  Claims  of  the  Satpooba  and  Goa  Fboktieb  Pield  Fobces  — 
Observations,  Mr.  Staniland;  Reply,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring     . .  . .     748 

Navt — ^DocKTABD  SuFEBiNTEKDEiTTs — Qucstion,  Sir  Fredcric  Smith;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  •  •  • .  • .     751 

Tehube  and  Ivpbovement  of  Lakd  (Ibslaki)) — Observations,  Mr.  Hennessy : 
— ^Debate  thereon  • .  • .  • .  • .     752 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Monday  next. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  ^Z-^continued 

Ciolonial  Oovemors  (Betiring  PensionB)  Bill  [Bill  188]— 

Bill,  at  amended,  considered      • .  . .  . .  • .     760 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  8^'  on  Monday  next. 

LORDS,  SATXJRDAY,  JUNE  24. 

Pbivaib  Billb— Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1.  considered  (according  to 

Order)  •  •  •  •  . .  .  •  • .     761 

Their  Lordships  having  then  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper  without 
debate,  House  adjourned. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  26. 
BlTine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England  Bill— 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Performance  of  Divine  Worship  in 
the  Church  of  England— Was  presented  by  the  Marquess  of  Westmeath ; 
read  1%  (No.  318.)  . .  . .  . .  • .    762 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
{June  is.]  3  Jtan&aiul,  vol.  i8o 

State  of  Pttblio  and  Fbiyatis  Business— Obseryationsy  Lord  Eedesdalo : — Short 

debate  thereon  •  •  .  •  • .  •  •     763 

pBiTATE  Bills — Standing  Orders  184  and  185  considered  (according  to  Order), 

and  amended      . .  •  •  •  •  .  •  764 

Soman  OathoUc  Oath  BiU  (No.  170)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— ( The  Earl  of  Devon)  . .     764 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  (''now")  and  insert  (''this  Day  Three 

Months,"}— (mj  JEarl  of  Derly)  . .  . .  . .     772 

After  long  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("now")  stand  Part  of  the  Motion  ? 

their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  63,    Not-Contents  84 ;  Majority  21 : — 
List  of  C!ontents  and  Not-Contents.  •  •  . .  . .     821 

JResohed  in  the  Negative;    and  Bill  to  be* read  2®   on    this  Bay  Three 

Months* 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  26. 

GoYXUKMSNT  Annttities — 27  &  28  Vict.  c.  43. — Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     823 

PooB  Law — The  Hjqhwoeth  Union — Question,  Mr.  Torrens;  Answer,  Viscount 

Enfield  •  •  •  •  .  •  •  •  . ,     824 

Oonsolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill- 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read.  •  •  •  •  • .     82o 
After  short  debate.  Bill  read  3*  fmd  passed. 

Olerical  Subscription  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  199]- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill "         ..  ..  ••  ••     837 

After  short  debate,  Motion  ayreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee : — Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow  . .  • .  •  •  • .     889 

Colonial  Oovemors  (Betiring  Pensions)  BiU  [Bill  133]— 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  ..  ••  .,  ..841 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  3^,  and  passed. 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  227]— 

"BUI  considered  in  Committee: — Bill  r^or^e^;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow      .,  ..  .,  ..  .,     844 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  236]— 

Bill|  as  amended,  considered  :'^Biil  to  be  read  3®  To-morrow.  •  •     847 

Bailway  Debentures,  &c.,  Registry  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  241]— 

Order  for  Second  B>eading  read  .  •  . .  . .     848 

After  short  debate,  Second  Beading  jw^  off  for  a  fortnight. 

2\fne  Improvement  Bill — 
Petitions  presented  bj  The  Earl  of  Ellenborough  . .  . .     848 

Short  debate  thereon : — Bill  read  3*. 
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Lord  Bedesdale  "  • .  . .  • .  • .     850 

p£i7ATB  Bills— 
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Besolution  {The  Chairman  of  Committees)  agreed  to. 

FsiYATE  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  178,  Sect.  9,  considered  (according  to 
Order),  and  dispensed  with  for  the  Bemainder  of  the  Se68ion|--(i%^  c/Mir- 
man  of  Committees)  •  •  .  •  , «  « «     853 
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'     COUUONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  27, 

Tho  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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drawn  •  •  • .  •  •  • .  •  •     874 
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LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  28. 

Their  Lordships  met ;   and  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper 
without  debate.  House  adjourned. 
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TOL.GLXXX.    [iHZXD  sxbixs.]  [d! 
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LOEDS,  THUESDAY,  JULY  6. 
Protection  of  FemfdeCShildren  BiUH  77^ '^E^'<>'^ -2^  readi^ 

(No.  255.) 

FEOEOGATION  OP  THE  PAELIAMBNT— 

ftpetcj^  of  tj^e  lorte  (Eommtasfonmt.  •  •  •  •  •  •  1 1 78 

COMMONS,  THUESDAY,  JULY  6. 
The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Twelve  of  the  dock. 

FROBOGATION  OF  THE  FABUAMENT— 

Message  to  attend  The  LoBD  CoMiciBSioHSES   ..  ..  ••1184 

The  EoTAL  Assent  was  giyen  to  several  Bills;  And  afterwards  a  speech 
of  The  LoBDS  Coiucibsioebr8  was  delivered  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
by  The  Lobd  Pbesident. 

Then  a  Commission  for  Proroguing  the  Parliament  was  read. 

After  which. 

The  LOED  PBESIDENT  said— 

Jfy  Lordi,  and  Oentkment 

By  Tirtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  ns  and  other  Lords 
direotedy  and  now  read,  we  do^  in  Hor  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to  Her  Com- 
mand, prorogue  this  Parliament  to  Wednesday,  the  Twelfth  day  of  July  instant,  to  bo 
then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Wednesday  the 
Twelfth  daj  of  Jtdy  instant. 


LORDS. 

TOOK  THE  OATH. 

UomOATi   JUHB  19. 

The  YiBoount  Gort,  a  BoprawntatiTe  Peer  for  Ireland. 

SAT  FIEST. 

FrISATi  JUITB  16. 

The  Lord  Ashbarton,  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother. 

TuXSDATy  JiTNS  27. 

The  Earl  of  Horley,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 


COMMONS. 

NEW  WWTS  ISSUED. 

ThubsdaTi  Jukb  15. 
For  LUkeardf  v.  Balph  Osbomei  Esq.,  Manor  of  Hemphdme. 
For  Covrntry^  v^  Sir  Joeeph  Pazton,  deoeased. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWOBN. 

Thubsdat,  Juvb  22, 
CbMn^ry— Henry  William  Eaton,  Esq. 

FSIDAT,  JVHB  23. 

I>$wmp9ri — Thomas  Brassey,  Esq.,  the  younger. 

MovDAT,  Juins  26. 
Liii^if— Sir  Arthur  "^Kniliam  Buller,  Cnighi 


HANSAED'S 


PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES, 

IN   THE 

Seventh  Session  of  the  Eighteenth  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
Appointed  to  meet  31  Mat  1859,  and  from  thence  Con- 
tintjed  till  7  february  1865,  in  the  twenty-eighth 
Year  of  the  Eeign  of 

HER    MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTORIA. 


FOURTH   AND    LAST  YOLUME    OF    THE    SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  Juns  I2y  1865. 

MINUTES.}— Public  Btllb  — First  Reading-- 
MilitU  Ballots  Suspension*;  Militia  Pay**; 
Trespass  (Scotland)* (146) ;  Drainage  and  Im- 
proTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)*  (147). 

Second  Reading — Railway  Debentures  &c.  Rc^gis- 
try  •  (99)  [h.l.]  ;  Union  ChargeabUity  (122) ; 
Local  OoTemment  Supplemental  (No.  3)  * 
(127), 

Select  Committee  —  On  Locomotives  on  Roads 
appointed  and  nominated.  {List  of  Committee), 
and  on  June  13  Lord  H&rriB  added  in  the  Place 
of  Duke  of  Sutherland,  Earl  De  Grey  in  the  Place 
of  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  and  Earl  Dncie, 
Viscount  Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord 
Wenlock  added. 

Third  Reading  —  Inclosuro  (No.  2)*  (154); 
Lancaster  Gonrt  of  Chancery.* 

UNITED  STATES—BELLIGERENT 
RIGHTS.— QUESTION. 

THE  EARL  of  DERBY :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  with  regard  to 
two  docaments  which  have  lately  appeared 
m  the  public  papers,  having  reference  to 
American  belligerent  rights.  The  first  of 
these  documents  appears  to  have  been  com- 
municated by  the  noble  Earl  himself  to 
the  different  Departments  of  Goyernment, 
and  the  second  purports  to  be  a  Proclama- 
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tion  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  first  document,  addressed  by  the  noble 
Earl  to  GoYomment  ofScials,  is  to  the  effect 
that  peace  having  been  restored  throughout 
the  territory  of  the  United  States,  the 
status  of  the  Confederates  as  belligerents 
must  be  taken  to  be  henceforth  abandoned. 
When  that  document  was  issued,  the  state- 
ment it  contained  that  peace  had  been  re- 
stored throughout  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  was  not  quite  accurate  ; 
but,  since  the  document  was  issued,  the 
Confederate  army,  which  was  then  in  ex- 
istence, and  which  was  holding  the  exten- 
sive district  on  the  further  side  of  the 
Mississippi,  and  was  said  to  be  a  powerful 
force,  well  organized,  and  capable  of  con- 
tinuing the  contest,  has  altogether  surren- 
dered ;  while  the  chief  of  the  Confe- 
derate States,  who  for  four  years  has  main- 
tained a  struggle  against  the  whole  power 
of  the  United  States,  and  who  represented 
a  population  of  seven  or  eight  millions,  is 
now  a  prisoner  in  the  hands  of  the  Federals 
and  is  awaiting  his  trial.  The  statement 
contained  in  the  document  issued  by  the 
noble  Earl  is,  therefore,  now  practically  cor- 
rect. It  may  not  be  out  of  the  way  that 
I  should  express  a  hope,  entertained  not 
only  by  myself,  but  by  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, not  only  by  this  House,  but  by  the 
country  at  large  and  by  the  whole  civilized 
world,  that  the  party  which  has  achieved 
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Bnoh  signal  BaeceBs  will  follow  a  courBO  not 
dictated  by  rerenge  or  Tiolenee— -that  they 
will  Boek  not  to  ezaBperate  the  feelinsB  of 
iheir  former  antagoniBts,  which  haye  oeen 
already  too  much  embittered  ;  but  will  en- 
dearonr,  by  deecJB  aof  conciliation  and  of 
mercy,  to  re-eement,  if  poBBible,  a  union 
BO  nearly  disBoWed  ;   and  that  they  will 
consent  to  treat  those  whom  the  fortunes 
of  war  have  placed  at  their  disposal  not  as 
revolted  subjects,  but  as  vanquished,  though 
not  dishonoured,  enemies.     On  the  course 
taken  by  the  United  States  will  materially 
depend  the  estimation  in  which  they  will 
be  held  by  the  civilized  world,  and,  there- 
fore, this  is  a  subject  which  cannot  fail  to 
be  of  vital  importance  to  them.    I  now 
wish  to  call  the   attention  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  the  answer   which  he   gave  the 
other    evening    to   the   question    of   the 
noble  Baron  (Lord  Houffhton),  who  asked 
him   whether,  under    t£e    circumstances 
which  had  occurred,  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  still  to  con- 
tinue to  acknowledge  the  belligerent  rights 
of  the   Confederate   States.     The   noble 
Earl  then  gave  an  answer  which  was  satis- 
iisotory  to  this  House— -namely,  that  this 
must  depend  entirely  upon  the  course  the 
United  States  themselves  thought  fit  to 
adopt  in  the  matter,  and  that  as  soon  as 
the  United  States  ceased  to  avail  them- 
selves of  belligerent  rights  as  against  neu- 
tral commerce,  this  country  would  cease  to 
acknowledge  belligerent  rights  on  the  part 
of  the  Confederate  States.     Now,  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  that  answer,  and  to  the 
light  in  which  it  is  to  be  regarded  in  con- 
nection with  the  Proclamation  lately  issued 
^  the  President  of  the   United  States. 
That  Proclamation    directs    that  certain 
ports  are  to  opened,  but  that  others  shall, 
tor  various  and  particular  reasons,  be  closed 
for  the  present,  and  that  the  crew  of  any 
merchant  vessel  attempting  to  enter  such 
closed  ports  shall  be  treated  as  pirates.  No 
doubt  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes 
exercises  great  powers,  but  surely  he  does 
not  possess  the  power  of  changing  the  in- 
ternational law   of  the  world.     He  may 
claim  to  exercise  belligerent  rights,  and  so 
establish  a  blockade,  or  he  may  make  mu- 
nicipal regulations  excluding  vessels  from 
eertain  portB  ;  but  he  cannot  by  force  of  a 
proclamation  justify  the  infliction  on  those 
infringing  these  regulations  the  penalties 
attaching  to  piracy.     The  penalty  for  the 
violation  of  a  blockade   is  well  defined  ; 
and  the  offence  itself  cannot  be  construed 
into  the  crime  of  piracy.    To  force  an  entry 
The  Earl  of  Derby 


into  these  ports  can  simply  be  regarded  as 
smuggling,  and  the  assumption  that  any 
person  guilty  of  an  infringement  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Proclamation  is  to  be 
held  guilty  of  piracy  is  one  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  pass  unnoticed.  I,  therefore, 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  this  alleged  Procla- 
mation of  the  President  of  &e  United 
States  is  genuine ;  whether  that  Procla- 
mation has  been  communicated  to  him ; 
and  whether  in  that  case  he  has  taken  anj 
notice  of  it,  and  has  protested  against  a 
doctrine  which  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
acknowledge,  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  communicate  to  Parliament  any  papers 
he  has  in  his  possession  on  the  subject.  I 
also  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  how  hx 
the  circular  he  has  sent  round  is  compatible 
with  the  answer  he  gave  the  other  evening, 
in  which  he  stated  that  belligerent  rights 
would  not  be  withheld  from  the  Confedorate 
States  so  long  as  the  United  States,  put 
forward  a  claim  to  interfere  with  neutral 
commeree. 

Eabl  RUSSELL,  who  was  very  im- 
perfectly heard,  said,  I  will  first  state  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  letter 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl  was  issued. 
From  what  we  had  heard  from  time  to 
time  the  noble  Earl  has  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Confederates  would  be  able 
to  continue  the  contest  in  one  part  at  least 
of  the  Southern  States  ;  but  from  the  more 
recent  accounts  it  appears  that  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Federals  has  increased  from 
day  to  day,  and  that  the  Confederates  are 
correspondingly  less  able  to  keep  up  the 
contest  with  their  adversaries,  and  that  the 
surrender  of  the  entire  armies  of  the  lat- 
ter was  to  be  daily  expected.  Under  these 
circumstances  we  had  to  consider  what 
course  we  should  pursue.  There  was  some 
difficulty  in  the  matter,  because  we  had 
no  regular  communication  from  the  United 
States  assuring  us  that,  as  regarded 
neutrals,  belligerent  rights  on  their  part 
had  been  abandoned.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  our  continuing 
the  concession  of  belligerent  rights  to  the 
Confederates,  because  of  the  entire  ceaaa- 
tion  of  war  on  the  continent  of  America, 
and  of  the  fact  that  there  were  at  sea  two 
vessels,  and  only  two — the  StonewM  and 
the  ^AenatuioaA— which  were  supposed  to 
be  Confederate  cruisers.  One  oJP  these 
was  supposed,  or  understood,  to  have  been 
disarmed  and  given  up  to  the  authorities 
at  Havannah;  and  the  other,  the  Shenan- 
doahf  had  put  into  various  ports  in  the 


5       lUOuHnf  Bdmimesj  ifc,      [inm  12,  1 865 ) 


BsjfkirMm  Bin. 


colonieB.  ObTkmslj  it  would 
^▼e  been  an  anomalj,  when  the  war  in 
Ameriea  had  entirely  oeased,  that  the 
Shrnktrndoak  should  he  going  about  from 
port  to  port  in  the  British  dominions  ob- 
taining ooals  and  proTisions  under  the 
Queeirs  Order  of  1861.  It  was,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  question  of  put- 
log an  end  to  the  belligerent  rights  came 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Cabinet. 
Practieall  J  the  whole  of  the  American  S  tates 
were  under  the  authority  of  the  Goremment 
of  the  United  States;  the  whole  of  the  fron- 
tier is  now  in  the  possessicm  of  the  United 
States  Gofemment.  Since  then  Galrerston 
has  been  given  up  to  the  United  States' 
authorities,  and  General  Kirby  Smith 
has  surrendered  ;  so  that  there  is  no  mili- 
tary force  whatCTcr  under  Confederate 
authority.  Before  I  wrote  the  letter  to 
which  fSa%  noble  Barl  refers  I  had  an  in- 
terfiew  with  Mr.  Adams,  the  United 
States'  Minister  in  this  country,  and  I 
asked  him  whether  his  Government  were 
ready  to  abandon  their  belligerent  rights. 
He  said  he  had  no  instructions  on  the  point, 
but  he  was  oonTinced  that  his  Got emment 
were  prepared  to  adopt  that  course.  The 
communication  made  to  the  French  GoYcm- 
ment  on  this  point  was  still  more  explicit. 
That  being  the  state  of  affairs,  we  be- 
lieved it  was  doe  to  the  United  States  and 
to  our  own  position  to  adopt  the  course 
which  I  indicated  in  the  letter  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  called  attention.  I 
have  DO  objection  to  lav  the  letter  on  the 
table.  It  has  been  published  in  the  London 
OmseUef  and  it  has  been  communicated  to 
the  maritiffle  Powers  generally.  I  may  add 
tiiatfrom  Madrid  and  Copenhagen,  as  well 
as  firom  Paris,  we  have  received  communi- 
eatioQS  expressing  a  concurrence  in  our 
views.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  subject  of  the  Pro- 
clamation of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  I  must  say  that  the  document  is 
eertainlv  a  very  curious  one.  While, 
no  doubt,  it  b  right  enough  to  announce 
in  the  Proclamation  that,  after  a  certain 
date,  namely,  the  1  st  of  July,  the  Southern 
ports  will  all  be  open  to  foreign  commerce 
-—the  reason  given  for  the  delay  being  the 
Deoesiity  for  making  oertain  Custom-house 
arrangements — the  sentence  at  the  end  of 
the  Proclamation  with  regard  to  piracy  is 
somewhat  startling.  Sir  Frederick  Bruce 
states  he  has  been  adrised  that,  according 
to  the  American  law,  persons  attempting 
to  enter  those  ports  could  not  be  convicted 
of  piracy  for  that  act ;  and  that  if  persons 


should  be  arrested  while  attempting  to  enter 
them  no  Court  of  the  United  States  can 
find  those  parties  guilty  of  piracy.  We  must, 
therefore,  presume  that  it  is  only  intended 
to  hold  this  threat  in  terrorem  over  parties 
who  might  be  disposed  to  make  the  at- 
tempt. In  the  letter  which  I  wrote  it  is 
stated,  that  within  a  certain  time  vessels 
sailing  under  the  Confederate  flag  will  be 
permitted  to  enter  our  ports  and  disarm. 
At  the  same  time  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment do  not  pretend  to  in  any  way  inter- 
fere with  the  legal  rights  of  tlie  United 
States.  As  to  what  the  noble  Earl  has 
said,  with  respect,  to  the  action  of  the 
American  Government,  I  took  occasion, 
when  addressing  your  Lordships  on  the 
assassination  of  President  Lincoln,  to  ex- 
press my  great  regret  that  a  man  whose 
views  appeared  to  be  so  just,  and  who  had 
so  pledged  himself  to  a  course  of  mercy, 
should  have  been  taken  away  at  the  mo- 
ment when  he  could  have  put  into  practice 
those  prinoiples  to  which  he  had  expressed 
so  firm  an  adherence.  I  would  again  ex- 
press my  opinion  that  for  the  peace  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  world  it  is 
most  desirable  there  should  be  no  appear- 
ance of  passion  on  the  part  of  those  who 
have  now  the  guidance  of  the  affairs  of  the 
American  nation. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  The  noble 
Earl  has  not  answered  my  question  as  to 
the  Proclamation  threatening  a  penalty 
not  warranted  either  by  the  law  of  Ameriea 
or  by  international  law.  The  noble  Earl 
presumes  that  this  Proclamation  is  held 
in  terrorem  over  persons  who  might  be 
disposed  to  enter  those  ports ;  but  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  United  States  Go- 
vernment have  communicated  the  contents 
of  this  document  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  whether  he  has  asked  for 
any  official  explanation  of  a  threat  which 
it  is  not  competent  to  the  American  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out,  and  which  is  en- 
tirely opposed  to  international  law.  The 
document  has  been  published  in  an  official 
form  to  the  whole  world,  and  it  is  hardly 
consistent  with  our  position  that  no  notice 
should  be  taken  of  it. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  It  can  hardly  be 
said  that  no  notice  has  been  taken  of  it, 
as  we  have  this  despatch  of  Sir  Frederick 
Bruce. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  asked  whether 
the  noble  Earl  would  lay  the  documents  on 
the  table. 

Earl  RUSSELL  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  affirmative. 
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LOCOMOTIVES  ON  ROADS  BILL— (No.  161.) 
NOMINATION  OF  8ELE0T    GOMiaTTEE. 

The  Eabl  op  CARNARVON  said,  that 
as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke), 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  was  not  pre- 
sent, he  would  move  that  the  Lords  whose 
names  stood  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
of  the  Committee,  namely — 

E.  Romney. 

V.  MelviUe. 

V.  Eversley. 

L.  Silcheflter. 

L.  RoBsie. 

L.  Stanley  of  Alderley. 


D.  Richmond. 

D.  Sutherland. 
M.  Salishury. 
£.  Caithness. 

E.  Hardwicke. 
E.  Camar?on. 


Lord  KINNAIRD  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  what  he  thought  the  very  un- 
fair way  in  which  names  for  the  Commit* 
tee  had  been  selected.  The  course  pur- 
sued was  only  calculated  to  lead  to  the 
belief  that  it  was  intended  to  defeat  the 
Bill  by  a  side-wind.  He  had  been  requested 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill; 
but  he  thought  it  better  that  it  should  be 
undertaken  by  a  noble  Lord  on  the  other 
side.  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  agreed  to 
do  so  ;  but  the  impression  from  his  speech 
was  that  he  was  unfayourable  to  the  Bill; 
and  he  finally  assented  to  the  proposition 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  (Lord  Kinnaird)  asked 
the  noble  Earl  to  allow  him  to  see  the 
proposed  list  of  the  Select  Committee, 
and  was  referred  to  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (the  Earl  of  Carnaryon),  who  had  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. On  seeing  the  list,  he  found  that 
the  majority  of  Peers  on  it  had  either 
spoken  against  the  Bill  or  had  in  private 
expressed  opiuions  unfayourable  to  it.  He 
asked  the  noble  Earl  to  put  on  other 
names,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  list 
should  not  be  handed  into  the  clerk  that 
evening  in  order  that  he  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  consulting  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.  He  waited 
on  the  noble  Earl  at  his  own  house,  and 
represented  to  him  that  the  Committee 
would  not  be  considered  fair,  as  having 
prejudged  the  case.  The  noble  Earl  agreed 
at  once  to  add  other  names,  and  on  having 
a  list  handed  to  him  of  Peers  in  whom  the 
agricultural  interest  would  have  confidence, 
be  said  that  he  would  put  them  all  on. 
That  was  on  the  29th,  and  on  the  30th 
the  names  stood  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
He  arrived  in  the  House  almost  five  minutes 
after  the  Order  came  on,  and  was  informed 
that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had  com- 
plained of  the  addition,  and  insinuated  that 


there  was  something  irregular  in  it.  It 
was  explained  that  it  had  been  done  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke),  and  he  in- 
vited the  noble  Earl  who  wished  to  have 
the  Bill  referred  to  a  Committee  to  be  pre- 
sent in  the  House  on  the  Thursday,  to 
communicate  with  his  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  second  reading.  The  noble 
Earl  said  he  would  be  unable  to  attend; 
but  to  his  (Lord  Kinnaird 's)  surprise  there 
appeared  in  the  Votes  for  the  Friday 
another  list  of  names.  This,  he  thought, 
was  an  insult  to  those  Peers  whose  names 
had  been  removed  without  communication 
with  them,  and  was  a  proceeding  not  worthy 
of  the  House.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  was  ex- 
tremely unfair,  and  was  not  consistent  with 
the  mode  in  which  their  Lordships'  business 
was  usually  conducted.  He  had  no  in- 
terest in  the  matter  except  as  the  owner 
of  two  traction  engines;  but  in  his  district 
he  was  satisfied  that  no  magistrate  could 
interfere  with  them.  But  the  case  was  dif- 
ferent in  England,  where  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  issued  an  order  prohibiting  the 
travelling  of  traction  engines  upon  public 
roads  except  at  night,  the  result  of  which 
would  be  to  put  a  stop  to  the  use  of  those 
machines.  He  was  surprised  to  find  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  should  proceed  from 
the  party  opposite,  who  called  themselves 
peculiarly  the  "  farmers'  friends."  That 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  among  noble 
Lords  upon  this  subject  he  knew,  because 
one  noble  Lord  had  given  notice  that  any 
of  his  tenants  who  should  use  an  engine 
near  a  road  should  lose  his  farm ;  and  in 
the  county  of  Kent  the  police  had  given 
notice  that  if  an  engine  merely  crossed  a 
turnpike  road  in  the  daytime  a  fine  would 
be  enforced.  He  thought  the  subject  had 
not  been  properly  dealt  with,  and  he  should 
move  that  the  names  of  Lords  Wenlock, 
Harris,  Ducie,  and  Strathallan,  should  be 
added  to  the  proposed  Committee. 

The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
had  expected  that  the  Earl  of  Hardwicke 
would  have  been  in  his  place  that  evening 
to  move  the  names  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee;  but  in  his  absence  he  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  considered  that,  as  he  had 
originally  moved  that  such  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  it  was  only  fair  he 
should  submit  to  their  Lordships  the  names 
of  its  Members.  He  should,  however,  dis- 
claim any  responsibility  for  the  selection 
of  those  names,  and  he  thought  it  was  not 
fair  to  charge  him  with  attempting  to  pack 
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the  Committee  and  to  prejadge  the  ques- 
tion. His  only  object  was  thtft  the  Bill 
•hoold  be  carefally  considered,  because  he 
believed  it  to  be  a  dangerous  measure. 
The  list  was  the  one  he  had  originally  pro- 
posed* with  the  addition  of  two  names  re- 
commended by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
He  believed  it  was  a  perfectly  fair  list ; 
bnt  he  had  not  the  least  objection  that 
there  should  be  added  to  it  the  names 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  suggested.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  better  upon  oc- 
casions of  that  description  to  abstain  from 
imputing  motives,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  he  said  anything  to  deserve  the  noble 
Lord's  censure. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  said,  that  he  felt 
satisfied  with  the  noble  Earl's  explanation, 
as  far  aa  the  noble  Earl  himself  was  con- 
cerned. But  the  fact  remained  that  the 
list  had  been  changed,  and  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  change  had  been  effected. 

Easl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  clear 
that  there  had  been  some  little  misunder- 
standing upon  this  matter,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  regular  if,  in  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke), 
the  noble  Lord  would  postpone  his  Motion 
for  adding  the  names  of  the  noble  Lords 
he  had  mentioned  to«morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And  on  Tuesday  June  13,  Lord  Harris 
added  in  the  Place  of  Duke  of  Sutherland, 
Earl  De  Grey  in  the  Place  of  Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  and  Earl  Ducie,  Viscount 
Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord 
Wenlock  added. 

UNION  OHARGEABILITY  BILL— (No.l22.) 
SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I 
must  express  my  regret  that  the  duty  has 
not  fallen  into  more  competent  hands.  That 
regret  is,  however,  much  lessened  by  my 
full  conviction  of  the  justice  and  wisdom 
of  the  measure;  and  this,  and  the  fact  that 
year  Lordships  are  well  acquainted  with 
the  subject,  will  render  it  unnecessary  for 
me  to  trespass  on  your  attention  with  many 
fMts  or  arguments  to  induce  your  Lordships 
to  consent  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Bill  is  intended  to  remedy  evils  with  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  the  poor  which  were 
complained  of  in  Parliament  itself  more 
than  eighty  years  ago ;  and  since  that 
time  there  have  been  incessant  complaints, 
both  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of  the 


poor  and  the  unjust  and  sometimes  exces- 
sive incidence  of  taxation  upon  the  rate- 
payers. Many  of  your  Lordships  remem- 
ber the  serious  agricultural  riots  of  1830, 
and  the  great  inquiry  which  was  subse- 
quently instituted ;  your  Lordships  are  also 
well  acquainted  with  the  Act  which  was 
passed  in  1834.  At  that  time  the  Com- 
missioners were  unanimous  in  recommend- 
ing that  the  settlement  and  ohargeability 
should  be  extended  from  the  parishes  to 
the  unions;  but  it  was  found  impossible  to 
embody  that  recommendation  in  the  Bill 
owing  to  the  serious  opposition  which  it 
encountered  from  the  close  parishes.  There 
is  no  doubt,  however,  that  that  Bill  effected 
most  important  and  useful  changes.  It 
established  a  central  authority  and  com- 
mitted the  administration  of  relief  to  a 
more  intelligent  and  responsible  body.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  the  evils  proceeding  from 
the  chargeability  to  the  pariah  were  rather 
aggravated  than  otherwise;  because,  as  the 
general  charges  of  the  union  establish- 
ments were  fixed,  not  upon  the  rateable 
value,  but  upon  the  general  average,  there 
was  an  additional  inducement  to  parishes 
to  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  their  poor.  In 
1839  the  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
expressed  their  deep  regret  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  relating  to  union  charge^ 
ability  had  not  been  carried.  In  1844  Sif 
James  Graham  brought  in  a  Bill  without 
success,  and  in  1845  renewed  the  attempt 
with  the  same  result.  But  in  1846  Sir 
Robert  Peel  introduced  and  passed  the  Per- 
sonal Irremovability  Act,  intended  as  some 
relief  to  the  landed  interest  in  consequence 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  By  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill  no  pauper  could  be 
removed  if  he  had  remained  in  one  place 
without  obtaining  relief  for  ^y^  years;  but 
then  the  expense  of  his  relief  subsequently 
fell,  not  upon  the  union,  but  upon  the 
parish  to  which  he  belonged.  This  was 
felt  to  be  so  intolerable  that  next  year  it 
was  found  necessary  to  introduce  a  Bill 
transferring  the  chargeability  of  this  par- 
ticular class  of  pauper  from  the  parish  to 
the  union.  This,  no  doubt,  was  a  great 
step  in  advance.  Great  irritation  was,  how- 
ever, felt  by  the  larger  and  more  populous 
parishes,  and  in  consequence  a  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  was  appointed  in  1858. 
The  Committee  reported,  I  believe,  in  1860, 
that  ivith  regard  to  the  chargeability  to 
the  unions,  instead  of  the  general  average, 
the  rateable  value  should  be  taken,  that 
the  area  of  residence  should  be  extended 
to  the  whole  union,  and  that  the  period  of 
residence  should  be  reduced  from  five  years 
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to  Area.  An  Act  was  pMsed  in  1861 
earrjing  out  these  reeommendations  ;  and 
it  will  perhaps  he  enrious  to  yonr  Lordships 
to  learn  how  different  were  the  remits  from 
what  had  been  expected.  Between  1855 
and  1861  tbe  charges  on  the  common  fond 
for  the  irremovable  poor  were  something 
like  22  per  cent.  The  year  preceding  the 
passing  of  the  Act  they  were  24  per  cent, 
the  year  sncceeding  44  per  cent,  and  they 
have  constantly  gone  on  increasing  until 
at  the  present  time  the  charges  upon  the 
unions,  as  compared  with  the  charges  upon 
Uio  parishes,  exceed  one-half,  or  51  per  cent. 
The  present  Bill  is  intended  to  carry  ont 
that  which  was  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  1834,  hot  only  partially 
adopted  at  the  time.  There  was  one  diffi- 
enlty  with  regard  to  the  settlement  of  any 
of  these  questions,  which  the  Union  Assess- 
ment Act  of  last  year  has  remofcd.  By 
that  Act  power  was  given  to  parishes  to 
unite  themseWes  into  an  union;  but  as  it 
was  necessary  to  procure  perfect  unanimity 
on  the  part  of  all  the  guardians  of  the  pa- 
rishes concerned,  the  desirftd  object  has 
usually  been  frustrated  because  of  the  in- 
terested opposition  of  at  least  one  guardian, 
and  the  Act  has  proved  almost  inoperative. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  all  the  changes 
that  have  taken  place  in  the  Poor  Law 
have  been  of  great  benefit  to  the  poor 
themselves,  and  that  the  removals  have 
much  decreased  in  consequence  of  the 
legislation  which  has  been  made  upon  this 
subject.  In  1841  the  removals  in  England 
numbered  23,000;  and  in  1861  they  had 
diminished  to  13,500.  The  Irish  espe- 
eially  have  greatly  benefited,  for  dunng 
the  distress  of  1847  the  removals  from 
Liverpool  alone  were  15,000,  and  during 
the  late  cotton  crisis  they  numbered 
from  all  Lancashire  only  404.  This 
Bill  proposed  to  throw  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  not  upon  the  parishes,  but  upon  the 
whole  union.  It  therefore  renders  unne- 
eessary  the  removal  of  paupers  from  parish 
to  parish  in  the  same  union,  and  therefore 
takes  away  a  constant  source  of  discord 
among  guardians.  It  further  reduces  the 
term  of  three  years'  industrial  residence  to 
one  year.  I  apprehend  that  great  benefit 
to  the  poor  will  attend  the  transfer  of  the 
power  of  removing  paupers  from  the  over- 
seers of  the  parishes  to  the  guardians,  who 
are  likely  to  exercise  the  power  with  much 
greater  care.  It  will  be  of  much  advantage, 
too,  that  the  stimulus  to  the  removal  of  Sie 
settled  poor  will  be  diminished.  For  many 
years  the  destruction  of  cottages  and  their 
non-erection  in  the  places  where  ibitj  were, 
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most  wanted  has  been  a  crying  evil.  The 
Commissioners  reported  upon  this  point  in 
1834  in  very  strong  language,  and  the  de- 
struction of  cottages  has  been  shown  to  inflict 
great  hardship  upon  the  labouring  poor,  and 
to  be  productive  of  great  demoralisation 
from  the  overcrowding  and  the  mixing 
of  both  sexes  in  the  same  rooms.  The 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board  in  1850,  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  union  chargeability,  took  evidence  to 
show  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  dose 
parishes  to  throw  the  labourers  upon  the 
open  ones,  thereby  inflicting  great  injustice 
upon  the  ratepayers,  and  producing  dread- 
ful demoralization  by  crowding  the  labonr- 
ers  and  their  families  into  lodgings  wholly 
inadequate  for  their  decent  accommodation 
or  any  proper  separation  of  the  sexes  ;  and 
a  metropolitan  Member  has  recently  stated 
that  it  is  utterly  impossible,  after  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  owners  of  close  parishes 
themselves,  to  deny  that  cottages  were 
pulled  down  for  the  purpose  of  saving  such 
parishes  from  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
poor,  of  whose  labour  however  they  had 
availed  themselves.  Mr.  Caird,  a  Member 
of  the  other  House,  was  particularly  en- 
couraged by  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  report 
upon  the  state  of  farming,  and  that  Gentle- 
man stated  in  his  Report  that  in  a  great 
many  instances  labourers  were  obliged  to 
live  at  a  great  distance  from  the  place 
where  they  worked,  and  that  sometimes 
they  had  to  walk  as  far  as  four  miles  in 
the  morning  and  evening  ;  and  he  said  that 
in  some  instances  farmers  lent  donkeys  to 
those  of  their  labourers  who  were  so  circum* 
stanced,  in  order  that  they  might  not  be- 
come too  exhausted  for  their  work  by  these 
daily  forced  journeys.  Most  of  your  Lord- 
ships are  probably  members  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society,  and  your  Lordships 
will  find  that  nearly  every  one  of  the  prize 
essays  of  the  Society,  in  dealing  with  al- 
most every  county  in  England,  insists  on 
the  great  advantage  to  agriculture  which 
would  result  from  not  binding  the  labourer 
to  the  place  in  which  he  was  bom. 
There  is  a  Report  to  which  I  must  allude, 
which  has  not  been  drawn  up  to  support 
this  measure,  as  it  has  been  received  since 
the  Bill  was  prepared.  Dr.  Hunter  was 
requested  to  report  to  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Conncil  with  regard  to  the  sanitary 
arrangements  of  the  cottages  of  the  poor ; 
and,  although  some  of  his  statements  have 
been  called  **  sensational,"  they  have  been 
borne  out  by  the  more  recent  testimony  of 
a  Poor  Law  Board  Inspector.  I  do 
not  think  it  b  surprising  that  a  humane 
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and  iDtelligent  num,  finding  evils  exiBting 
of  the  groneet  desoription,  not  owing  to 
natimd  eeoieSi  bnt  to  Tieions  legislation, 
shonld  have  expressed  himself  strongly ; 
and  what  we  hare  to  consider  are,  not  the 
expressions  be  has  used,  hot  whether  the 
Ims  he  gaTO  are  aoonrate  or  not.  I  know 
that  there  is  one  statement  made  by  him 
whieh  has  been  impugned,  and  that  has  re- 
ference to  the  figores  which  he  took  from 
the  Census,  and  for  which  he  is  certainly 
not  responsible,  giving  the  number  of  houses 
and  the  increase  of  population.  He  found 
that  in  about  800  parishes  there  was  an 
increase  of  the  population,  with  a  decrease 
in  the  nnmber  of  houses.  It  has  been  en- 
deaToared  ^to  be  shown  that  this  is  falla- 
cious, because  it  does  not  agree  with  the 
Betnm  snbseonently  mofed  for  in  the 
House  of  Loros ;  but  in  that  subsequent 
Return  no  care  was  taken  to  distinguish 
between  the  inhabited  and  the  uninhabited 
houses — Dr.  Hunter's  statement,  including 
all  booses,  whether  inhabited  or  not,  while 
the  Return  in  question  comprises  inhabited 
houses  only ;  and  the  fact  remains  that, 
while  about  180  or  190  of  those  parishes 
ha?e  the  samo  number  of  houses  or  rather 
niore»  and  100  ha?e  exactly  the  same,  about 
600  have  a  reduced  number.  Dr.  Hunter 
gives  a  description  of  an  open  parish  in 
Cambridgeshire  where  the  labourers  em- 
ployed in  several  adjoining  parishes  reside, 
and  where  he  found  the  cottage  accommo- 
dation to  be  of  a  very  disgraceful  and  over- 
crowded character.  Some  complaints  were 
made  that  be  had  exaggerated  the  true 
state  of  the  case ;  but  the  Poor  Law  Board 
sent  an  Inspector  afterwards  to  the  place 
to  inquire  into  the  facts,  and  that  officer's 
Report  showed  that  Dr.  Hunter  had  in  no 
one  respect  exaggerated  the  truth.  The 
Inspeetor  states  that  he  found  that  the 
rector  and  other  inhabitants  of  the  parish 
expressed  themselves  as  aggrieved  because 
their  parish  had  been  singled  out  for  com- 
ment, when  it  was  not  worse  than  others 
in  the  neighbourhood,  as  far  as  the  cottages 
were  concerned,  and  was  even  better  in 
regard  to  drainage  and  freedom  from 
nuisances.  The  working  of  the  system  in 
making  the  open  parishes  pay  for  the  la- 
boorers  when  sick,  whereas  the  adjacent 
close  parishes  enjoy  the  benefit  of  their 
labour  when  they  were  well,  is  unquestion- 
ably most  nnjust  and  anomalous.  Here, 
my  Lords,  is  a  letter  recently  addressed  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Boome  Union,  illustrating  by  an  individual 
case  the  hardships  to  which  labourers  are 
exposed— 


''Bourne,  Mtfohd»ld65. 
Sir— I  am  directed  by  this  Board  to  request 
the  advice  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  upon  the  fol- 
lowing ease,  and  as  to  the  oonrse  they  shoold  pur- 
sue under  the  eiroumstanoes.  Thomas  Skeith, 
aged  thirty-two,  an  able-bodied  man,  his  wife,  and 
three  children,  belonging  to  Careby,  in  this  union, 
are  now  in  the  workhouse ;  the  guardian  has 
offered  him  work  at  12f.  a  week,  upon  which  the 
Board,  considering  the  man  not  destitute,  haying 
worii  to  go  to,  are  inclined  to  discharge  him 
the  house ;  the  man  is  willing  to  go — ^in  fact,  would 
not  be  in  the  house  if  the  guardian  would  also 
And  him  a  house  or  lodging  in  Careby  or  at  any 
Tillage  near,  and  here  lies  the  diflBoulty.  Oareby 
is  the  sole  property  of  a  resident  gentleman,  and 
there  are  no  spare,  nor,  indeed,  not  suflftoient 
cottages  for  its  own  poorer  class ;  the  pauper  says 
he  cannot  (and  in  this  the  Board  have  proof)  get 
either  lodgings  or  a  house  within  any  reasonablo 
distanoe,  and,  taking  the  nearest  plaee  in  which 
he  could  obtain  a  house,  he  could  neither  walk  to 
or  from  his  work  daily,  nor  could  he  afford  to  keep 
up  a  house  for  his  &mily  and  a  lodging  near  his 
work  for  himself,  and  he  cannot  get  work  in  a 
plaoe  to  which  he  does  not  belong. 

'*  I  am,  Ao.,  J.  L.  Bill,  deriu** 

That,  my  Lords,  I  think  is  an  example  of 
a  shocking  state  of  things.  It  is  quite 
impossible  to  deny  that  the  labourer  is 
kept  in  a  position  of  positive  serfdom  by 
that  state  of  things.  He  may  be  ready 
and  anxious  to  work,  and  yet  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  he  is  unable  to  avail  him- 
self'of  the  offer  of  employment.  As  has 
been  wittily  remarked,  it  would  be  about 
as  easy  for  a  tree  to  remove  itself  with  its 
roots  to  a  neighbouring  wood  as  for  such 
a  labourer  to  remove  himself  to  a  parish 
in  which  he  might  find  work.  The  second 
point,  of  perhaps  the  greatest  importanoe 
in  this  Bill,  is  that  it  will  place  the  irre- 
movable poor  upon  the  same  footing  as  the 
settled  poor.  The  irremovable  poor  are 
employed  without  reference  to  their  skill 
or  industry,  but  simply  owing  to  the  fact 
of  their  irremovability.  Such  a  system 
discourages  industry,  because  the  settled 
poor  man  knows  that  it  is  not  only  the 
interest,  but  the  necessity  of  the  farmer 
to  employ  him,  while  it  discourages  the 
deserving  ablebodied  man,  because  he 
knows  that,  however  skillful  and  able  he 
may  be,  his  labour  cannot  be  made  use  of 
till  all  the  other  labourers  have  been  pro- 
vided for.  And  this  is  not  only  a  disad- 
vantage to  the  labourer  himself,  but  also 
to  the  farmer,  because  it  obliges  him  not 
to  employ  the  best  man,  but,  for  the  rsason 
I  have  stated,  to  hire  a  worse  man 
because  he  happens  to'be  settled  in  the 
parish.  Upon  this  point  I  will  appeal  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, who  has  given  evidence  showing 
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that  the  present  system  is  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  industrious  labourer.  I  think,  my 
Lords,  I  have  said  enough  to  make  out 
a jprtma  facie  case  for  the  second  reading 
or  this  £111.  But  I  see  upon  our  paper 
the  notice  of  a  Motion  of  a  fatal  character 
as  regards  this  measure.  I  therefore 
venture  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  bear  with 
me  while  I  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
objections  which  may  possibly  be  raised 
in  this  debate.  And  first,  it  may  be  said 
that  inquiry  is  demanded.  I  think  I  have 
shown  that  this  matter  has  for  years  been 
inquired  into,  and  not  only  that,  but  the 
results  of  those  inquiries  have  to  a  certain 
extent  been  acted  upon,  and  by  each  suc- 
cessive inquiry  and  the  results  of  its  partial 
action  thereupon  the  Legislature  has  been 
induced  to  proceed  a  little  further  in  the 
direction  of  this  measure.  Therefore  I 
say  that,  having  inquired  for  thirty-five 
years,  it  is  time  now  that  we  took  some 
decisive  action  on  a  subject  of  such  great 
importance  to  the  country.  Another  ob- 
jection, which  is  rather  more  plausible,  is 
that  it  is  necessary  before  passing  this  Bill 
to  make  some  arrangement  for  the  revision 
of  the  existing  unions.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  to  contend  that  in  the  original  forma- 
tion of  the  unions  all  the  parishes  were 
always  grouped  together  in.  the  most 
perfect  and  most  convenient  manner.  No 
doubt  local  circumstances  sometimes  made 
it  less  perfect  than  it  otherwise  might  have 
been.  But  it  is  said  that  a  Committee  of 
the  other  House  which  sat  in  1847  recom- 
mended that  facilities  should  be  given  for 
revising  the  boundaries  of  unions.  Now, 
I  would  give  one  reason  why  this  Bill 
should  not  be  delayed  for  any  such  revision. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  in  question 
was  made  nearly  twenty  years  ago,  and 
the  unions  have  now  become  such  recog- 
nized and  settled  divisions  for  many  pur- 
poses that  they  could  not  be  changed 
without  Tory  great  inconvenience.  Let 
me  quote  to  your- Lordships  on  this  point 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
by  Major  Graham,  the  Registrar  General. 
That  letter  says — 

**  General  Register  0£Qce,  Somerset  House, 

May  29,  1865. 
"  Sir — I  observe  that  perons  desirous  of  chang- 
ing the  boundaries  of  unions  are  making  urgent 
representations  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  that 
extensive  alterations  should  be  made  in  them.  I 
take  the  liberty  of  remarking  that  if  such  a  course 
be  adopted  great  inconvenience  and  derangement 
will  occur  in  this  office,  formed  nearly  thirty  years 
ago  for  the  civil  registration  of  births,  deaths, 
and  marriages,  upon  the  basis  of  Poor  Law  Unions, 
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this  department  being  intimately  oonneoted  with 
the  arrangements  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Sines 
1837,  births,  deaths,  and  marriages  have  been  re- 
gistered in  unions ;  and  Boards  of  Guardians  have 
provided  register  offices  fitted  with  fire-proof 
repositories  for  the  safe  custody  of  the  public 
records  suitable  to  the  population  of  each  union, 
the  inhabitants  of  which  now  know  where  to  resort 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  certified  copies  of  the 
registers ;  if  boundaries  of  unions  are  changed, 
and  new  register  offices  are  consequently  provided, 
increased  expense  and  inconvenience  to  the  public 
will  ensue.  Since  1837  the  number  of  births, 
deaths,  and  marriages  registered  in  each  year  in 
unions  has  been  compared,  and  all  calculations  as 
to  number  of  births  of  each  sex,  and  number  of 
marriages  according  to  the  rights  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  by  civil  contract,  and  all  cal- 
culations as  to  rate  of  mortality,  have  been  annu- 
ally based  upon  the  numbers  thus  recorded  in 
unions,  such  calculations  being  extensively  used 
by  tho  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  by  Local 
Boards  of  Health,  and  by  medical  officers  of  health. 
The  same  system  has  also  been  adopted  by  the 
Poor  Law  Board  in  their  valuable  Reports,  giving 
from  year  to  year  statistics  as  to  pauperism  and 
industrial  employment  in  each  union.  In  the  de- 
cennial  Census,  also,  there  is  the  same  arrange- 
ment. In  the  Census  tables  presented  to  ParUa- 
ment  in  1861  and  1861  is  to  be  found  from  1801 
to  1861,  arranged  in  unions,  a  comparison  of  the 
number  of  males  and  females,  showing  increase 
and  decrease  at  each  of  these  seven  periods,  ac- 
companied with  a  statement  as  to  houses,  ages, 
occupations,  birthplace,  and  number  of  families; 
for  purposes  of  comparison.  At  the  next  Census 
of  1871  all  calculations  will  be  materially  lessened 
in  value  if  great  alterations  are  made  in  the  boun- 
daries of  existing  unions.  The  circuits  of  County 
Court  Judges  are  also  founded  on  the  basis  of 
unions  as  at  present  formed.  And  for  the  ballot- 
ing of  militia  authority  is  given  by  statute  to  Courts 
of  Lieutenancy  to  adopt  Poor  Law  Unions.  For 
these  reasons  I  venture  to  deprecate  the  changes 
which  are  recommended.  As  to  parishes  and 
townships  under  the  Act  of  Elizabeth,  and  in 
Gilbert  Incorporations,  I  am  aware  that  from 
time  to  time  changes  are  unavoidable  ;  and  I  know 
that  it  is  most  desirable  that  they  should  be  formed 
into  unions  ;  but  I  presume  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board  will  not  be  induced  to  make 
extensive  changes  in  unions  already  formed  and 
used  for  the  purposes  I  have  above  indicated. 
**I  have,  &c., 
"  GxoEox  Graham,  Registrar  General. 
"  The  Secretary,  Poor  Law  Board,  Whitehall. 

**  When  the  unions  were  originally  formed  local 
difficulties  prevented  in  some  instances  the  selec- 
tion of  the  most  convenient  groups  of  parishes,  but 
the  existing  areas  have  been  so  long  established 
that  it  would  be  as  difficult  to  interfere  with  them 
as  with  the  boundaries  of  counties." 

The  third  objection  is  that  large  areas  have 
been  found  to  fail  in  times  of  pressure, 
and  are  unfavourable  to  economy  in  ad- 
ministration ;  hut  I  believe  this  objection 
to  be  entirely  without  foundation.  The 
Commissioners  of  1834  were  not  of  that 
opinion,  and  they  adduced  a  great  many 
facts  which  totally  contradicted  that  view 
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of  tlie  eftse.  The  Commissioners  took  100 
large  and  100  small  parishes,  and  they 
found,  upon  carefully  going  through  the 
aecounts,  that  the  charges  were  four  or  fire 
times  greater  in  the  small  than  in  the  large 
areas.  Again,  in  the  City  of  London  Union, 
from  which  1  have  presented  a  petition  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  the  expenses  of  adminis- 
tration are  very  much  greater  .than  they 
are  in  the  larger  metropolitan  parishes 
outside  the  City.  The  Poor  Law  Inspec- 
tors, in  reply  to  a  question  on  the  subject, 
gave  answers  totally  at  variance  with  this 
objection  to  the  Bill.  We  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Docking  Union — a  Union  which  has  availed 
itself  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1834, 
and  united  its  parishes  together  for  the 
purposes  of  uniform  rating — that  shows 
that  the  system  has  worked  admirably,  and 
that  after  its  adoption  the  expenditure  de- 
creased 10  per  cent,  whereas  in  the  sur- 
rounding districts  the  charges  have  only 
decreased  1*82  per  cent.  The  system  is 
also  working  well  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
which  are  unions  for  rating  and  settlement 
under  local  Acts,  and  the  local  authorities 
of  both  towns  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Sir 
Edmund  Head,  a  great  authority  upon  this 
subject,  in  a  letter  to  the  President  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  prefacing  the  reproduc- 
tion of  an  article  addressed  by  himself  to 
the  JSdmhurgh  Review,  shows  how  illogical 
is  the  objection  not  to  allow  unions  to  pay 
all  instead  of  half  their  charges,  as  at  pre- 
sent. If  the  argument  in  favour  of  the 
limited  area  is  to  have  full  weight,  the 
objectors,  to  be  consistent,  ought  to  ask 
the  Legislature  to  take  a  step  backwards 
and  restore  the  control  of  the  relief  to  tho 
overseers  of  the  parish.  Another  objection 
to  this  measure  is  that  it  will  confer  a  benefit 
upon  the  towns  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
mral  districts.  If  the  towns  have  been 
paying  more  than  their  share  hitherto,  I 
ean  see  no  objection  to  the  pressure  of  the 
burden  being  equalized  ;  but  I  believe  the 
statement  contained  in  the  objection  to  be 
incorreet,  for  many  towns,  such  as  Tor- 
quay and  Bedford,  instead  of  gaining  will 
lose  by  the  oneration  of  the  Bill.  In  my 
opinion  the  old  and  poorer  towns  will  be 
the  gainers,  while  the  new  and  richer  will 
be  the  losers  by  it.  With  regard  to  the 
town  of  Aston,  to  which  reference  has 
been  made,  it  will  lose  greatly,  whereas 
erery  surrounding  parish  will  gain  by  tlie 
Bill.  The  last  objection  is  that  it  is  unjust 
to  transfer  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Bill.     But  every 


alteration  in  the  incidence  of  taxation  is 
open  to  the  same  objection.  Does  not 
OTory  fresh  Budget  of  every  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  shift  the  burden  of  taxation 
from  one  class  to  another  ?  If  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  produces  a  War 
Budget,  and  it  seems  that  the  charges 
will  fall  too  heavily  on  one  class  and 
too  lightly  on  another,  are  not  attempts 
constantly  made  to  adjust  the  burden 
more  fairly  ?  And,  even  if  the  ob- 
jection were  valid,  it  is  too  late  to  make 
it  now.  The  Act  of  the  1st  of  Eliza- 
beth— the  Act  which  first  introduced  the 
Law  of  Settlement — might  certainly  haye 
been  open  to  the  objection  ;  but  that  Act 
was  confirmed  by  that  of  Charles  IL, 
which  was  followed  up  by  the  Act  of 
Qeorge  III.,  and  by  that  of  1846,  when 
Sir  Robert  Peel  shifted  20  per  cent  of  the 
whole  of  the  tax  for  poor  relief  from  one 
class  of  persons  to  another  class.  In  the 
following  year  still  further  changes  were 
made ;  while  the  greatest  change  of  all  was 
made  when  Parliament  imposed  upon  the 
whole  of  Ireland  a  new  Poor  Law  system. 
The  reasons  in  favour  of  the  Bill  are  many; 
one  is  that  it  will  do  away  with  the  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  present  system,  by 
which  one  portion  of  the  poor  is  relieved 
from  one  fund  and  another  portion  from 
a  different  fund ;  and  another  reason  is 
that  it  will  result  in  providing  sufiicient 
accommodation  for  the  labouring  poor, 
under  the  defect  of  which  so  large  a  part 
of  them  are  now  suffering,  and  that  it 
will  release  the  farmers  from  that  prac- 
tical restriction  which  confined  their 
choice  of  labourers  to  those  who  were 
settled  in  the  parish.  By  passing  this  Bill 
you  will  give  practical  effect  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  union  rating  and  union  settlement 
contemplated  by  the  Commissioners  of 
1834,  and  partially  proyided  for  by  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act,  and  you  will  act  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  especially  of  the  Committee  on  Poor 
Law  Relief,  who  made  their  Report  last 
year ;  and  you  will  be  adopting  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  scheme  which  has  been  advo- 
cated by  all  eminent  statesmen  who  have 
given  their  attention  to  the  subject,  such 
as  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  Sir  George 
Lewis,  and  by  writers  of  such  practical 
experience  as  Sir  Edmund  Head,  and  you 
will  be  acting  in  conformity  with  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Commons  who  have 
passed  the  Bill  by  such  large  majorities, 
composed  not  merely  of  town  Members,  or 
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of  Uembera  of  one  partj»  but  whose  num- 
bers were  swollen  by  a  large  number  of 
ooontry  Members.     My  Lords,  notice  has 
been  given  that  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  is  to  be  met  by  an  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Duke  opposite    (the  Duke   of 
Rutland)  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.    Upon  this  Amendment 
I  have  to  say  that,  in  the  first  place,  it  is 
irregular.     The  noble  Duke  may  object  to 
thesecond  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  it  is  not 
in    accordance  with  the  custom  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  to  move  that  a  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  until  it  has 
been  read  a  second   time.     The  second 
objection  I  have  to  offer  is,  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  not  receife  the  Bill  if  it 
be  sent  back  to  them  with  any  changes  in 
the  clauses  made  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
as  being  an  infringement  of  their  privileges. 
It  is  also  to  be  recollected  that  those  Bills 
which  are  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
are  usually  Bills  of  great  detail  which  can- 
not be  considered  conveniently  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House ;  whereas  this 
Bill  is  one  the  principle  of  which  is  affirmed 
in  a  single  clause,  and  that  that  principle  is 
merely  expanded  and  defined  in  the  several 
other  clauses.    My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Rutland)  is  a  most  popular  and  liberal 
landowner,  and  is  incapable  on  a  question  of 
this  sort  of  being  influenced  by  considera- 
tions as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure  on  his 
own  property  ;  but  mauy  landowners  are 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  will  not  be  of  ad- 
vantage to  owners  of  land,  and  there  is  a 
belief  that  the  opposition  to  it  is  dictated 
by  class  interests.     I  should  regret  if  any 
noble  Lord  who  is  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
should  be  led  to  vote  for  it  through  fear  of 
his  motives  being  misconstrued ;  but  if  any 
noble  Lord,  on  the  other  hand,  does  not 
think  that  the  reasons  for  the  Bill  are 
good,  he  ought  to  show  so  by  his  vote  in 
public  and  in  the  full  House,  and  not  to 
refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  where  the 
discussion  will  be  in  private.     It  may,  in 
reply,  be  said  that  the  House  of  Lords  is 
entitled  to  reserve  to  itself  the  right  to  im- 
prove the  Bill,  and  that,  when  they  have 
done   so,   it  will    be  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  into  the  House  of 
Commons  a  new  Bill  in  accordance  with 
those  improvements.     This  would  be  ask- 
ing the  Government  to  make  bricks  with- 
out straw.     How  could  the  Government, 
approving  as  thev  do  the  Bill  which  is  now 
before  your  Lordships,  and  after  this  Bill 
has  received  the  approval  of  the  House  of 
Commona,  oonaeot   to  nndo  all  that  has 
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been  done  by  undertaking  to  bring  in  a 
new  measure  ?  I  hope  the  Bill  will  receive 
a  full  discussion  on  the  second  reading,  or 
on  whatever  other  stage  a  debate  may  be 
thought  desirable ;  hot  I  must  aak  your 
Lordships  to  understand  that  Her  Msr 
jesty's  Government  diBtinotly  object  to  the 
proposition  of  referring  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. I  have  great  hope — I  trust  I  am 
not  too  sanguine  in  the  expectation — that 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  of  Commons  that  thii 
is  a  Bill  which  should  pass,  as  a  measure 
important  to  the  labouring  classes,  and 
therefore  vitally  important  to  the  whole 
country. 

LoBD  BROITGHAM  said :  In  rising  to 
second  my  noble  Eriend's  Motion,  I  will 
make  a  promise  almost  always  broken  as 
soon  as  made— not  to  detain  the  House  at 
any  length.  This  time  the  promise  will 
be  kept,  for  I  have  merely  to  state  in  sup- 
port of  this  important  measure,  that  it  was 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  Government 
of  which  I  was  a  Member  in  1833,  and 
that  we  strongly  desired  that  it  should  form 
a  part  of  the  great  change  which  we  then 
effected  in  the  laws  relating  to  the  poor. 
My  lamented  Friend  Lord  Althorp  endea- 
voured to  carry  this  into  effect ;  but,  after 
repeated  attempts,  he  was  compelled  to  give 
up  that  intention,  and  indeed  the  great 
amount  of  the  changes  which  we  were 
then  carrying  through  made  it  incumbent 
on  us  to  postpone  this  to  another  time, 
desirous  as  we  were  of  then  introducing  it. 
When  I  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
great  Bill  in  this  House,  I  stated  that 
thirty  years  would  not  pass  under  the  new 
system  before  we  should  add  to  it  this 
important  measure  of  making  liability  oon- 
tinuous  in  tho  management,  and  I  trust 
that  my  prediction  is  now  about  to  be  ful- 
filled. 

i/ooed.  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— (  The  Lord  Pruideni.) 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice — that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee — said,  he  wished,  in  the 
first  place,  to  dispose  of  the  objection  that 
it  was  not  in  his  power,  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  Ume,  to 
move  as  an  Amendment  that  it  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  by  referring  to  a 
precedent  from  the  Journals  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  On  the  27th  of  February, 
1835,  on  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, a  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of  Tolls, 
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was  read  a  first  time,  was  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  ;  and  in  regard  to 
the  olMenration  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  President  that  the  tendency  of  his 
Motion  was  to  defeat  the  Bill  he  frankly 
avowed  that  if  it  shonld  do  so  it  would 
not  break  his  heart.  He  had  two  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill— firstly,  that  it  would 
work  with  great  injustice  and  unfairness  as 
between  one  class  of  the  community  and 
another ;  secondly,  that  it  would  tend  to 
the  total  destruction  of  the  parochial  system. 
He  belioTed  that  no  one  who  considered 
the  proTisions  of  the  Bill  impartially  could 
fail  to  see  that  it  would  relicTe  one  class 
of  the  community  at  the  expense  of  ano- 
ther. It  was  of  course  of  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood that  he  could  speak  with  the 
greatest  authority,  and  he  would  refer  to 
the  union  of  Grantham.  He  found  that 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  relieve  the 
town  of  Grantham  of  rates  to  the  amount 
of  £1»100  a  year,  and  would  impose  that 
amount  on  the  smaller  agricultural  parishes 
in  the  neighbourhood.  That  was  a  large 
burden  to  impose  on  poor  agricultural  pa- 
rishes. The  noble  Barl  (Earl  Granville) 
had  only  done  him  justice  in  supposing 
that  merely  personal  considerations  would 
not  infiuence  him  in  respect  of  this  mea- 
sore.  Efon  although  the  Bill  affected 
him  individually  he  hoped  he  would  have 
the  courage  to  perform  what  he  con- 
sidered a  public  duty ;  but  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  this  Bill  only  made  a 
difference  of  £9  a  year.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  clergyman  wrote  to  him  from 
Leicestershire  that  in  his  parish  the  rates 
woald  be  doubled,  though  there  were  only 
thirty  inhabitants  in  it,  and  not  one  pauper; 
this  clergyman  would  have  to  pay  £30  a 
year.  Another  gentleman  told  him  that 
though  on  his  estate  there  were  only  five 
labourers,  all  of  whom  were  ablebodied,  he 
nvst  pay  £130  a  year.  If  they  were  about 
to  change  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  this 
manner  they  ought  to  make  the  great 
manufacturing  and  commercial  interests 
paj  their  fair  share  of  the  burden.  It 
was  right  in  former  times  to  place  the 
burden  of  supporting  the  poor  on  the 
owners  of  land  ;  but  now  large  fortunes 
were  made  by  the  manufacturing  interests, 
and  they  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  in 
proportion  to  their  earnings.  A  house  in 
the  town  of  Grantham  which  was  rated 
at  £100  a  year,  and  in  which  thousands 
mig^t  be  earned,  and  a  farmer's  land, 
three  miles  off,  rated  at  £100  a  year, 
wUch  might  return  him  perhaps  nothing, 


perhaps  a  few  hundreds,  were  to  be  rated 
equally  under  the  Bill.  Let  him  take 
another  case ;  that  of  a  mill  employing 
300  hands.  A  cotton  famine  came,  and 
these  people  were  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment ;  the  mill  under  these  circumstances 
would  not  pay  a  single  penny  towards  the 
poor  rate,  oecause  it  was  closed,  and  the 
consequence  was  the  district  had  to  support 
the  mill  hands.  As  these  would  be  some 
of  the  effects  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  he 
was  not  going  too  far  when  he  asked  for 
such  an  inquiry  as  would  enable  their 
Lordships  to  thoroughly  understand  all  the 
bearings  of  the  question.  But  he  did  not 
know  that  he  should  have  troubled  their 
Lordships  on  the  subject,  were  it  not  for* 
the  great  objections  he  entertained  to  tHe 
Bill  as  destroying  the  parochial  system. 
In  that  way  he  believed  that  it  would  in- 
flict an  immense  injury  on  the  working 
man.  In  the  agricultural  districts  the 
way  in  which  the  parochial  system  worked 
was  this.  A  labourer  was  thrown  out  of 
employment  in  consequence  of  something 
or  other— perhaps  a  frost.  The  farmer 
knew  that  if  he  did  not  find  him  something 
to  do  he  would  have  to  support  him  in  the 
workhouse  ;  and  he  argued  in  this  way  :— > 
"If  1  find  him  employment  during  the 
two  or  three  weeks  of  frost  I  shall  get 
the  benefit  of  his  labour ;  but  if  he  goes 
into  the  workhouse  I  shall  have  to  pay  8«., 
9f.,  or  lOf.  a  week  without  getting  any 
return."  If  this  Bill  were  passed  the  poor 
man  would  lose  that  safeguard.  This  was 
no  theory  merely ;  many  facts  might  be 
brought  forward  to  show  that  it  was  what 
often  happened.  Last  winter  a  friend  of 
his  in  Leicestershire  told  him  that  one 
day  a  labouring  man  came  to  him  to  ask 
what  he  should  do,  as  he  had  been  thrown 
out  of  employment.  His  friend  asked  the 
man  whether  he  had  been  round  to  all  the 
farmers  in  the  parish,  and  he  said  he  had. 
**  Well,''  said  the  gentleman,  «« I  can't 
find  you  employment  myself,  but  the 
best  thing  you  can  do  is  to  go  back  and 
tell  them  that  if  you  can't  set  employment 
you  will  go  into  the  workhouse."  The 
man  went  away,  followed  the  advice,  and 
employment  was  found  for  him  immedi- 
ately. Another  instance  he  had  heard  of 
from  the  chairman  of  the  Sleaford  Board 
of  Guardians.  That  gentleman  told  him 
that  the  only  time  he  was  really  afraid  of 
the  operation  of  the  New  Poor  Law  was 
some  ten  years  ago,  when  a  body  of  somo 
sixteen  labourers  came  to  him  to  tell  him 
they  were  out  of  employmenti  and  asking 
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what  they  should  do.  The  ehairman  said, 
"  Well,  I  can't  find  you  work,  but  the 
best  advice  I  can  give  you  is  that  you  all 
go  into  the  workhouse,  and  depend  upon  it 
you  won't  be  there  long."  The  men  fol- 
lowed his  advice  and  went  in  ;  but  they 
were  very  soon  found  work,  for  the  farm- 
ers knew  that  they  would  have  to  pay 
more  for  them  in  the  workhouse  than 
they  would  have  to  pay  if  they  were  at 
work.  But  if  this  Bill  passed,  the  labouring 
men  would  not  get  work  in  such  cases — 
the  workhouses  would  be  filled,  and  the 
rates  would  be  increased.  In  the  name  of 
the  labouring  man,  therefore,  of  the  old 
decrepid  and  infirm  man,  who  could  only 
give  half  a  day's  work,  he  called  on  their 
Lordships  to  pause  before  they  passed 
this  Bill.  He  trusted  that  their  Lordships 
would  show  that  they  were  the  friends  of 
these  poor  people,  and  that  they  were  not 
afraid  to  record  their  TOtes  with  his.  He 
had  in  his  band  a  statement  from  the  sur- 
Tcyor  of  roads  in  the  Newark  district, 
which  showed  that  if  this  Bill  passed  it 
would  throw  into  the  workhouse  a  great 
number  of  men  who  were  now  maintained 
by  working  upon  the  roads.  This  officer 
bad  prepared  a  list  from  which  it  appeared 
that  out  of  the  seventy-eight  men  em- 
ployed under  him,  only  nineteen  were  able- 
bodied  men  receiving  the  full  wages  of  2«. 
a  day.  Upon  the  passing  of  this  Bill  all 
but  these  nineteen  would  probably  be 
thrown  out  of  work,  because  as  the  pa- 
rishes having  to  maintain  their  own  roads, 
and  not  having  to  maintain  their  own  poor, 
would  insist  upon  the  roads  being  repaired 
at  the  least  possible  expense  which  could 
only  be  done  by  employing  the  best  men. 
In  many  of  the  rural  parishes  the  burdens 
would  be  much  increased ;  and  the  poor 
who  were  not  ablebodied  would  be  sent 
into  the  workhouse,  which  to  them  would 
be  an  imprisonment  for  life.  The  only 
argument  he  bad  heard  in  support  of  the 
Bill,  was  that  in  certain  close  parishes 
cottages  had  been  pulled  down,  and,  fur- 
ther, that  the  labourers  in  some  instances 
had  to  walk  long  distances  to  their  work. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  deny  that  in- 
stances might  be  found  throughout  the 
country  in  which  cottages  had  been  pulled 
down,  and  the  labourers  had  to  get  cot- 
tages in  the  neighbouring  parishes.  He 
also  did  not  deny  that  the  labourers  some- 
times had  very  long  distances  to  walk  to 
their  work  and  back.  But  the  question 
was,  would  this  Bill  prove  a  remedy  for 
this  state  of  things  ?     It  was  certainly  a 
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question  which  required  very  great  consi- 
deration ;  and  he  must  certainly  say  that 
he  doubted  very  much  whether  the  Bill 
would  provide  a  remedy.  He  believed 
that  the  reason  why  cottages  were  not 
built  was  that  they  did  not  pay.  If  land- 
lords built  cottages,  and  put  a  sufficient 
rent  upon  them  to  pay,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  labourers  could  not  in- 
habit them  because  they  could  not  afford 
to  pay  that  rent.  His  own  belief  was 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  there  would  be 
still  fewer  cottages.  At  the  present 
time  there  was  throughout  the  country  a 
great  movement  in  favour  of  building  cot- 
tages ;  but  he  feared  that  this  movement 
would  be  arrested  by  legislation  of  this 
kind.  Partly  from  benevolence  and  partly 
from  interest  the  movement  was  spreading, 
and  the  landlords  were  beginning  to  dis- 
cover that  it  was  not  for  their  interest  to 
pull  down  cottages  and  drive  the  labourers 
into  other  parishes.  Where  cottages  had 
been  pulled  down  the  rates  had  decreased 
in  their  total  amount,  but  the  value  of  pro- 
perty had  decreased  in  a  greater  proportion 
and  the  rate  in  the  pound  had  increased  ; 
whilst  in  other  parishes  into  which  the 
labourers  had  been  driven — as  he  admitted 
they  had  in  some  few  instances — in  these 
parishes  the  rates  had,  indeed,  increased, 
but  the  value  of  property  had  increased 
in  a  greater  proportion,  and  the  rate  in 
the  pound  had  diminished.  As  the  owners 
of  property  pondered  these  things  the  con- 
dition of  things  complained  of  would  alto- 
gether cease,  and  there  would  be  erected 
more  cottages  than  had  been  built  of  late 
years.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  long  walk 
of  the  labourer  to  his  work,  he  believed 
that  there  was  great  exaggeration  on  this 
matter.  No  doubt  in  some  instances  they 
had  to  walk  long  distances,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  in  some  cases  they  preferred 
the  walk.  Not  long  ago  he  himself  was 
about  to  build  some  cottages,  and,  being 
in  doubt  as  to  where  ho  should  build  them 
in  the  village  or  in  the  fields,  he  took  the 
advice  of  those  best  able  to  judge.  Ho 
got  most  contradictory  advice,  and,  there- 
fore, he  built  in  both  places — a  part  near 
the  fields  where  the  work  was  done,  and 
a  portion  in  the  village.  Those  which 
were  by  the  fields  he  could  get  no  one  to 
occupy,  and  the  only  answer  he  got  when 
he  inquired  what  was  the  cause,  was  that 
the  labourers  did  not  like  to  live  in  a 
lonely  spot,  but  preferred  to  live  in  the 
village.  The  labourer  did  not  like  to  live 
away  from  everybody  else ;  he  liked  to  be 
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near  the  church,  and  near  hia  dub,  and  in 
a  spot  where  his  wife  could,  when  she 
wished  to  go  out,  find  some  one  to  take 
care  of  the  babj.  These  were  practical 
matters  of  which  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  and 
his  Poor  Law  Commissioners  knew  nothing 
—they  did  not  understand  it,  and  he 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  send  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  the 
matter  might  be  explained  to  them.  He 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference 
to  the  question  of  area.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed to  extend  it ;  but  he  believed  that 
all  pretions  experience  was  opposed  to 
such  a  course.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
GranTille)  himself  had  mentioned  one  in- 
stance which  occurred  in  the  time  of 
Elizabeth.  He  had  said  that  the  burden 
of  taxation  was  shifted  in  the  time  of 
Elizabeth  ;  but  the  truth  was  that  the 
change  was  from  a  large  area  to  a  small 
one  ;  and  why  ?  It  was  because  the  poor 
found  that  the  large  areas  were  intolerable. 
In  the  rel^  of  Charles  II.  the  same  thing 
again  occurred,  and  the  reason  was  stated 
in  the  Act  in  this  way — 

"  The  inhabitants  of  certain  northern  counties, 
and  of  many  other  counties,  cannot,  by  means  of 
the  largeness  of  the  parish,  hare  the  benefit  of 
the  Poor  Uw." 

Coming  to  more  recent  times,  when  the 
New  Poor  Law  was  introduced  into  Ire- 
land, in  1837,  they  had  very  large  areas  ; 
and  ten  years  afterwards  Sir  George  Grey 
had  to  propose  a  Boundary  Commission ; 
and  the  Commissioners  made  some  fourteen 
Reports.  It  appeared  that  in  the  north 
and  east  of  Ireland,  where  the  unions  were 
smallest,  the  people  were  employed  the 
best,  and  in  the  south  and  west,  where  the 
unions  were  largest,  they  were  the  worst 
employed  ;  and  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mended that  the  unions  should  be  reduced 
from  large  ones  to  small  ones,  and  that 
the  electoral  districts  should  be  likewise 
reduced  ;  and  this  was  done.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  noble  Lords  connected  with 
that  country  would  giro  him  their  support 
in  seeking  to  obtain  for  England  the  same 
jostice  that  had  been  done  to  Ireland  in 
thiB  respect.  Now,  with  respect  to  re- 
mofals,  which  were  mentioned  as  one  of 
the  great  evils  of  the  present  system,  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  admitted  that 
the  number  of  removals  bad  enormously 
decreased.  He  (the  Duke  of  Rutland) 
knew  that  in  his  own  union,  when  the  poor 
law  came  into  operation,  the  removals, 
compared  with  what  they  now  were,  were 
as  twenty-seven  to  one ;  in  the  last  year 


there  were  but  six  removals  from    one 
parish  to  another  within  the  union  ;  and 
he  was  informed  on  very  good  authority 
that  if  things  were  only  allowed  to  go  on 
as  they  now  were  there  would  soon   be 
almost  none  from  parish  to  parish  and  very 
few  from  union  to  union.    The  Bill  was 
beginning  to  operate  upon  this   question 
even  before  it  had  passed.   A  neighbouring 
Union  had  sent  notice  to  the  Grantham 
Union  that  they  would  allow  no  more  out* 
door  relief,  but  the  paupers  must  be  sent 
to  their  own  Union,  the  object  being  that 
the  friends  of  the  pauper  might  support 
them  for  a  year,  when  they  would  become 
chargeable    to    Grantham.       The    same 
thing   was  going  on   all  over  England, 
and  the  poor  were  being  forced  out  i^m 
the  places  where  they  lived,  and  driven  to 
their  own  unions,     lie  wished  to  refer  to 
Dr.  Hunter's  Report,  and  he  would  ob- 
serve that  it  was  a  Report  which  appeared 
to  have  been  got  up  in  great  haste,  for 
the  Doctor  had  not  time  to    investigate 
thoroughly  the  circumstances  of  the  dis- 
tricts through  which  he  passed.     In  1849 
there  were  eight  Commissioners  sent  into 
fourteen    counties,    but  Dr.  Hunter   was 
himself  sent  through  the  whole  of  England. 
What  he  did  was  to  go  here  and  there  to 
find  out  parishes  where  cottages  had  been 
pulled  down  ;    but  if  a  Committee    were 
granted  they  could    fully  investigate  the 
matter  ;  and  he  might  observe  that  when 
Mr.  Baines,  in  1854,  brought  in  his  Union 
Chargeability  Bill  he  gave  up  the  question 
of  these  open  and  closed  parishes.     The 
noble  Earl  had  not  alluded  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  1860,  and,  therefore,  he  need 
not  refer  to  it ;  but  he  begged  to  remind 
their  Lordships  that  it  was  not  until  1864, 
after  three  new  Members  had  been  added 
to  the  Committee,  who  were  known  to  en- 
tertain views  favourable  to  union  rating, 
that  any  Report  was  made  in  its  favour. 
If  the  Bill  was  passed  on  the  slight  evi- 
dence possessed  upon  the  subject  the  coun- 
try would  be  unjustly  and  wrongly  treated, 
and  therefore  it   was  that  he  protested 
against  this  measure  being  passed  in  this 
slovenly  and  off-hand  manner.     He  enter- 
tained a  strong    conviction  that   if  they 
legislated  upon  this  subject  without  send- 
ing the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  it  would 
be  an   entire  failure,  and    would  -create 
ill-feeling  between  towns  and  country,  but 
above  all  they  would  destroy  that  feeling 
of  unity  of  interests  and    that   affection 
which  now  existed  between  the  rich  and 
the  poor  man— the  employer  of  labour 
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and  the  employed^  betwetn  the  man  who 
foond  work,  and  the  man  who  did  the 
work,  and  therefore  it  was  that  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  rote  in  fafour 
of  the  Amenament.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  ohjection  that  hj  so  doing  thej 
would  be  putting  themselves  in  opposition 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  would  weigh 
one  instant  with  their  Lordships,  because 
a  few  weeks  hence  the  present  House  of 
Commons  would  be  scattered  all  over  the 
country,  and  a  new  House  would  be  elected 
who  might  be  of  a  different  opinion  upon 
this  subject ;  and  therefore  it  could  not  be 
said  that  their  Lordships,  by  sending  this 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  would  be 
putting  themselves  in  opposition  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  honed  their 
Lordships  would  think  that  he  had  made 
out  a  case  for  a  Select  Committee,  and 
would  agree  to  his  Aniendment. 

Amendment  mofjed  to  leave  out  from 
("be")  to  the  End  of  the  Motion  and 
insert  {**  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.") 
— ( The  Duke  of  MutUmd.) 

Question  proposed,  "Whether  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee." 

Eabl  spencer  said,  he  unfortunate- 
ly felt  obliged  to  differ  from  all  the  con- 
clusions to  which  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Rutland)  had  come— in  fact,  he 
thought  that  if  his  noble  Friend's  argu- 
ments were  worth  anything  they  went 
against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of 
1834  itself.  The  opinions  of  persons  who 
were  entitled  to  consideration,  and  the  Re- 
ports of  Committees  and  Commissions,  were 
uniformly  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of 
union  instead  of  parish  rating,  and  Bills 
had  been  introduced  both  into  their  Lord- 
ships* House  and  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons embodying  that  principle.  Moreover, 
the  Irremovable  Poor  Act  of  1861  ren- 
dered this  change  almost  indispensable. 
The  results  of  the  Irremovable  Poor  Act, 
which  had  been  in  operation  for  three 
years,  were  very  remarkable,  for,  as  shown 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  mea- 
sure, 51  per  cent  of  the  poor  all  over  Eng< 
land  had  been  charged  to  the  common  funds 
of  the  unions,  and  this  was  a  most  import- 
ant fact  to  be  borne  in  mind  in  dealing 
with  this  Bill.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  been  adopted  in  the  original  Poor  Law 
Act  of  1834,  and  had  been  expanded  in 
1861 — it  had  been  found  to  work  beoefi- 
oially,  and  this  Bill  proposed  to  eitend  its 
operation  still  further.  If  they  regarded 
the  condition  of  the  poor  in  England,  they 
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would  find  it  to  be  very  nnsatiabetory. 
They  would  find  that  while  in  one  parii^ 
labour  was  insufiicient,  in  another  and  an 
adjacent  one  it  would  be  superabnodant ; 
that  while  in  one  parish  the  labourers  were 
accommodated  in  blocks  Of  beautifol  and 
convenient  cottages,  their  neighbours 
crowded  or  herded  in  places  where  none 
of  their  Lordships  would  like  to  crowd 
stock.  They  would  find,  too,  th^t  one 
parish,  only  very  recently  rated  to  the 
poor  at  all,  had  at  its  side  a  less  fortunate 
neighbour  upon  whom  the  rates  fell  veiy 
heavily.  As  a  rule,  the  lightly  rated 
parishes  would  be  found  to  belong  to  one, 
two,  or  three  proprietors  only;  while  the 
heavily  burdened  parishes  belonged  to  s 
great  number  of  small  proprietors.  Tbe 
origin  of  the  present  state  of  things  wss 
not  of  recent  date.  With  reference  to  tbe 
demolition  of  cottages,  he  might  say  dist 
he  did  not  believe  that  demolition  wss 
carried  on  to  any  great  extent.  Even  in 
this  direction,  however,  he  tbAight  thst 
the  Bill  would  effect  much  indireeUy.  He 
had  taken  considerable  interest  in  this 
subject,  and  had  made  rather  extended 
inquiries  on  his  own  estates.  In  a  parish 
m  Northamptonshire,  belonging  almost  en- 
tirely to  himself,  out  of  thirteen  men  and 
three  boys  employed  by  one  farmer,  only 
two  resided  in  the  parish,  and  in  ease  m 
sickness  or  old  age  all  the  rest  of  his  la- 
bourers would  fall  for  support  on  the  neigh- 
bouring parish.  He  had  a  Return  of  the 
rates  of  two  adjoining  parishes,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  curious  to  compare 
these  with  the  rate  of  the  close  parish 
just  alluded  to.  He  would  take  the  one 
that  was  in  the  same  union.  In  that  close 
parish  in  1860  the  amount  paid  to  tbe 
common  fund  was  £1  19^.;  there  was  no 
relief  at  all  to  the  poor  or  the  lunatic; 
in  1861  £2,  and  in  1862  £1  l7f.  was  all 
that  that  property  paid  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor.  In  1863  the  Irremovable 
Poor  Act  came  into  operation,  and  the 
contribution  rose  in  that  year  to  £30,  and 
in  1864  to  £22  6f.  In  the  neighbouring 
open  parish  to  which  he  had  just  referred 
the  charge  to  the  common  fund  in  1860 
was  £88  St.,  in  1861  it  was  £81.  and  in 
1862  it  was  £74  6«.  But  observe  the  re- 
markable change  wrought  by  the  Irremov- 
able Poor  Act.  In  1863  from  £74  6f. 
the  amount  fell  to  £38  lOt.,  and  in  the 
following  years  it  stood  at  about  the  same 
sum.  The  clerk  of  the  union  informed 
him  that  the  effect  of  that  Bill  on  the  two 
parishes  he  had  quoted  would  be  that  in 
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the  dote  parish  the  nte  would  be  iooreaaed 
firom  £22  6«.,  iU  present  •inoant»  to 
£57  5i,9  whereas  the  open  parish, 
whieh,  under  the  existiog  system,  paid 
£190  16f.  6d.,  would  bj  that  Bill  have  to 
pay  £99,  or  a  decrease  in  the  open  parish 
of  about  50  per  cent.  This,  he  thought, 
was  sufficieot  to  show  the  great  hardship 
now  borne  by  the  open  parishes  in  having 
to  maintain  in  their  sickness  and  old  age 
the  poor  who  worked  in  the  neighbouring 
parishes.  He  had  made  inquiry,  and  con- 
fidently believed  that  on  his  estates  for 
the  last  fifty  years  not  a  single  cottage 
had  been  demolished  without  better  ones 
having  been  built  in  their  place.  No 
doubt  the  science  of  agriculture  had  greatly 
increased  of  late  years,  and  there  had  been 
an  inereased  demand  for  labourers;  but 
unfortunately  new  cottages  had  not  been 
built  in  proportion.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
aee  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke 
passed,  for  he  thought  it  would  be  the 
greatest  possible  boon  to  the  labourer  if 
paroehial  ehargeability  were  done  away 
with.  It  would  be  an  enormous  benefit 
to  the  labourer  to  have  the  area  of  his 
labour  extended.  The  present  law  worked 
moot  prejudicially  on  his  interests.  A 
farmer  wished  to  employ  a  certain  num- 
ber of  men.  He  employed  two  or  three 
of  the  most  skilled  and  best-conducted 
men  in  the  village,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  get  a  labourer  from  the  neigh- 
bouring parish ;  but  he  knew  that  there 
were  two  or  three  idle  men  with  their 
wives  and  families  in  his  parish,  and  that 
if  he  did  not  employ  them  he  must  help  to 
maintain  them.  He,  therefore,  discarded 
the  well-conducted  labourer  in  the  next 
parish.     That  depreciated   the   value   of 

food  labour,  and  dragged  the  good  labourer 
own  to  the  dead  level  of  the  bad  one. 
The  present  Bill  would  likewise  benefit  the 
farmer  by  giving  him  better  labourers  to 
do  his  work  ,*  and  it  would,  moreover,  re- 
move the  disoouragement  which  now  ex- 
bted  to  the  building  of  cottages.  A  pro- 
prietor would  be  enabled  to  obtain  better 
rents  for  his  cottages  if  the  higher  class  of 
laboarers  were  encouraged.  He  happened 
himself  to  live  in  Norfolk,  in  a  union  which 
had  the  honour  of  having  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple of  union  ehargeability.  He  referred 
to  the  onion  of  Docking,  which  comprised 
thirty-six  parishes.  A  tenant  of  his,  who 
had  been  Chairman  of  the  Beard  of  Ouar- 
diaaa,  had  furnished  him  with  information 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  prinsiple  there. 
That  gentMmsn  had  written  a  letter  to 
him  on  the  subject,  to  which  he  could  not 


help  calling  their  Lordships'  attention. 
After  stating  thai  he  attended  a  Board 
where  there  was  a  fair  attendance  of  Guar- 
dians, and  had  talked  over  points  to  which 
he  had  called  his  attention,  the  writer 
said — 

**  Bat  one  opinion  was  expreiBed,  and  which  I  am 
quite  sore  i«  entertained  by  every  guardian  in  the 
onion,  and  the  more  so  by  the  ex  officio,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  union  instead  of  the  parish  rating 
has  worked  most  satisfiustorily,  and  that  no  one 
has  seen  cause  to  regret  its  adoption.  One  most 
important  result  has  been  that  to  the  good  labourer 
it  has  been  of  much  benefit,  has  raised  his  moral 
character,  and  enabled  him  to  find  ready  employ- 
ment in  the  several  parishes  (thirty-six)  of  the 
union.  The  employers  are  too  glad  to  employ 
men  of  good  character  ooming  firom  any  pariui  in 
preference  to  those  of  their  own  parish  of  doubtfol 
or  inferior  character.  I  also  asked  the  opinion 
of  the  guardians  as  to  the  effect  upon  wages,  and 
we  are  perfectly  in  agreement  that  the  average 
wages  of  our  labourer  has  been,  and  continues  to 
be,  somewhat  in  advance  of  the  rate  paid  throughr 
out  the  county  generally.  I  am  quite  confident 
that  the  rates  in  the  Docking  Union  have  not  in- 
creased in  a  greater  degree  than  other  unions  in 
the  county,  but,  I  believe,  rather  the  reverse.  I 
ascertained  fi^m  our  books  that  we  have  soarcely 
had  an  able-bodied  labovror  in  our  workhouse  for 
some  years." 

He  believed,  then,  that  this  Bill  was  not 
only  sound  in  theory,  but  sanctioned  by 
practice.  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  thought  it  would  check  economy, 
but  he  himself  believed  it  would  cut  down 
expense.  There  were  some  15,000  parishes 
in  the  country  and  only  about  600  unions. 
Therefore,  by  diminishing  the  extent  of  re- 
movals they  must  proportionately  diminish 
cost.  It  was  often  said  that  the  large  pa- 
rishes would  no  longer  have  an  interest  in 
looking  after  the  expenditure  ;  but  if  the 
large  parishes  did  not  esre  to  look  after  the 
expenditure  the  farmers  in  rural  parishes 
who  had  an  addition  made  to  their  rates 
would,  he  thought,  be  inclined  to  look 
rather  sharply  after  it.  With  regard  to  a 
revision  of  unions,  he  believed  that  some 
acts  of  injustice  would  be  done  if  some 
alteration  were  not  made  in  that  respect. 
Let  him  take  the  case  of  the  union  of 
Northampton.  There  the  union  extended 
into  rural  districts  neorly  all  round  the 
town ;  but  in  one  direction  it  extended 
much  further.  There  were  two  parishes 
in  the  union,  one  nearly  seven  and  the 
other  five  miles  from  the  town,  where  the 
rates  would  be  considerably  increased  ; 
while  another  parish,  almost  a  suburb  of 
Northampton,  one  and  a  half  mile  from 
the  town,  would  not  be  affected  at  all,  as 
it  belongs  to  a  union  of  a  strictly  agrioul- 
tural  nature.  Here  the  re-distribution  of 
unions  would  be  dearly  an  act  of  justice. 
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No  doubt  oafiOB  of  hardship  might  arise 
out  of  the  proposed  change,  but  he  had 
no  wish  to  jeopardize  this  measure,  which 
was  of  so  much  importance  to  the  poor  and 
to  the  country,  by  endeavouring  to  intro- 
dace  safegaards  against  such  cases  of  par- 
tial injustice.  He  thought  it  would  even 
be  better  that  a  little  injustice  should  be 
done  than  that  so  valuable  a  measure 
should  fail  to  be  passed  into  law. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  MAUR  said,  that  one 
of  the  main  points  to  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  this  measure  was  that  of 
taxation.  There  were,  he  thought,  two 
priDciples  which  might  be  appealed  to  in 
rating  the  taxation — they  might  tax  a 
man  in  relation  to  his  property,  or  they 
might  tax  him  in  relation  to  his  employ- 
ment of  labour.  He  thought  in  neither 
case  was  the  taxation  fairly  apportioned, 
for  in  the  former  case  landed  property  was 
heavily  taxed,  whereas  funded  property  was 
lightly  taxed ;  and  in  the  latter  instance 
the  employer  of  the  labour  might  contrive 
in  many  ways  to  evade  the  payment  of  the 
amount  of  his  fair  share  of  the  burden  of 
supporting  his  workmen  when  no  longer 
capable  of  working.  It  must,  however, 
be  borne  in  mind  that  in  whatever  way 
they  raised  the  taxation  there  must  al- 
ways be  a  great  difference  between  those 
who  lived  in  the  towns  and  those  who 
liy^d  in  the  country.  The  great  evil  of 
the  present  system,  in  his  opinion,  was 
that  it  kept  the  labourer  fixed  to  the  place 
where  there  was,  perhaps,  no  demand  for 
his  labour.  This  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1861,  but  that  Committee  had  expressed 
a  very  slight  opinion  on  the  subject,  re- 
legating it  to  the  further  consideration  of 
Parliament.  A  Return  laid  before  Par- 
liament showed  that,  while  the  removals 
from  parish  to  parish  were  only  366,  the 
removals  from  union  to  union  were  over 
5,000  ;  so  that  after  all  it  would  only  be 
the  smaller  number  which  would  be  touched 
by  this  Bill.  He  had  intended  to  propose 
Amendments  on  the  Bill,  but  he  should 
not  press  them. 

The  Earl  op  PORTSMOUTH  said, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  Bill.  He  considered  it  a 
great  wrong  that  those  who  had  enjoyed 
the  advantage  of  the  poor  man's  labour 
while  he  was  able  to  work,  should  be  able 
to  relieve  themselves  of  his  support  in 
sickness  and  age;  and  this  wrong  the  pre- 
sent Bill  would,  to  some  extent,  diminish. 
The  noble  Duke  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment had  referred  to  the  diminution  of 
£arl  Sjpencer 


extent  of  the  electoral  divisions  in  Ireland; 
but  the  result  had  been  the  creation  of 
close  and  open  parishes,  which  all  persons 
must  deprecate,  and  the  production  of 
inequalities  of  rating  in  populous  and 
thinly-inhabited  districts.  The  conse- 
quence had  been  that  many  cabins  had 
been  pulled  down  with  a  view  to  reduce 
the  rating,  and  that  was  not  a  result 
which  it  could  be  desired  to  see  produced 
in  England. 

The  Earl  op   CARNARVON:    The 
noble  Earl  the  President  of   the  Council, 
in   moving    the    second    reading   of   the 
Bill,    expressed   a    hope    that    it   would 
not  be  treated  in  a  party  spirit.     I  con- 
cur in  that  wish;  but  I  must  say  that  if 
anything  like   party  feeling  be   imported 
into  this  subject,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  have  to  thank  themselves  for  that 
result.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  this  Bill  into  the  other  Hoase 
is  a   Gentleman  of  great  Parliamentary 
reputation ;    but  I    confess   I    was  veiy 
much  disappointed  with  the  course  he  hu 
pursued  in  reference  to  this  measure.   Not 
a  single  tauut   had    been  spared,  not  s 
single   imputation  had  been   wanting,  in 
the  addresses  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  could  stir  up  animosity  and  bittemesi 
of  feeling  among  his  political  opponents. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  :  I  really 
must  call  the  noble  Earl  to  order.  It  is 
out  of  order  to  refer  in  this  manner  to 
debates  in  the  other  House,  and  if  the 
noble  Earl  should  pursue  this  line  of 
remark  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  answer 
the  charges  he  makes  against  my  right 
hon.  Relative,  which  are  wholly  incorrect. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON  :  I  have 
said  all  I  desire  to  say  upon  that  point,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  noble  Earl  need  have 
put  the  rule  to  which  he  refers  so  strictly. 
I  may  be  permitted  to  observe  that  the 
Report  which  the  Government  has  laid 
before  Parliament  gives  me  another,  and, 
I  think,  a  reasonable  ground  of  complaint 
against  them.  That  Report  related  to  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
England.  When  a  Report  is  issued  by 
the  Qovernment  with  its  official  imprimatur 
we  expect  that  it  shall  contain  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
truth;  but  we  find  that  in  another  place, 
to  which  I  will  not  more  particularly  refer, 
as  the  noble  Earl  is  so  strict  in  enforcing 
the  rule  of  the  House,  the  statements  in 
that  Report  were  completely  demolished. 

The  Earl  op  CLARENDON  :  The? 
were  the  usual  agricultural  Reports  which 
are  laid  before  Parliament. 
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Ths  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  I  am 
referring  to  the  Report  upon  the  condi- 
tions of  theagricaltural  lahourers  of  Eng- 
land. When  we  find  that  that  Report 
contains  misrepresentations  of  fact  in  page 
after  page,  then  I  say  we  have  some 
reason  to  find  fault  with  the  GoTernment. 
[The  Earl  of  Clabendoh  :  Hear!]  The 
noble  Earl  cheers,  but  he  must  remember 
that  that  Report  was  put  forward  by  the 
Government  as  the  foundation  of  this  Bill. 

{The  Earl  of  Clarendon  :  Hear!]  Renlly 
mast  appeal  to  the  House  whether  I 
onght  to  be  subjected  to  such  un-Parlia- 
mentary  interruptions. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURT:  I  do 
not  think  the  noble  Earl  opposite  is  act- 
ing altogether  in  conformity  to  the  usages 
of  Parliament.  Surely  the  noble  Earl 
does  not  mean  to  say  that  no  Peer  can 
utter  a  word  about  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
.No  doubt  the  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  is  the  noble  Earl's  re- 
latiTe;  but,  in  discussing  a  Bubjeot  of  this 
kind,  what  can  be  more  natural  than  to 
remark  upon  the  course  pursued  by  the 
President. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  :  I  assure 
the  noble  Earl  I  did  not  intend  to  apply 
my  remarks  personally  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  I  was  simply  commenting  upon 
the  Report  which  was  quoted  as  justifying 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  anything  special  to  do  with 
that  Report,  which  came  from  the  Privy 
Council.  In  that  Report  it  was  stated 
that  the  inquiry  had  been  but  partial,  and 
could  not  be  exhaustife  ;  and  it  is  just 
upon  that  ground  that  I  object  to  the 
statements  contained  in  it  being  used  to 
warrant  the  introduction  of  this  measure. 
When  an  inquiry  is  partial  and  not  ex- 
hanstiTe,  those  who  make  it  should  be 
careful  to  represent  only  facts.  In  order 
to  show  the  Talue  of  that  Report,  I  may 
refer  to  a  passage  in  which,  referring  to 
some  cottages  built  by  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford, it  is  observedi  *'  It  is  ungracious  to 
criticise,  but  more  could  be  done  if  money 
was  not  lavished  on  useless,  and  often 
noxious,  porches."  I  think  any  gentle* 
man  who  could  write  such  a  paragraph 
must  be  either  ignorant  or  ill-informed. 
There  is  no  portion  of  cottage  accom- 
modation so  necessary  as  a  large  pro- 
tecting porch.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  further 
into  that  matter,  but  I  simply  want  to 
know  what  is  the  real   object  and  end 
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of  the  Bill.     I  quite  admit,  with  tho  noble 
Duke  who   has  moved    the  Amendment, 
that  there  are  certain  difficulties  involfed 
in  this  subject;  that  there  will  be  a  con- 
siderable shifting  of  burdens,  and  that  in 
many  instances  some  injustice  will  be  done 
if  this  Bill  passes.     I  have  again  to  find 
fault   with    the    Goyernment,    because  if 
they  had  brought  in  a  preliminary  measure 
for  a  revision  of  the  boundaries  of  unions 
the  difficulty  would  in  some  degree  have 
been  met.     If  this  Bill  passes  in  its  pre- 
sent bare  and  naked  shape  it  is  inevitable 
that  an  amount  of  hardship  must  be  in- 
flicted in  some  cases  that  need  not  have 
been  inflicted.     I  am  not,  however,  upon 
these  grounds  prepared  to  object  to   this 
Bill.     There  has   been  no  change  in  the 
Poor  Law  since  1834.  which  has  not  led 
to  a  shifting  of   burdens  and  alterations 
in  the  charges  upon  property.     All  recent 
legislation   upon    this    subject,   however, 
seems  to  be  tending  to  one  point.      And 
now  arises  a  serious  question.    It  has  been 
urged  that  this  Bill  is  only  a  part  of  still 
greater  changes,  and  that  if  we  agree  to 
union  rating  we  shall  come  ultimately  to 
an  equalization  of  the  metropolitan  poor 
rates,  then  to  county  rating,  and,  finally, 
to  a  national  rate  fixed  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.     I  put  aside  the  question  of 
equalizing  the  metropolitan  poor  rate,  be- 
cause the  circumstances  are  peculiar ;  but 
if  I  thought  that  either  county  rating  or 
a  national  rate  would  follow  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  I  think  it  would  be  a  fatal 
objection  to  it.     But  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  substantial  reason  for  such  appre- 
hension.    The  Bill  is  tho  substitution   of 
a  larger  for  a  smaller, area  of  rating,  mak- 
ing the  union  the  unit  instead  of  the  parish. 
That  is  a  change,  I  admit ;  but  I  also  find 
that  the  Bill  is  a  security   for   standing 
still  in  the  future.     At  this  moment  wo 
have  an  undeniable,  and,  logically,  inde- 
fensible anomaly — we  have  one  area  for 
rating  and  another  for  management ;  but 
the   moment  you    remove  that   anom&ly 
and  make    the  area  of    rating    and   the 
area  of    management    coterminous,    you 
take  up  a  position  by  which  the  argument 
for  further  change  is  removed.     I  cannot 
concur  in  the  argument  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Rutland)  who  believes  that 
the  widening  of  the  area  of  rating  will  be 
attended  with  a  diminution  of  the  jealousy 
and  watchfulness  exhibited  by  the  Guar- 
dians over  the  expenditure.  I  do  not  enter- 
tain  any  fears  of  that  kind.     There  may 
be,  and  I  think  there  will  be,  at  firsts  a 

C 


35 


ZTnioti 


{LORDS) 


Chargeahdity  BtU. 


86 


slight  increase  of  expenditure ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  that  will  be  permanent  when 
things  hafe  settled  down  into  their  ordi- 
nary course.  The  farmer  who  is  elected 
Guardian  of  the  parish  will  soon  cease  to 
draw  any  distinction  between  the  primary 
fund,  in  which  he  is  personally  interested, 
and  the  common  fund,  in  which  he  is  inte- 
rested only  in  a  secondary  degree,  and 
will  soon  feel  that  his  personal  inte- 
rest, as  well  as  that  of  those  he  repre- 
sents, is  to  attend  to  the  proper  and  econo- 
mical expenditure  of  the  moneys  intrusted 
to  his  charge.  But  who  are  those  who 
really  at  this  moment  transact  the  financial 
business  of  the  union  ?  Are  they  the 
representatives  of  parishes  A,  B,  C,  D,  or 
£,  or  of  the  parishes  comprised  in  the 
union  generally  ?  I  believe  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  work  devolves  upon  a 
small  minority,  who,  from  local  reasons  or 
special  interest  in  the  subject,  are  regular 
and  systematic  in  their  attendance.  I 
think  that  the  work  will  practically  remain 
in  the  same  hands  as  before,  and  the 
management  will  follow  in  precisely  the 
same  channel,  and  I  cannot  therefore 
imagine  that  the  formidable  results  are 
likely  to  accrue  from  the  passing  of  this 
measure  which  some  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  anticipate.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Duke  of  Richmond  has  placed 
in  my  hand  a  Return  from  the  union  over 
which  he  presides.  That  Board  consists  of 
forty-six  elected  and  thirteen  ex  officio 
Guardians  ;  and  out  of  those  fifty-nine  the 
average  attendance  for  the  twelve  months 
ending  in  March  of  the  present  year  was 
only  eleven.  The  noble  Duke  is  unfortu- 
nately absent,  owing  to  a  family  bereave- 
ment ;  but  I  have  his  authority  for  stating 
that  he  substantially  concurs  in  the  view 
of  the  subject,  which  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  lading  before  your  Lordships. 
I  think  it  is  plain  that  as  soon  as  the  mea- 
sure becomes  law  you  will  have  to  increase 
the  discipline  and  severity  in  your  unions. 
If,  however,  the  Bill  contemplated  any 
such  course  with  respect  to  the  metropolis, 
such  a  fact  would  weigh  greatly  against 
the  Bill  in  my  mind.  I  may  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  both  the  advocates  and  the 
opponents  of  this  measure  appear,  in 
my  opinion,  to  overrate  its  probable  re- 
sults. My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland),  on  the  one  hand,  apprehends 
consequences  more  formidable  than  are 
likely  to  arise ;  while  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment,  on  the  other  hand,  promise 
more  than  is  likely  to  be  realized ;  for, 
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according  to  their  acQioant  the  labourer 
will,  in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  be  set 
free  and  enabled  to  carry  his  labour  into 
the  most  profitable  market.  The  Act, 
however,  and  I  believe  it  is  a  fair  and  mo- 
derate statement,  will  have  the  tendency 
to  remove  a  certain  amount  of  artificial 
restriction  which  now  weighs  upon  the 
labourer  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  be- 
lieve it  will  have  the  effect  of  removing  a 
certain  amount  of  discouragement  which 
the  landlord  encounters  in  providing  cot- 
tage accommodation.  I  have  noticed,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  your  Lordships  have  also 
remarked,  that  in  many  of  our  countrj 
parishes  the  race  of  ordinary  labourers  ii 
inferior  to  the  preceding  generation.  Thu 
is,  no  doubt,  in  a  great  degree  attributable 
to  the  growth  of  towns  which  have  been 
gradually  absorbing  the  best  and  the  most 
intelligent  of  our  labouring  class ;  the  re- 
cruiting sergeant  has  drawn  away  many; 
and  others  have  left  because  the  cottage 
accommodation  is  not  sufficient  either  ia 
quantity  or  in  quality  to  tempt  them  to 
remain.  The  question  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
very  difficult  one.  For  my  own  part,  how- 
ever, after  having  given  a  good  deal  of 
consideration  to  the  subject,  I  shall  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Earl  GREY:  My  Lords,  I  cannot  help 
thinking,  after  giving  the  subject  some 
consideration,  that  Dr.  Hunter's  report, 
which  has  been  so  often  alluded  to,  con- 
veys no  overcharged  picture  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  agricultural  labourer.  In  the 
south  of  England  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  population  is  much  to  be  de- 
plored. The  wages  are  miserably  low, 
and  while  in  the  north  of  England  they 
are  145.  a  week,  and  oftentimes  more,  in 
the  south  labourers  receive  only  8;.  or  9i. 
— a  pittance  on  which  I  can  scarcely  con- 
ceive how  they  manage  to  exist — he  is  also 
miserably  lodged.  This  state  of  thbgs 
has  produced  the  results  which  might 
reasonably  be  expected,  for  farmers  who 
have  taken  farms  in  the  south  have  felt 
bound  to  confess  that  though  the  price  of 
labour  is  nominally  cheap,  it  is  in.  reality 
dear.  The  measure  now  under  your  Lord- 
ships' consideration  is  one  which  I  believe 
cannot  fail  to  effect  much  good  ;  for  by  the 
law  as  it  at  present  stands  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  is  placed  in  a  position  de- 
structive to  all  motives  to  industry,  and 
one  which  is  demoralizing,  corrupting,  and 
injurious  in  its  effects.  It  is  also  mainly 
owing  to  the  state  of  the  law  that  the 
present  low  rate  of  wages  is  maintained, 
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and  that  labourers  become,  from  their  misery 
•od  porertj,  both  physically  and  morally 
anfitted  for  their  labour.  I  shall,  there- 
fore, gire  my  most  cordial  support  to  this 
measure,  because  I  beliere  it  is  intended 
and  calculated  to  remove  the  obstacles 
which  prevent  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes  in  this 
country.  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  who  has  moved  the  reference  of 
this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  has  virtu- 
ally called  upon  us  to  reject  the  measure 
altogether  ;  for,  although  his  Amendment 
is  otherwise  worded,  your  Lordships  all 
know  that  his  real  object  is  to  defeat  the 
Bill — and,  indeed,  the  noble  Duke  scarcely 
concealed  his  desire  for  its  rejection.  If, 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  it  had 
been  proposed  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  examine  into  its  details,  1 
could  have  understood  a  Motion  of  this 
kind  ;  but  to  send  the  measure  to  a  Select 
Committee  before  it  has  received  a  second 
reading  can  have  no  other  object  than  to 
obtain  information  to  enable  you  to  judge 
whether  its  principle  is  good  or  not ;  and 
such  an  inquiry  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
uon  would  be  tantamount  to  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill.  The  measure  is  one  calculated 
to  remove  obstacles  which  now  prevent  the 
improvement  of  the  labourer's  condition, 
and  those  who  attended  to  the  noble  Duke's 
speech  must  have  observed  that  it  furnished 
the  most  conclusive  arguments  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Duke  said  that 
when  there  is  a  frost  the  labourer  can  get 
employment,  because  he  goes  to  his  em- 
ployer and  tells  him,  "  If  you  don't  employ 
me,  I  shall  go  to  the  union,  and  that  will 
cost  you  more."  Does  not  the  noble  Duke 
see  that  that  is  the  very  vicious  principle 
agunst  which  this  Bill  is  directed,  and 
against  which  also  the  New  Poor  Law  Act 
of  1834  was  directed,  though  ineffectually, 
because  the  provisions  making  the  area  of 
taxation  coterminous  with  the  area  of  ad- 
ministration were  not  adopted — the  vicious 
principle,  I  mean,  of  setting  relief  against 
wages  f  The  same  principle  which  makes 
the  farmer  employ  his  parishioner  during 
the  frost  also  makes  him  employ  him  in 
the  summer,  though  he  is  ever  so  bad 
a  workman,  in  preference  to  an  inhabitant 
of  another  parish,  though  he  is  ever  so 
elerer  a  workman.  But  for  the  existence 
of  that  pernicious  system,  how  can  you  ac- 
count for  *  the  fact  that  there  is  such  a 
diffsrence  in  the  rate  of  wages  paid  in 
the  north  as  compared  with  the  south  of 
England  f    You  nave  a  vicious  law  which 


keeps  the  labourer  settled  in  a  particular 
parish  and  makes  him  reluctant  to  give  up 
his  settlement  in  that  parish,  and  you  thus 
prevent  the  improvement  of  the  labourer's 
condition  by  preventing  the  natural  diffu- 
sion of  labour  throughout  the  country.  The 
noble  Duke  says  the  Bill,  by  causing  a 
great  shifting  of  burdens,  will  produce  ex- 
treme injustice;  and  he  told  us  that  the 
rector  of  a  parish  in  Leicestershire  stated 
that  there  were  only  thirty  inhabitants  in 
that  parish  and  that  his  correspondent  now 
paid  no  poor  rates,  whereas,  if  this  Bill 
passed,  its  effect  would  be  to  make  him 
pay  £30  a  year.  And  this  the  noble 
Duke  calls  a  very  great  injustice.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  say  that  the  injustice  is  in 
the  present  state  of  the  law.  An  agri- 
cultural parish  with  only  thirty  inhabitants 
and  no  paupers,  and  which  will  have  to 
contribute  jC30  a  year,  must  contain  land 
of  very  considerable  value,  which  again 
must  be  cultivated  by  means  of  labourers 
drawn  from  other  parishes  ;  and  when  those 
labourers,  with  their  wives  and  families, 
now  happen  to  fall  into  destitution,  they 
must  be  thrown  upon  those  other  parishes 
for  support.  The  injustice,  then,  is  in 
maintaining  a  state  of  the  law  which  en- 
ables the  owners  of  property  in  certain 
districts  to  obtain  labour  from  other  quar- 
ters to  cultivate  their  land  and  produce 
their  rents  without  contributing  their  fair 
share  towards  the  relief  of  that  destitution 
which  will  always  exist.  I  will  not,  my 
Lords,  at  this  hour,  trespass  further  on 
your  attention.  I  am  con?inced  that  the 
more  you  think  of  this  measure  the  more 
you  will  see  that  it  is  sound  in  principle, 
and  that  it  will  carry  into  effect  the  views 
of  those  distinguished  men,  the  ori|Einal 
Commissioners  of  Inquiry  into  the  Poor 
Law,  to  whom  tho  public  owes  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
exercised  the  functions  assigned  to  them, 
and  laid  the  foundation  of,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  reform  that  could  be  effected  in 
any  country.  We  are  now  asked  to  carry 
into  effect  their  views,  and  the  views,  I 
believe,  of  almost  every  man  who  has  been 
either  a  Commissioner  or  Assistant  Com- 
missioner under  the  new  Poor  Law,  and 
also  of  our  ablest  writers  on  political 
economy. 

Loud  REDE SD ALE  said,  he  shouUl 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke 
behind  him.  The  Bill  was  propounded  as 
a  panacea  for  all  ills,  and  as  designed  to 
produce  a  new  state  of  things  among  the 
poorer  classes  of  this  country— -to  secure 
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them  more  uniformity  of  employment  and 
provide  them  with  better  cottages  ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  it  would  do  anything  of  the 
sort.  It  proceeded  on  a  wrong  principle, 
because  it  did  not  settle  the  question  which 
required  settlement — namely,  the  question 
of  settlement  itself.  Indeed,  the  passing 
of  that  Bill  would  throw  an  impediment  in 
the  way  of  the  permanent  and  proper  ad- 
justment of  that  important  question,  by 
dealing  only  with  a  part  of  it,  and  giving 
an  advantage  only  to  those  classes  who 
would  have  an  interest  in  preventing  its 
complete  and  satisfactory  adjustment. 
The  Bill  contained  a  provision  declaring 
that  poor  persons  should  not  be  removed 
from  the  union  in  which  they  had  resided 
one  year.  How  would  that  affect  a  town 
like  London  ?  Almost  every  parish  there 
was  a  union,  and  if  a  pauper  went  from  one 
parish  to  another  he  became  removable, 
and  would  be  sent  to  the  country  parish  to 
which  he  belonged,  to  the  relief  of  the 
town  in  which  he  had  laboured  the  best 
days  of  his  life.  This  would  not  occur 
generally  in  the  country  unions,  and  this 
partial  treatment  of  the  subject  will  ope- 
rate prejudicially  against  a  fair  adjustment 
of  the  settlement  question.  The  operation 
of  the  New  Poor  Law  in  the  agricultural 
districts  had  been,  on  the  whole,  beneficial ; 
but  it  had  not  worked  well  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  mainly  because  those  who  had 
to  administer  it  in  the  metropolis  were 
not  acquainted  with  those  whom  they  had 
to  relieve,  while  in  the  country  they  were 
both  acquainted  with  and  interested  for 
them.  The  Bill  sought  materially  to 
increase  the  area  of  taxation  ;  but  the 
argument  to  be  drawn  from  past  expe- 
rience was  against  such  a  course.  When 
the  compulsory  Poor  Law  was  established 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  area  of  rating 
was  something  like  the  sessional  division — 
namely,  the  districts  in  which  the  justices 
met.  In  the  39th  Elizabeth  it  was  made 
parochial,  from  which  we  may  judge 
that  the  larger  area  had  not  been  found  to 
work  well  ;  nnd  fifty  or  sixty  years  after,  in 
Charles  II. 's  time,  it  was  found  necessary 
in  the  north,  where  the  parishes  were  large, 
to  reduce  the  area  so  as  to  make  the  rate- 
able districts  coincide  with  the  townships, 
and  the  preamble  of  the  Act  for  this  pur- 
pose states — 

"Whereaa  oertain  counties  by  reason  of  the 
largeness  of  the  parishes  within  the  same  have  not 
nor  cannot  reap  the  benefit  of  the  Act  of  43rd 
Elizabeth  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.'' 

If  it  was  urged  that  those  precedents  relate 
Lord  Redesdale 


to*distant  periods  and  a  different  state  of  so- 
ciety, he  would  refer  to  the  latest  legislatioa 
on  this  subject.  When  the  Poor  Law  was 
introduced  into  Ireland  the  unions  were  the 
first  rateable  districts  ;  but  they  would  not 
work,  and  after  an  experience  of  eight  or 
ten  years  a  Commission  was  appointed  who 
reported  in  favour  of  reducing  the  areas, 
stating  that — 

"  To  avoid  impositions  by  affording  local  exa- 
minations and  control,  as  well  as  to  approximate 
to  the  natural  condition  of  family  support,  some 
division  of  the  country  into  contributory  district! 
has  been  thought  necessary.'' 

When  he  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  I860,  he  stated  that  relief  was 
compulsory  charity,  and  that  the  object 
must  be  to  get  it  under  the  same  influences 
as  were  brought  into  action  when  charity 
was  exercised,  and  at  the  same  time  consider 
its  bearing  as  compulsory  as  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  as  well  as  of  the 
poor.  The  Bill  would  give  no  security  that 
in  large  districts  proper  discretion  would 
be  exercised  in  the  administration  of  the 
funds  ;  and  although  it  was  admitted  that , 
in  many  cases  injustice  would  be  done  by 
making  the  existing  unions  the  areas  for 
common  rating,  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult, if  not  altogether  impossible,  to  alter 
them.  How  was  it  possihle  to  get  other 
parishes  to  unite  as  proposed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  uniform  rating  ?  Was  it  likely 
that  the  parishes  adjoining  the  Northamp- 
ton Union,  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  would  unite  with  that  union 
when  all  that  they  could  ohtain  by 
such  a  change  would  be  a  considerable 
increase  in  their  rates  ?  The  questions  in- 
volved in  the  Bill  were  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, and  should  not  be  dealt  with  by 
Parliament  until  after  the  fullest  inquiry 
had  been  made  with  reference  to  them. 
The  Returns  showing  the  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  rating  of  parishes  by 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  the  year  before 
last  had  not  yet  been  laid  on  the  table,  and 
until  that  was  done  they  could  not  judge 
how  far  that  Act  had  been  just  in  its 
operation.  He  did  not  think  the  character 
of  the  guardians  of  the  poor  would  improve 
under  the  proposed  system.  They  would 
not  give  so  much  personal  attention  to  the 
poor ;  they  would  have  less  interest  in 
keeping  down  the  expenditure  by  finding 
employment,  and  the  result  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  both  to  the  poop  and  to  the 
ratepayers.  Those  who  argue  against  a 
different  amount  of  rates  charged  on  pa- 
rishes within  the  same  union  as  unjust,  for- 
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g«t  that  erery  landed  proprietor  acquired 
is  property  under  those  conditions.  He 
had  bought  or  inherited  it  with  the  know- 
ledge that  it  was  subject  to  taxation  of  a 
giren  nature  and  extent.  Parishes  had 
been  mentioned  where  this  Bill  would  alter 
the  rates  to  the  extent  of  3#.  in  the  pound; 
but  if  a  man  had  purchased  property  upon 
a  certain  estimate  of  value,  and  then  this 
Bill  passed  and  reduced  its  value  3#.  in 
the  pound,  he  surely  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain that  his  property  had  been  seriously 
decreased  in  value,  while  the  property  of 
his  neighbour  had  been  proportionately  in- 
creased. This  was  not  the  case  of  an  im- 
position of  taxation  ;  for  the  first  time,  as 
in  Ireland,  where  a  uniform  rate  had  been 
introduced,  no  similar  sjstem  having  ex- 
isted before,  it  was  the  change  of  a  bur- 
den which  had  been  borne  from  the  time  of 
Elizabeth  to  the  present  day ;  and  it  was 
a  burden  of  which  no  one  had  any  right  to 
complain,  because  he  had  acquired  his  pro- 
perty subject  to  it.  Suppose  the  case  of  a 
farmer  who  had  just  taken  a  farm  upon  a 
lease  for  twenty-one  years,  this  Bill  might 
make  this  difference  to  him,  that  he  would 
have  to  pay  a  great  deal  more  for  his  farm 
than  he  had  expected  and  calculated  when 
he  made  his  bargain.  Surely  such  a  man 
would  have  a  right  to  complain.  So  many 
questions  had  been  raised  and  so  many 
interests  were  involved  by  the  Bill  that 
they  could  do  no  better  toan  postpone  it 
until  they  had  fuller  information  on  various 
points,  and  until  a  new  House  of  Commons 
had  given  their  opinion  upon  it,  and  the 
delay  of  a  year  in  passing  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  weigh  for  a  single  moment.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

On  Question,  Whether  the  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  ?  Their 
Lordships  divided  : — Contents  24  ;  Not- 
CoDtenU  86  :  Majority  62. 

ReMched  in  the  Negative. 

Then  the  original  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Friday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  Jun$  12,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— SDPPLr--<;<mni^^  in  CommiUee 
HetohtHont  [June  8]  reported, 

PuBuo  Bills  —  Ordered—Comptroller  of  the  £z- 
ohequer  and  Publio  Audit*  [208]. 

First  Breading — Companies  Workmens'  Elduca- 
tion»  [191]  [Lords];  Parsonages*  [206] 
[Lords] :  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Publio  Audit*  [208]. 

Second  Reading — Poor  Law  Board  Continuance, 
Ac.  [197];  Colonial  Laws  Validity  *  [183]  : 
Colonial  Marriages  Validity  *  [184]  ;  Penalties 
Law  Amendment*  [213]  ;  National  Gallery 
(Dublin)  *  [203]  ;  War  Department  Tramway 
(Devon)  *  [204]  [Lords]  ;  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission (Superannuation   Allowances)*  [201]. 

Committee — Roman  Catholic  Oath  [86]  ;  Re- 
cord of  Title  (Ireland)  [161]  [Lords]  — n.F.  ; 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (re- 
comwi.)  •  [187]— RP. ;  Crown  Suits,  Ac* 
[146]  ;  Penalties  Uw  Amendment  *  [213]  ; 
Inland  Revenue* [169];  Lunatic  Asylum  Act 
(1863)  Ac.,  Amendment*  [196]. 

Report — Roman  Catholic  Oath  [86];  Crown 
Suits,  &o.  *  [146]  ;  Inland  Revenue  *  [169] ; 
Lunatic  Asylum  Act  (1863)  Ac.  Amendment  * 
[196]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Constabulary  Force 
(Ireland)  Act  Amendment  [178];  Prisons* 
[141];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  * 

ri77j. 

Third  Reading -^  Defence  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment •  [176] ;  Procurators  (Scotland)  *  [167]  ; 
PiloUge  Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *[131], 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Writs  Registration  Ao.  (Scotland)  * 
[48],  [Mr.  Dunlop]. 

WESTMINSTER   IMPROVEMENT^  BILL, 
{^Lordt]  (6y  Order.) 

BBOOMD     READING. 

Bill  read  2o. 

Motion  made,  and  Questioa  proposed, 
«  That  the  Bill  be  committed." 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  laid,  he 
rose  to  propose  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  half  the  Memhers 
of  which  should  be  selected  by  that  House 
and  half  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
with  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to 
introduce  a  pro? ision  into  the  measure  to 
secure  the  erection  of  buildings  suitable  to 
the  aooommodation  of  the  poorer  popula- 
tion whose  dwellings  were  to  be  removed 
by  the  Westminster  Cqmmissioners  under 
the  Bill.  He  should,  therefore,  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
on  the  ground  that  this  was  a  hybrid  Bill, 
partaking  both  of  a  publio  and  private 
character. 


Amendment  propoaed,  at  the  end  of  tha 
Question,  to  add  the  words  "  to  a  Select 
Committee,  half  the  Members  to  be  named 
by  the  House,  and  half  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection." — {Ur,  Augustui  SmUh.) 

Question  proposed*  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  TITE  said,  this  was  distinctly  a  pri- 
vate Bill,  and  had  passed  the  House  of  Lords 
as  such.  A  Commission  was  constituted 
under  a  Bill  which  passed  in  I860,  for  the 
purpose  of  winding  up  that  most  unfortu- 
nate speculation  of  the  Westminster  Im- 
provement Commissioners  in  Yictoris 
Street.  The  latter  body  raised  £300,000 
on  mortgaofe  and  £700,000  on  debentare 
bonds.  The  mortgages  were  of  a  most 
complicated  kind,  and  they  were  remitted 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  as  the 
money  was  realized  it  would  be  paid  into 
that  Court  for  distribution  to  those  who 
were  entitled  to  it.  With  regard  to  the 
£700,000,  they  were  doing  their  best  to 
realize  such  payments  as  remained.  The 
Commission  had  remitted  to  them  two  im- 
provements under  the  Bill  of  1860  for  the 
widening  of  two  streets  opening  into  Vic- 
toria Street,  and  the  great  charities  m 
Westminster  were  all  in  favour  of  the 
Commission  obtaining  the  powers  sought 
by  this  Bill.  The  Bill  was  entirely  unop- 
posed, and  they  did  not  ask  power  to  take 
down  more  than  twenty-seven  houses,  which 
were  of  a  most  miserable  description,  and 
those  in  Union  Court  appropriated  to  the 
vilest  purposes. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  this  wu 
a  Private  Bill,  and  he  hoped  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  Truro  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  Bill  had  passed 
through  the  House  of  Lords  as  a  Private 
Bill,  and  if  it  had  been  a  Public  one  it 
would  not  have  been  there  treated  in  the 
manner  it  had  been.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
in  withdrawing  his  Amendment  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  treated  on  this  as  it  was  on  a  previous 
occasion  as  a  hybrid  Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  hybrid  Bills.  When 
a  Bill  was  introduced  into  that  Hoaae  as 
a  Public  Bill  which  involved  private  inte- 
rests it  was  subjected  to  the  same  ezamt- 
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nation  which  was  pro?ided  for  Private 
Bills ;  but  strictly  Prirate  Bills  were  never 
tamed  into  hybrids. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  vn^draum. 
Main  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  committed. 


THE  SATURDAY  HALF-HOLIDAY  AND 
THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  be  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  will  be 
pleased  to  extend  to  the  OflBcers  and  Clerks 
of  the  Civil  Service,  who  have  presented 
a  Memorial,  the  Saturday  half-holiday 
allowed  in  other  Establishments  ? 

ViBOOUNT  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
intended  to  appoint  a  .Commission  com- 
posed of  a  few  persons  connected  with  the 
Poblio  Offices  to  ascertain  how  far  the 
prayer  of  the  memorial  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  be  com- 
plied witb  without  materially  inconveni- 
encing the  public  service.  It  would  be 
Tery  desirable  that,  if  possible,  what  the 
memorialists  asked  should  be  granted,  but 
he  was  unable  to  state  to  what  extent  it 
could  be  done  until  after  the  inquiry  had 
been  made. 

CUSTOM  HOUSE  CHARQES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  LYALL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why  the 
Custom  House  authorities  charge  the  mer- 
dianta  for  the  attendance  of  their  officers 
en  goods  in  transit  after  their  arrival  with- 
in the  docks,  as,  in  that  case,  the  officer 
is  immediately  removed  from  the  ship  or 
lighter,  but  this  charge  continues  to  be 
Bade  though  no  officer  is  employed  ? 

Mr.  peel  said,  in  reply,  that  the  pri- 
vilege of  removing  goods  in  transit  with- 
out examination  was  given  on  condition 
that  the  merchant  should  defray  all  the 
expenses  incurred  by  the  Crown  in  conse- 
quence. Goods  within  the  docks  still 
required  watching,  the  only  difference 
being  that  the  officer  who  watched  them 
was  on  land  instead  of  being  on  board  the 
lighter. 

Mil  LTALL  said,  he  understood  that 
one  officer  acted  for  a  great  number  of 
ships. 

Mr.  PEEL  said,  in  that  case  the  ships 
would  only  have  to  pay  for  one  officer. 


WEST  INDIES  POSTAGE  RATES. 

QUBsnoir. 


Mr.  CAVE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Postage  of  Letters  from  France  to  the 
West  Indies,  vid  Southampton,  by  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steamers  amounts  to  eight- 
pence,  while  that  from  England  amounts 
to  one  shilling ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  prin- 
ciple ? 

Mb.  PEEL  said,  in  reply,  that  our 
charge  was  Is,  per  half-ounce  from  this 
country  to  the  West  Indies,  and  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  it  had  been  fixed  at 
that  rate  was  in  order  to  make  the  ser- 
vice, as  far  as  possible,  self-supporting. 
The  French  Government  charged  &d  for 
a  quarter  of  an  ounce,  and  1«.  4d.  per 
half-ounce,  from  France  to  the  West  In- 
dies, through  this  country.  He  did  not 
know  by  what  principle  their  rates  were 
regulated,  but  they  only  paid  us  li.  per 
ounce  for  those  letters  which  we  conveyed 
for  them  in  our  packets. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  OATH  BILL. 
[bill  86.]     OOlOaTTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Form  of  Oath.) 

Mr.  HASSARD  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  count-out  on  Friday  night 
he  was  prevented  from  moving  that  it 
should  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  draw  up  one  uniform  oath  to  be  taken 
by  Members  of  that  House.  He  under- 
stood it  was  incompetent  for  him  to  move 
now  the  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Sir  HUGH  CAIRNS :  Sir,  in  rising 
to  propose  an  alteration  in  line  32  of  this 
clause  I  shall  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make 
any  lengthened  observations,  having  stated 
on  a  former  evening  the  reasons  which  in« 
duced  me  to  offer  this  Amendment  to  the 
Committee.  The  Bill  originally  was  in- 
troduced on  the  ground  that  certain  provi- 
sions in'theoath  taken  by  Roman  Catholic 
Members  were  unnecessary  and  offensive, 
and  attention  was  directed  more  particu- 
larly to  that  portion  of  the  oath  where  the 
person  taking  it  is  made  to  declare  that  he 
doth— 

"  Renounoe,  reject,  and  abjure  the  opinion  that 
persons  excommunioated  bj  the  Pope  or  other 
authoritj  of  the  See  of  Rome  may  be  deposed  or 
murdered  bj  their  subjects  or  other  persons  what- 
ever." 
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It  was  said,  '*  Tou  there  make  a  Roman 
Catholic  Memher  of  the  House  depose  that 
he  disaTOWB  that  which  he  does  not  admit 
e?er  was  a  tenet  of  the  Church  to  which 
he  belongs  ;  and  jou  make  him  do  what 
is  tantamount  to  saving  that  he  does  not 
intend  to  commit  murder  himself  or  coun- 
tenance it  in  others — a  demand  which  is 
directly  offensi?e."  Now,  that  has  always 
seemed  to  me  a  very  sound  view  of  the 
case ;  and,  accordingly,  I  was  very  glad 
to  see  that  passage  omitted  from  the  earlier 
part  of  the  proposed  oath.  In  like  man- 
ner, the  latter  part  of  the  oath  necessitates 
the  repudiation  of  any  intention  to  equiva- 
oate,  evade,  or  use  mental  resenration — 
an  assumption  which  Roman  Catholic 
Members  held  it  was  an  insult  to  a  man  of 
honour  to  put  forward.  The  provision  is 
offensive  and  unnecessary,  and,  therefore, 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  omitted.  Up  to 
that  point  I  entirely  go  with  those  who 
propose  this  Bill,  but  there,  I  am  afraid, 
my  agreement  with  them  stops.  There  is 
another  part  to  which  the.  arguments  em- 
ployed in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  have 
no  application  whatever,  and  that  is  the 
part  of  the  oath  I  propose  shall  be  restored. 
It  makes  the  person  who  takes  it  declare 
as  follows : — 

"  I  do  swear  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of 
my  power  the  settlement  of  property  within  this 
realm,  as  established  by  the  laws  ;  and  I  do  hereby 
disclaim,  disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  inten- 
tion to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment, 
as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm ;  and  I  do 
solemnly  swear  that  I  never  will  exercise  any 
privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  become  entitled 
to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  religion  or 
Protestant  Government  in  the  United  Kingdom." 

The  Committee  will  observe  that  we  are 
not  engaged  in  composing  one  uniform 
form  of  oath  for  every  Member  of  this 
House,  though  whether  it  may  be  the  will  of 
the  House  in  a  future  Session  to  entertain 
that  question  I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 
The  work  upon  which  we  are  engaged 
is  simply  the  modification  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  oath  ;  and  the  question  is,  how 
we  are  to  remove  from  the  oath  everything 
which  is  unnecessary  and  everything  which 
is  offensive,  at  the  same  time  preserving 
all  that  is  substantial  and  all  that  desig- 
nates the  purpose  and  the  end  for  which 
the  oath  in  the  first  insttince  was  intro- 
duced. In  that  view  of  the  case  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  no  ar/^ument  has  been 
advanced  for  omitting  that  portion  of  the 
oath  which  I  ask  the  Committee  to  restore. 
The  only  one  I  have  heard  attempted  has 
been  this — that  the  defence  of  the  Church, 
Sir  Bugh  Cainu 


of  the  Protestant  religion,  of  Protestant 
institutions  in  this  country,  does  not  rest 
on  an  oath  of  this  description,  but  on  far 
higher  grounds,  I  quite  agree  .that  the 
defence  of  the  Church  and  of  the  Pro- 
testant institutions  of  this  country  rest  on 
higher  grounds— on  the  affections  of  the 
people,  and  on  the  persuasion  entertained 
by  the  great  majority  that  those  inatita- 
tions  and  that  Church  are  best  calenlated 
for  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  the  people. 
But  I  ask  the  Committee  to  observe  how 
much  too  far  the  argument  I  hare  men- 
tioned goes.  In  the  oath  which  we  pro- 
pose to  pass  I  find  this  provision — 

**  I  do  faithfully  promise  to  maintain,  support, 
and  defend,  to  the  utmost  of  my  power,  the  snc- 
oessidn  of  the  Crown,  which  suooession,  by  sn 
Act  intituled  An  Act  for  the  Further  Limitation 
of  the  Crown  and  better  securing  the  Rights  and 
Liberties  of  the  Subject,  is  and  stands  limited  to 
the  Princess  Sophia,  'Electress  of  Hanover,  and 
the  heirs  of  her  body,  being  Protestants." 

You  might  just  as  well  apply  the  argument 
here,  and  say  the  succession  to  the  Crown 
does  not  depend  on  the  oath  to  be  taken 
by  individual  Members  of  Parliament,  but 
on  the  loyal  affections  of  the  subjects  of 
this  country,  and  on  the  feeling  pervading 
the  whole  of  this  land  that  the  succession 
which  has  conferred  blessings  without 
number  upon  the  country  is  not  one  they 
would  willingly  surrender.  Yet  we  do  take 
this  oath  as  a  mark  and  pledge  from  those 
having  seats  in  this  House  that  they  will 
defend  the  succession  which  has  become 
the  established  succession  in  this  country. 
And  in  the  same  way  it  was  as  one  of  the 
guarantees  for  the  security  of  the  Bstab- 
lished  Church,  not  merely  the  branch  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  but  the 
Established  Church  as  a  whole — it  was.  I 
say,  as  one  of  the  guarantees  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Protestant  Government  and 
of  the  Protestant  religion  in  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom,  that  this  oath  was  introduced 
in  the  year  1829,  and  formed  part  of  the 
terms  upon  which  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow  •  subjects  obtained  seats  in  this 
House.  As  to  its  having  proved  eflSca- 
cious  in  its  operation,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  a  repetition  of  various  in- 
stances which  have  been  already  brought 
under  its  notice.  I  might  advert  by  name 
to  the  declarations,  not  of  those  who  still 
sit  with  us,  but  of  others  who  have  passed 
from  us,  that  this  oath  did  prevent  them 
from  entering  upon  any  aggressions  on  the 
Established  Church  and  Protestant  Insti- 
tutions of  the  country;  and  though  I  can- 
not of  course  mention  names,  I  speak  with 
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eoDiiderable  confidence  when  I  say  that  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Hassard)  hat 
maoj  Members  of  the  House  at  this  rao-  told  us  that  he  was  unfortunately  prevented 
ment  feel  themselves  in  the  same  way  by  an  accident  from  moring  his  Resolution 
bound  in  honour  by  this  oath.  What  is  on  Friday,  which,  if  done*  would  have 
the  proposal  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  allowed  the  Committee  to  go  into  the  sub- 
man  makes  ?  He  wishes  to  haye  this  oath  ject  today.  I  go  even  farther  than  the 
abrogated,  because  he  desires  to  be  free  hon.  Member  for  Waterford.  I  would 
to  do  the  very  thing  the  oath  was  framed  like  to  see,  not  a  uniform  oath,  but  a 
to  prevent.     He  says,  in  effect —  uniform  declaration,  from  all  Members  of 

**  We  detira  to  be  perfectly  free  to  attack  the  ^^®  House.     At  present  some  hon.  Mem- 

Eftablislied  Church,  to  overthrow  it  when  we  hers  of  the  House  are  unable  to  take  an 

ean,  where  we  can, and  how  we  can;  and  becauM  oath,  but  they  are  allowed  to  make  a  de- 

Iii^''tL^'^t.*''  ^^'*^*''*  ^  ^"^  "^^  ''^  claration.     I  do  not  see,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 

,_*..„  her    for    the    Borough    of    Northampton 

I  trust  the  Committee  will  not  assent  to  (Mr.  Gilpin)  goes  to  the  table  and  makes 

the  proposition  so  openly  ayowed,  and  so  a    declaration    of    allegiance,    why    the 

completely  antagonistic  to  the  purpose  for  Member  for  the  County  of  Northampton 

which  the  oath  was  originally  introduced.  (Mr.   Hunt)    should    not    do    the   same. 

In  proposing  to  add  to  the  clause  the  words  The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton   ob- 

of  which  I  have  giyen  notice,  I  am  simply  jects  to  taking  an  oath.     I  do  not ;    but 

moving  to  restore  the  oath,  so  far  as  it  j  consider  a  declaration  in  my  case  just  as 

relates  to  the  Established  Church,  to  the  good  as  an  oath.     I  draw  a  distinction  be- 

form  given  to  it  in  the  year  1829.  tween  a  promissory  oath  and  an  oath  to  give 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  32,  ^i*ue  evidence.     When  you  take  an  oath  in 

afterthe  word  <'Realm,'*to  insert  the  words,  a  court  of  justice  to  speak  all  you  know, 

M4  1  A             *!.  *  T     11  4  £.  J  *   *v     *      X  J^^  ^^^  aware  of   all  the  circumstances 

•*I  do  swear,  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  Ii,.*.   _._    .ir^i.  ««.,*  ^i^A   «*   ♦k^  ♦i^^  . 

of  ID7  power  the  lettlement  of  property  within  **'*^  ®*°   ^^^^  JJ"'  "^'"^  f '  ^^^  ^^^^  5 

this  Realm,  as  efltablhhed  by  the  Uws ;  and  I  but  when  you  take  an  oath  as   to  your 

do  hereby  disclaim,  disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  future  conduct,  you  take  an  oath   without 

any  intention   to   subvert  the  present  Church  knowing     what    the    circumstances    may 

Establishment,  as   settled  by  Law  witwn  this  ^e.  which  may  influence  your  mind  when 

Realm;  and  I  do  solemnly  swear,  that  I  never  .i        .*              "^        ^           %            t      i      ui 

will  exercise  any  privUege  to  which  I  am  or  may  J^«    ^^"®    «0««8    ^?r    action.      I    should 

beeome  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Pro-  "ke  to  see  all  promissory  oaths  done  away 

testant  Religion  or  Protestant  Government  in  the  with,  and  a  declaration  substituted.     You, 

VniUd  Kmg4om:'^Sir  Hwfh  Caimt.)  Sir,  have  ruled  that  we  cannot  so  alter 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  the  Bill  in  its  present  stage,  but  I  think 

be  there  added.  '  it  can    be  done   on    a   future   occasion, 

Mr.  HUNT  :  Sir,  it  is  with  groat  re-  ?»<^^l  *^^P?  *^«  S^'J"®,?^  TT*  *^ 
<fret  that  I  differ  from  my  hon.  and  learned  »t8  being  done.  If  in  1865  the  House 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  ;  and  I  feel  ^^i?^P?"®*  '^  distinctive  oath  on  Roman 
anxious  not  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  tliis  Catholics,  we  may  be  interposing  an  ob- 
Bobject.  I  have  always  fought  with  him  f^«^«  *^  *^«  ^*"''«  consideration  of  the 
in  support  of  the  Established  Church,  and  ^''JS^''  question  of  the  substitution  for  oath 
I  hope  to  do  so  again,  and  therefore,  I  am  ?^  »  general  declaration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
anxious  not  to  lie  under  the  imputotion  of  ^^"^  ^""J.  ^®*^*«^.  P"*«  "*  to  the  House 
being  a  supposed  enemy  of  the  Church  by  *?**  *?'•  ?**?,  »*  *  great  bulwark  to  the 
voting  against  his  Amendment.  My  hon.  Established  Church,  and  he  is  therefore 
and  learned  Friend  has  alluded  to  the  pos-  »"»>?^^»  ^  preserve  it.  Now  I  do  not 
sibility  of  some  uniform  oath  being  framed  ?onsider  it  any  bulwark  at  aU.  I  regard 
in  a  future  Pnriiament  in  lieu  of  that  now  »*  "  ^^  obsolete,  a  clumsy,  and  a  worn-out 
taken.  I  was  in  hope  there  was  no  need  contrivance.  It  will  be  the  same  sort  of  de- 
for  delay,  but  that  we  might  have  taken  fence  as  the  Dannewerke  was  to  the  Danes, 
advantage  of  this  golden  opportunity,  and  "^^^l  expecting  an  attack  by  the  nfled  guns 

by  sweeping  away  all  marks  of  religious  ?f  .*^«  ^i."*®]?""-     ^7  ^V  """"^  1"^*^°®^ 

dWerences  between  persons  coming  to  that  Friend  (Sir  Hugh   Cairns)  says  that,  so 

Ubie  have  handed  down  a  glorious  legacy  ^^PS  ?»  we  keep  up  this  prohibition,  oer- 

from  an  expiring  Parliament  to  its  sue-  **J°.  ^^^'  Members  will  be  deterred  from 

eessor.     For  myself,  I  do  not  despair  of  *?^*°«  »  ««/**«"  <^o«"f-     No'^'   ^   J^»°^ 

seeing  such  an  oath  introduced  and  carried  that  ©very  Member  of  the  House  ought  to 

during  the  present   Session.    The  hon.  ^^  ^^^  •"<*  competent  to  vote  on  any 
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qaestion  whatever.  I  think  it  tenahle 
ground  to  say  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
should  not  he  admitted  to  the  House  at 
all ;  hut  to  say  we  will  admit  Members 
into  the  House,  into  a  deliberatiye  Assem- 
hly,  and  to  add  that  they  should  yote  only 
on  particular  subjects,  or  if  they  did  vote 
on  others  that  they  should  yote  only  in  a 
particular  way,  is  to  impose  disabilities  of 
a  highly  objectionable  character.  And 
then  would  arise  the  question,  who  were 
to  be  the  judges  of  the  questions  which 
the  Roman  Catholics  should  be  allowed  to 
yote  on  ?  There  would  be  great  diflSculty 
in  this  matter.  There  was  an  instance 
quoted  the  other  night  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Edward 
Howard).  The  noble  Lord  said  that  many 
Members  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  the  Church  that  church 
rates  should  be  abolished  ;  and,  therefore, 
that  hon.  Members,  notwithstanding  the 
oath,  might  vote  for  their  abolition.  I  am 
of  a  contrary  opinion  ;  and  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  yoting  for  the  abolition  of  church 
rates  would  be  a  yiolation  of  that  oath. 
But  why  should  Roman  Catholic  Members 
be  put  in  this  position  of  doubt  and  per- 
plexity ?  I  say  again,  the  Roman  Catholic 
Member  when  he  comes  to  this  House 
ought  to  be  able  to  giye  his  vote  on  every 
subject  that  comes  before  the  House.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that  the  oath 
had  prevented  Roman  Catholic  Members 
from  yoting  on  several  occasions.  But,  if 
so,  I  say  that  is  a  reason  for  abolishing  it. 
On  a  former  occasion  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  reminded  the  House  that  they  were 
not  imposing  the  oath  for  the  first  time. 
Well,  that  is  an  important  admission.  If 
it  meant  anything  it  meant  that  he  would 
not  insert  the  words  in  a  new  oath.  But 
if  the  words  —  imposed  under  particular 
circumstances  in  1829 — were  unreasonable 
or  improper  now,  was  that  a  reason  why 
we  should  retain  them  ?  It  is  said  that 
there  was  a  compact  in  1829.  Well,  I 
oan  understand  that  at  that  time  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  willing  to  oome  in 
on  any  terms.  Persons  for  a  long  time 
barred  out  in  the  cold  would  not  be  un- 
willing to  sit  at  the  hospitable  board 
within,  even  if  they  sat  below  the  salt. 
But  is  it  fair  and  generous  to  keep  them 
to  the  terms  of  this  bad  bargain  ?  I  am 
prepared  to  place  Roman  Catholics  on  the 
footing  of  other  Members  by  enabling  them 
to  vote  on  all  subjects ;  and  I  shall,  there- 
fore, vote  against  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  Hunt 


Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  unmistakable  tendency  of  public 
opinion  in  the  last  few  years  has  been  to 
meet  the  claims  of  oar  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-subjects  in  a  spirit  of  rational  con- 
ciliation, and  I  ascribe  that  general  ten- 
dency of  public  opinion  to  causes  which, 
at  the  time,  were  oaloulated,  I  think,  to 
lead  us  to  believe  that  a  very  diflPerent 
result  might  be  brought  about.  I  attribute 
it  to  those  circumstances  popularly  known 
as  the  "  Papal  aggression.'  At  that  time 
those  who  were  then  in  the  House  will 
remember  that  what  happened  was  really 
so  misconceived,  and  I  may  be  permitted, 
speaking  historically,  to  add,  so  misma- 
naged by  the  Government  of  the  day,  that 
it  did  appear  that  there  was  a  prospect 
before  us  of  a  prolongation  of  that  re- 
ligious rancour  which  it  was  the  hope  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  nation  had  passed 
away.  When  the  Prime  Minister  of  'the 
country  appeared  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  informed  us  with  all  the  au- 
thority of  official  responsibility  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  there  was  a 
decided  Papal  conspiracy  against  the  liber- 
ties of  Europe,  and  that  the  ecclesiastical 
arrangements  which  had  then  taken  place 
were  part  and  parcel  of  that  conspiracy,  it 
appeared  to  us  all  that  we  were  approach* 
ing  a  period  of  religious  exasperation 
which  would  probably  again  disturb  and 
darken  society,  for  some  time  emanci- 
pating itself  from  that  fatal  infiuenee. 
On  the  contrary,  our  expectations  #ere 
happily  disappointed.  The  result  of  that 
important  event  appears  to  have  been 
exactly  the  contrary  of  what  was  expected. 
The  result  was  really  that  it  made  tlio 
country  much  more  tolerant  than  before  ; 
and  that  may  be  ascribed  to  this  cause. 
There  was  so  unmistakable  a  demonstra- 
tion of  Protestant  feeling  in  England,  a 
sentiment  so  profound,  so  fervent,  and  so 
extensive  in  favour  of  our  Protestant 
institutions,  that  when  the  hubbub  was 
over,  and  the  excitement  had  subsided, 
there  was  a  disposition  to  look  on  the 
claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  without  dis- 
trust, to  view  them  with  candour,  and  to 
meet  them  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation.  I 
believed  at  that  time,  and,  from  information 
which  has  reached  me  from  many  eminent 
members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion, 
I  believe  now,  that  all  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  England  and  Ireland, 
really  desired,  and  what  they  now  desire, 
is  that  they  should  enjoy  the  full  and  free 
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exeroiM  of  their  religion.    I  beliere  that 
ibe  Roman  Catboliot  did  not  desire  to 
obtain  more  ;  and  I  believe  that  the  great 
body  of  their  Protestant  fellow-sabjeots 
did  not  desire  to  grant  less.     Bui,  unfor- 
tunatelj,  there    are    extreme  parties  on 
both  sides.     There  is»   Sir,   an  extreme 
Protestant  party,  and  there  is  an  extreme 
Roman   Catholic   party,   and  their  views 
differ  from  the  views  which  are,  I  believe, 
the  convictions,  opinions,  and  sentiments 
of  the  great  majority  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,   whether  Protestants  or  Roman 
Catholics.  There  is  an  extreme  Protestant 
party  who  persist  in  believing  that  every 
Roman  Catholic  is  a  Jesuit.     There  is, 
on   the  other  hand,  an  extreme  Roman 
Catholic  party   who,    the  moment    their 
aggressive    indiscretion   excites  comment 
and  perhaps  a  little  distrust,  immediately 
raise  a  howl  that  their  Protestant  fellow- 
countrymen  wish  to  revive  all  the  Roman 
Catholic  disabilities.     Now,  if  the  opinions 
of  either  of  these  sections  were  predomi- 
nant in  this  country  the  government  of 
Her    Majesty's  dominions  would   be  im- 
possible.    Fortunately,  although  noisy  and 
bustling,  they  are  limited  in  their  influence, 
and  the  general  sentiment  of  the  country 
eontrols  their  violence  and  extravagance. 
What  may  be  called  the  Gulf  Stream  of 
common-sense  softens  and  subdues  their 
violence  and  asperity.    Hitherto  we  have 
socceeded— no  doubt  with  some  diflSculty 
and  with  constant  misrepresentation  and 
misconception — but  hitherto  we  have  suc- 
ceeded   in    supporting  and   realizing   on 
both  sides  the   policy  which  commenced 
in  1829,  and  which  the  general  opinion  of 
this  eoantry  recognised  as   being  sound, 
politic,  and  just.     The  violent  section  of 
the   Roman  Catholic  party  have  always 
thooght    that  they  could   advance  their 
views  by  attacking  the  Established  Church, 
and  especially  by  attacking  the  Bstablished 
Church  in  Ireland.     I  must.  Sir,  express 
my  opinion,  wishing  to  view  the  case  in 
the  aame  manner  as  an  enlightened  and 
patriotic  member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  might  do,  that  that  is  a  very  great 
error->I  mean  that  it  is  a  course  which  very 
Bueh  injures  the  advance  of  those  views 
which  have  been  on  both  sides  recognised 
as  jnst  and  desirable.     If  I  might  be  per- 
mitted to  view  the  question  as  a  Roman 
Catholio  Member,  I  should  say  that,  being 
devoted  to  my  religion,  being  anxious  to 
obtain   that   full,  fair,  and  free  exercise 
of  that  religion  which  has  been  recognized 


by  leading  men  of  all  parties  and  bv  the 
great  majority  of  this  House  and  of  the 
conn  try  as  jnst  and  desirable,  no  course 
could  be  taken  more  opposed  to  the  fulfil, 
ment  of  this  expectation  than  an  attack  on 
the  Established   Church  of  this  country. 
Into  the  question  of  the  Established  Church 
in   Enelaud  I  do  not  now  wish  to  enter. 
I  would  speak  of  the  Established  Church 
in    Ireland,    and   I   will   confine    myself 
to  that  point.     That   Church  underwent 
some  thirty  years  ago,  in  the  memory  of 
many  Members  of  this  House,  a  very  stern 
and  severe  revision.     Its  wealth,  always 
exaggerated,  was  then  much  diminished, 
and  when  diminished  was  distributed  in  a 
manner  which  tended   greatly  to   its  in- 
creased  utility  and   efficiency.     I  should 
remember  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland    really  rested   upon   the  spiritual 
sympathies,  if  not  of  a  majority  of  the 
country,  still  on  the  spiritual  sympathies 
of  a  very  considerable  minority,  not  to  be 
estimated  by  numbers  merely  or  by  being  in 
strict  communion  with  that  Church,  and  I 
should  remember  also  that  that  very  nu- 
merous minority  were  distinguished  by  their 
intelligence,    by  their  property,  by  their 
zeal,  and  by  a  firmness  of  character  which 
is  universally   recognized.     I  should   re- 
member, also,  that  totally  irrespective  of 
those  circumstances  peculiar  to  Ireland,  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland   has   never    been    seriously    me- 
naced  by   the  Roman  Catholics   without 
exciting  and  developing  in  this  country  the 
latent  sympathies  of  millions  of  the  popu- 
lation, which  proves  how  deeply  and  keenly 
they  are  interested  in  its  maintenance.     If 
I  were  the  character  I  have  contemplated— 
and  it  is  not  a  rare  one — I  mean  an  en- 
lightened Member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
body,  I  would  look  at  the  question  of  the 
Irish  Church  apart  from  ecclesiastical  and 
spiritual  considerations  ;  I  would  look  at  it 
both  as  a  politician  and  a  statesman.     I 
should  remember,  in  the  first  place,  that  if 
there  be  anything  which  the  experience  of 
the  last  thirty  years  has  proved  ;  if  there  be 
any  conviction  which  all  our  debates,  our  in- 
vestigations, our  Commissions  of  Inquiry, 
and  our  prolonged  discussions  have  demon- 
strated, it  is  this-*that  what  you  want  in 
Ireland  is  to  create  and  not  to  destroy. 
And,  under  these  circumstances,  how  far 
would  the  advancement  and  improvement 
of  Ireland  be  favoured,  if,  by  subverting 
the  Established  Churoh  the  immediate  re- 
sult would  be  to  withdraw  the  beneficial 


66 


£aman  CaihoUc 


(COMMONS) 


Oath  Bm. 


56 


inflaence  of  a  body  of  enlightened  men 
spread  over  the  conntrj,  distinguished, 
even  by  the  admission  of  their  opponents, 
for  their  piety  and  their  active  virtues  ?  I 
would  even  press  the  case  a  little  further, 
and  I  trust  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  will  not  find  fault  with 
me  for  doing  so.  I  have  no  wish  to  insult 
their  religion.  On  the  contrary,  I  respect 
their  ancient  faith  and  the  venerable  see 
to  which  they  defer.  But  I  would  ask 
them  to  recollect  that  thirty  years  ago 
Roman  Catholicism  made  a  partnership 
with  modern  Liberalism,  the  object  of 
which  was  the  destruction  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  That  compact 
and  confederacy  were  carried  on  under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances.  In 
consequence  of  it  they  have  virtually  had 
the  government  of  England  during  the  last 
thirty  years.  They  have,  with  scarcely  an 
interval,  dictated  the  policy  of  England, 
and  greatly  influenced  the  policy  of  Europe. 
And  what  has  been  the  consequence  of  the 
alliance  between  Roman  Catholicism  and 
modem  Liberalism  on  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  The  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  still  exists.  It  has  suf- 
fered no  diminution  in  its  influence,  or 
decrease  in  its  strength.  I  may,  without 
exaggeration,  say  that  its  moral  autho- 
rity has  increased,  and  that  those  who 
minister  to  its  offices  are  generally  recog- 
nized as  a  body  of  men  who  for  their  piety 
and  learning,  and  for  the  fulfilment  of  the 
higher  and  loftier  purposes  of  existence, 
are  not  second  to  any  body  of  clergy  in 
the  world.  But,  may  I  ask  my  Roman 
Catholic  Colleagues  in  this  House  what  has 
been  the  effect  of  the  alliance  upon  another 
Church,  and  one  possessing  their  affec- 
tionate devotion.  I  will  not  paint  the 
consequences  of  that  compact.  I  will  leave 
them  to  the  consciences  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic Members.  They  are  fresh  in  their 
memory.  The  result  has  been  to  all  but 
destroy  the  temporal  power,  and  in  some 
degree  endanger  the  spiritual  authority  of 
that  ancient  throne,  the  fall  of  which,  for  the 
sake  of  European  peace  and  for  considera- 
tions connected  with  this  country  is,  I  hold 
to  be,  regarded  with  apprehension.  Wo 
know  not  the  day  that  a  telegram  may  not 
arrive  announcing  the  fatal  result  of  the 
policv  adopted  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  this  country  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland. 
That  beinff  the  view  which  a  candid  and 
enlightened  Roman  Catholic  might  be  likely 
to  take  of  this  question,  allow  me  to  remind 


the    House  in  what  position    Parliament 
was  this  year  with  reference  to  the  Irish 
Church.     We    knew  very   well   that   an 
association  had  been  formed  in  Ireland,  the 
main  object  of  which  was  the  subversion  of 
the  Established  Church  in  that  country. 
It  was  founded  by  the  Roman   Catholic 
hierarchy,  and  the  most  eminent  prelate  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  both  for  talent 
and  authority,  presided  over  its  first  assem- 
bly.    I  may  be  told  and  have  been  told, 
and   have  heard  with  much  satisfaction, 
that  that  meeting  and  that  association  were 
no  evidence  whatever  of  the  feeling  of  the 
great  Roman  Catholic  body.     But  I  ask 
my  Roman  Catholic  Colleagues  in  this  House 
to   put   themselves  in    our  position,   and 
ascertain  what  their  feelings  would  be  if 
they  found  themselves  in  a  situation  some- 
what analogous.      Suppose  there  was  an 
association  in  this  country  formed  by  the 
bench  of  bishops  and  presided  over  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  and  supported 
by  parties  in  authority,  which  was  to  pass 
strong  and  vehement  resolutions  ;  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  undoubted  progress  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  it  was  necessary 
that  we  should  revive  the  Roman  Catholic 
disabilities.     It  might  be  shown  to  them 
that  none  of  the  influential   men   of  the 
Tory  party  belonged  to  such  association, 
yet  they  would  say,  **  If  your  bishops  origi- 
nated and  the  Primate  presided  at  a  meeting 
which  passed  such  resolutions  it  is  impos- 
sible to  deny   that   that  was   a   meeting 
representing    Protestant    feeling    in    the 
country,   and  we  must  take  measures  to 
defend  our  own  interests."  And  who  would 
blame   them  ?      That,    unfortunately,   we 
know  was  the  state  of  things  when  Parlia- 
ment met.    Then  came  a  debate,  still  open, 
the  subject  of  which  is  the  subversion  of 
the   Established   Church   in  Ireland.     It 
was  not  certainly  introduced  by  a  Roman 
Catholic  Member,   but  with  the  greatest 
consistency    by    an    hon.    Member   (Mr. 
Dillwyn),    who    has    a    right    to     make 
Motions    against    all    possible     churches. 
Roman  Catholic  Members  supported  that 
Motion.    I  am  sorry  that  they  did  so.     I 
am  astonished   that  such  a  thing  should 
have  happened,  because  it   is  impossible 
for  us  to  be  perfectly  blind  to  the  signs  of 
the  times  in  which  we  live.     The  signs  of 
the  times  in  which  we  live  are  not  like  the 
signs  of  the  times  thirty  years  ago,  when 
compacts  were  entered  into  between  Roman 
Catholics  and  Liberals  for  the  destruction 
of  the  Established  Church.     The  existing 
signs  of  the  times  are  not  favourable  to 
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intGrnecine  hostilities  bejkween  Christian 
cbarohes,  and  I  should  have  thought  that 
Roman  Catholics  would  hafe  hesitated  to 
attack  any  Christian  Church  though 
such  Church  were  not  in  communion 
with  themselves.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Monsell)  has  come  forward  and 
asked  you  to  repeal  the  Roman  Catholic 
oath.  I  entirely  acquit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  any  sinister  design.  I  am 
quite  couTinced,  from  what  I  know  of  his 
character,  that  whether  this  were  the  first 
or  the  last  year  of  Parliament,  and  with- 
out reference  to  any  political  considerations, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  hare  taken 
the  first  or  the  best  opportunity  that  offered 
for  submitting  the  question  in  which  he  is 
warmly  interested  to  our  consideration. 
It  was  perfectly  competent  for  any  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bring  such  a  Motion  forward. 
It  has  been  raised  in  this  House  before, 
if  not  in  the  present,  in  the  last  Parliament, 
and  the  question  is  one  which  any  hon. 
Gentleman,  whatever  his  political  or  reli- 
gious views,  was  justified  at  any  time  in 
bringing  forward.  Nor  is  it  a  question 
which  any  one  who  studies  political* life 
could  suppose  would  not  some  day  or  other 
be  brought  under  our  consideration.  Under 
these  circumstances.  Sir,  we  hare  to  con- 
sider the  course  which  we  ought  to  take. 
I  myself  object  to  the  Bill  as  originally 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  think  it  an  errocto  havo  made 
such  a  Motion.  The  Roman Tatholic  oath, 
as  it  now  exists,  contains  nothing  which  a 
gentleman  might  not  take.  No  one  will 
contend  for  a  moment  that  it  contains  any- 
thing which  a  gentleman  of  the  highest 
honour  and  the  nicest  feelings  might  not 
take.  I  can  myself  truly  say  that  if  I  were 
a  Roman  Catholic  I  should  never  hesitate 
for  a  moment  in  taking  that  oath.  Although 
I  might  prefer  another  form  of  oath,  1 
could  not  find  in  the  form  of  it  as  it  now 
exists  any  obstacle  to  taking  my  seat  in 
this  House.  We  must  remember  this. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House  seems  to  think  that  the  oath 
was  carelessly  accepted  by  the  Roman 
Catholics  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Emancipation  Act  without  criticism  or 
cavil  because  they  were  influenced  by  the 
great  political  result  which  they  could  only 
obtain  on  that  condition.  Now,  I  must 
say  that  does  not  appear  to  me  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  I  will  not  too  strictly  criticize  the 
conduct  of  great  political  leaders  like  Mr. 


O'Connell  or  Mr.  Shell,  who,  with  all  the 
ardour  of  public  life,  might  not  have  been 
very  curious  as  to  the  terms  on  which  they 
agreed  to  obtain  so  sovereign  a  result. 
But  we  must  also  look  to  the  opinions  of 
other  men,  and  when  I  see  one  so  distin- 
guished  for  his  purity  of  character,  for  his 
learning  and  high  intelligence,  and  states- 
manlike qualities  as  Archbishop  Murray, 
I  cannot  agree  that  the  grave  advice  given 
by  Archbishop  Murray  corresponds  with 
the  spirit  and  sentiment  attributed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  Roman  Catholics  who 
accepted  this  oath.  Tou  cannot  inter- 
pret the  public  documents  of  an  ancient 
country  like  England  as  you  would  the 
dt  priori  documents  of  a  new  society 
reared  in  the  backwoods.  Every  public 
document  in  this  country — and  of  all 
public  documents,  oaths — must  be  of  an 
historic  character.  The  oath  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  now  take  was  framed 
from  other  oaths  drawn  up  in  other  Parlia- 
ments, and  I  believe  even  in  Irish  Parlia- 
ments. They  refer  to  great  historic  events; 
and  when  you  have  had  in  an  ancient 
country  contending  dynasties,  conflicting 
churches,  civil  wars,  it  is  totally  impossible 
that  in  public  documents  you  will  not  find 
expressions  indicating  events,  no  doubt 
sources  of  great  sorrow  and  regret,  to 
many  gentlemen,  especially  to  those  who 
profess  the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  But 
this  may  be  snid  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
gentry,  not  only  of  England  but  of  Ire- 
land, that  there  is  nothing  in  these  ex* 
pressions  that  can  bring  shame  upon  them. 
We  are  indebted  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
gentry  of  the  United  Kingdom,  as  much 
as  to  any  portion  of  the  population  of  this 
country,  both  for  having  built  up  its  liber- 
ties and  having  given  illustrious  instances 
of  loyalty  to  their  Sovereign.  Sir,  this  is 
not  the  only  objection  I  entertain  to  this 
matter  being  brought  forward.  It  con- 
cerns a  speculative  and  not  a  practical 
grievance  ;  it  is  likely  to  create  alarm, 
likely  to  create  prejudice,  and  likely  to 
prevent  the  passing  of  measures  which 
might  have  been  of  practical  advantage  to 
the  Roman  Catholics.  I  object,  also,  to 
this  measure  having  been  brought  forward 
by  an  individual  Member.  I  think,  when 
measures  of  this  kind  are  proposed,  they 
should  not  be  brought  forward  by  indi- 
vidual Members  ;  but  if  they  are  brousht 
forward  by  an  individual  Member,  I  thmk 
it  most  unfortunate  they  should  be,  as  in 
this  particular  case,  by  an  individual  Mem- 
ber professing  the  Roman  Catholic  faith. 


T%al  if  ft  foiicj  (4  k  d'lflerrat  chftneter. 
fte  Hght  boB.  GcBtlenaa  miks  ns  to  de- 
cifc  htwt^  ma  oath  tkal  nvw  »iiti  and 
What  u  tfa*  re- 
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I  Ank  Aat  tMp»ti  a  coaridenble  diffi- !  paled  l«,  not  with  iiiwer^ee,  bot  «ith 
callT  iat*  ovr  traataeat  of  the  tobjeet,  |  a  doe  mum  of  tho  impottaat  dstiea  whieh 
htMait  TOB  are  not  caBed  vpoa  by  lh«  Hemben  of  Pariiaoeot  an  calM  vpoa 
ri^  ha«.  Geatlenaa  to  decide  betveeo  :  to  di*efaargc  1  think  ve  AoM  Ml  inta  a 
gmt  enw  if  we  b^  oat  tiM  idea  ia  tkia  age, 
when  aeeaUr  faeliiv  ia>  I  tbi*lc,  loo  msch 
cDctninged  ia  the  traaaaetiom  of  puUie 
life,  that   it  is  our  bniineM  aa  nneh  u 

poanbletomnoTefran  the  eomdoct  of  tb« 

great];  of  onii>-  '  highest  foblie  abirs  th«  Maetmi  of  tn 
wUd  ma^t,  ends  other   oaA.     Another  qoertton  ba«  arisen  in  tlm 

, _BM  ^neations  of  eoDtro-    diaenHion.     The  Seeretaij  of  State,  »1» 

w^.  vhether  the;  meant  aaTthing  or  has  addrwaed  u,  sajs  that  if  there  oagtit 
■edraz :  bat  vbea  a  Ronan'  Catholic !  to  be  an  oath  it  ihonM  be  merelT  the 
McMbw  Hggero  the  r»«cinstraetMM  of  oalh  of  aDegisnee.  Bat  whj,  iTthiBlimited 
an  «aib  aad  makes  maa;  oinisMMS,  the  and  ntilitarian  new  of  affair*  is  to  be 
aatnra:  iaSttrace  ia  the  minds  of  the  uken.  sbooU  there  b«  anj  oath  at  all ! 
peal  badi  U  the  pMpie  who  an  not  w  ^  Some  naj  donbt  that  U>e  Throne  wontd  bs 
leaiaed  3  fwuMal  life  and  hiator;  as  oar-  Jem  lecnn  if  there  wen  no  oath  of  aHegi- 
aatn*.  is.  that  then  mm*,  be  some  object  anee.  The  Qneen  reigns  in  tha  aflleetioni 
B  uteoe  ciisrioB*.  and  that  if  the  object  of  her  sabjccts,  and  if  we  wen  all  uttbg 
is  &T««raUe  to  the  Soman  Catholics  it  here  without  taking  the  oath  of  allegisaee 
i»  aa&rt«r»ble  to  then.  Under  these  I  do  not  imagine  we  eoald  diminiih  Bn 
^vmmaiMMtra  thej  an  natvnJl*  alarmed, .  MajestT*!  ■nthoHtj.  Bat  the  ezperienee  «f 
and  there  is  often  moeh  pnjndice  as  mankind  bastangfat  as  that  tfae  (ndcrand 
w«ll  aa  soand  objectiea  Earonnd  bj  sncfa  proptielj  of  HFe  are  best  conenlted  by  tb* 
a  cowK.  I  tbiak.  ander  theae  c'ircnm- '  eitisens  of  a  Stale  pcriodicanT  declaring, 
ttsMes,  it  it  mneh  to  be  regretted  that :  <»  Mlemn  oeesiioni,  their  altegianca  to  the 
1Mb  >  meunn  ihonU  ban  been  broogbt  fandaBcatal  prineiplca  of  their  eommm- 
farwaid  bv  aa  indrrid^  Uenber  in  swdi  '.  wealth  and  appealing  to  dinne  saaatiaD— 
a  Aai*.  I  thenfign  come  to  the  conclo-  end  I  am  not  pnpared  to  resist  or  oppoee 
ssM  tbst  if  the  Boman  Catholic  oath  is  to  '  what  I  bebere  to  be  the  coBseqaence  of 
be  aliend.  ii  ongbt  not  to '.^sneeecded  bj  the  eipeiienee  of  mankind.  BatwhvihonU 
aaother  Roman  Caiholie  oath — that  it ,  we  take  the  oalh  of  al^ejiiaaee  aa  propoMd 
wowld  be  better  t«  lean  it  aa  it  ia.  with  bj  the  SuialaiT  of  State  !  The  form  of 
the  idea  it  a  grievance — 1  do  aot  wish  to  ,  the  oath  of  allegiance  ia  medimral.  So 
^eycteiaie  it.  bat.  after  all,  it  is  not  a  prac-  long  as  tbew  oaths  vera  not  distorbed, 
tJcal  gricTaaee — ihaa  that  we  •hooM  come  '  the  oath  of  allegiance  waa  <»a  which  we 
forward  again  and  pnpoaa  that  then  shall  eoold  take  witbont  anj  aeTii|de.  and  in 
bo  a  sei<ant»  oath  fi>r  Roman  Calholiea  as  which  we  fonod  the  leaat  difEcaltjr.  But 
JntingnifheJ  &«m  tbe  Protestant  Hem-  if  von  an  to  haxe  new  oaihi — abonall, 
ben  of  this  Hoate.  Sir,  kt  hon.  Friend  .  if  joa  an  to  pnpan  anlfbnn  oaths — the 
whoba*  JBUaddnmed  n*  has  stated  that,  qocstioo  mav  arise  whether  jon  shoold 
in  hia  epiwoo,  then  ovght  to  be  no  oath  take  the  oath  to  an  individual  Sorenign 
at  ail,  aad  this  shows  jon  the  grest  dif-  or  le  the  Conititntten  i^  tbe  eonntr;.  I 
fieaItT  of  the  snbject  with  which  we  bare  to  do  aot  see  thai  we  o«^t  in  a  h«e  eoDDtrr 
dtaL  When  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  mcrelj  to  take  the  oath  tit  alt^iaoce  to 
MoMell)  b^  as  to  le-coHtnel  ih*  Roman  tbe  Sonrmga.  I  beben  we  are  abo 
CatbaUe  eath  w«  an  entering  npon  a  snb-  bound  to  take  the  oath  of  aUegianee  to 
ject  replete  with  dificniliea,  which  de- !  tbe  Oonstiiation.  Ii  secma  to  nw  there 
asaada  oar  meal  matan  and  sartMat  eon-  i  is  something  niher  barbarous  in  the  ides 
liilmtiin.  Aad  eae  point  is,  whether  we ;  ibal  all  diSealues  ua;  be  lolnd  in  a  tna 
ifcoaM  aot  ban  a  deckratien  inUend  of  ceunlrf  br  awfc'T  taking  the  oath  of  ^- 
•a  aaiht  I4a  aat  a(ne  with  «f  bee.  legianeetaa  Someiga  who  acknowledge* 
,  that  ealbs  oagbt  te-ber  aatboriiT  to  be  Enutad.  and  whose 
Ib^  an  wJema,  bat  pt>>adnt  bout  is  that  she  ralea  bj  cm- 
Ma  an  Measioas — aad  siitaiioaal  aatberitj.  I  know  when  jm 
Mat  la  tUs  UeaM  is ,  eeate  to  tbe  qatstNa  of  allqtiaaee  to  tbe 
Hk  aMaweaa— «b<«  tbe  Ceattitatioa  aaicr  whi^  we  Kn  a  diffieolt; 
Mat*  Hifb  »i«y  be  af-  lariiea.  bccawe  part  af  that  Coastitaticni 


61 


Roman  CatMte 


{JimE  12,  1865) 


Oaih  sia. 


ft2 


18  the  Church.  -  I  think  on  that  subject 
there  are  considerable  errors :  some  mis- 
nnderataDclings  which  it  is  desirable  to  re- 
moYCy  and  diflBculties  which,  after  due 
deliberation  and  discussion,  might  disap- 
pear. We haTe  agood  manj  Churchmen 
in  thia  House.  We  hare  a  great  many 
Motions  made  and  a  great  many  discus- 
sions in  which  the  interests  of  the  Church 
and  the  constitutional  privileges  of  the 
Church  are  called  in  question,  and  I  have 
contended,  along  with  others,  against  any 
diminution  of  the  political  status  of  the 
Established  Church  in  our  constitutional 
system.  But  not  because  I  believe  in  the 
phrase  that  is  often  thrown  nt  our  heads 
that  "tho  Church  is  in  danger."  On 
the  contrary,  I  hold  that  it  is  possible 
that  all  the  Motions  that  are  brought 
forward  by  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way might  be  carried — that  the  alliance 
between  Church  and  State  might  be  ter* 
minated  altogether,  and  yet  that  the 
power  and  influence  and  authority  of  the 
Church  might  not  be  diminished.  Nay, 
if  the  Church  retained  her  property — 
and  the  tenure  by  which  it  is  held  is  of 
so  complicated  a  character  that  confiscation 
wt>a1d  be  more  difficult  than  many  persons 
imagined  —  I  believe  the  power  of  the 
Church  might  be  increased.  But  if  that 
alliance  were  terminated,  I  ask  what 
would  become  of  the  power  of  the 
State  ?  I  believe  that  would  be  great- 
ly diminished  not  only  in  degree  but 
in  quality.  And,  Sir,  it  is  not  the 
Church  that  is  in  danger,  but  the  State 
that  is  in  danger  by  Motions  which  would 
lead  to  the  ffreat  changes  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  desire.  I  cannot  help  believing 
that  it  is  perfectly  possible,  without  cur- 
tailing the  full  Parliamentary  power  of 
criticism  over  the  institutions  of  the  coon- 
try,  that  an  oath  miffht  be  framed  which 
every  Member  of  this  House,  whatever  may 
be  his  religion,  might  freely  take,  and 
which  no  loyal,  sensible,  and  truly  religious 
man  would  hesitate  to  take.  These  are 
reaaonsy  among  others,  which  show  the 
immenae  difficulties  of  the  questions  that 
must  arise  before  we  can  come  to  any 
matured  legislation  on  this  subject,  and 
all  these  reasons  tend  to  prove  that  to  deal 
with  these  questions  satisfactorily,  and  as 
becomes  statesmen,  is  the  duty  and  pro- 
vince of  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crowo.  I  know  that  the  responsible  ad- 
visers of  the  Crown  have  said  that  they 
will  not  undertake  it.  It  was  once  onder- 
takoDy  in  a  certain  degree,  and  they  failed 


in  that  case,  not  from  any  of  the  difficulties 
which  I  have  suggested,  but  because  they 
attempted,  by  the  re-constructing  of  oaths* 
by  a  side-wind  to  carry  a  measure  which 
ought  to  have  been  carried  in  a  direct 
manner,  and  by  the  omission  of  words 
which  I,  for  one,  will  never  consent  to  omit 
from  any  oath  framed  in  this  House.  Under 
these  circumstances,  if  the  Cabinet  of  the 
Queen  will  not  undertake  the  duty,  there 
is  what  I  may  call  the  Cabinet  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  is  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. When  I  asked  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  give  a  morning  sitting,  in 
order  that  the  debate  might  be  carried 
on,  not  hurriedly,  and  at  a  late  hour, 
it  was  my  intention  to  have  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  with  an  instruction  to  that 
Committee  to  consider  whether  it  was  not 
practical  to  frame  one  uniform  oath.  But 
it  was  intimated  to  me  by  the  highest  au- 
thority that  the  question  was  in  such  a 
position  that  I  could  not  consistently  with 
our  forms  submit  such  a  Motion  to  the 
House,  therefore  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  its  course,  and  it  is 
in  Committee  to-night.  How  are  we  to 
deal  with  it  ?  I  repeat  my  objection  that 
I  very  much  regret  the  attempt  to  frame 
another  Roman  Catholic  oath.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  better  for  the  Roman 
Catholics,  I  think  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  country  generally,  that  the  existing 
oath  should  be  left  untouched  until  the 
matter  had  been  dealt  with  in  a  more 
comprehensive  manner.  But  the  House 
has  by  repeated  majorities  otherwise  de- 
cided, and  therefore  I  am  obliged  to 
consider  how  far  I  can  meet  the  just 
claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  oath  has  been  stated  with  great 
succinctness  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns).  I  will  not  admit  that 
the  language  in  the  existing  oath  is  a  re- 
proach. If  it  were  so,  I  would  not  for  a 
moment  oppose  its  omission.  I  think  this 
feeling  on  the  part  of  Roman  Catholics  is 
rather  of  a  morbid  character.  There  aro 
gentlemen,  indeed,  who  have  written  to 
me  that  the  bull  Cosna  Domini  is  still  in 
existence,  and  I  believe  the  Pope  never 
repeals  his  bulls  ;  and  they  fear  some  ter- 
rible calamity  hanging  over  the  country  in 
the  shape  of  the  Koman  canon  law,  from 
which  I  myself  have  certainly  never  ex- 
perienced as  yet  any  evil  consequences. 
But  we  must  look  at  all  these  points  his- 
torically, and  as  men  of  the  world.  Grant- 
ing that  the  bull  Cosna  JDomini  is  still  in 
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the  consequence  of  Parliujient  coming  for- 
ward at  tbii  time  and  agreeing  fa>  the 
otniition  of  langntge  which  waa  formerlj 
introduced  into  these  docnmenti  for  tht 
parpoae,  if  not  of  defending  the  Church, 
of  at  least  Bhoviog  that  the  Parliament  of 
England  reaoWea  to  reeogniie  its  anthori^ 
and  maintain  it,  I  saj  that  I  beiiere  it 
would  be  most  anhappj  and  diaaatrone,  and 
especiallj  to  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
seWes.  I  beliere  sncli  a  course  woold  b« 
more  calcalated  to  revive  the  acrimonious 
religions  discussions,  which  it  haa  been 
onr  policy  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  U 
pot  an  end  to — to  lead  to  exaeerbation  of 
feeling  on  religions  matters— and  to  gin 
antboritj  to  the  unfonnded  statements  thst 
are  made  with  regard  to  the  eondnet  of 
Roman  Catholics  generally  thronghont  tbs 
eoontrr,  than  any  other  eonrse  thst  wa 
could  parsoe.  Under  theee  circnmatancss, 
I  liave  no  hesitation  as  to  the  course  which 
I  ought  to  pursue.  I  shall  snppcHl  mj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  the  introdnetioa 
of  llie  words  which  he  haa  propoaed  ;  anJ 
I  do  BO,  not  because  I  suppose  the  intra- 
dnciion  of  the  words  oecessary  to  the 
niainlenance  of  the  Church — next  to  the 
Throne  the  strongest  Institution  in  the 
country — but  because  I  belicTe  that  if  then 
be  a  general  opinion  that  PaHIament  has 
renooneed  its  allegiance  to  the  Established 
Church  in  this  country  there  will  be  such 


aiistenco — granting  that  it  is  part  of  the 
Roman  canon  law,  and  may  be  the  law  of 
a  portion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  diocese 
of  Westminster,  I  csnnot  help  remember- 
ing (hat  during  the  greater  part  of  this 
century,  if  not  before,  there  hare  existed 
the  most  confidential  and  friendly  rela- 
tions between  the  Court  of  Rome  and 
the  SoTereigna  of  this  country,  who  hold 
the  Crown  by  a  Protestant  tenure.  I  csn- 
not forget  that  there  have  been  between 
these  Powers  rospectively  good  offices  and 
eipressions  of  obligation  on  both  sides.  I 
cannot  forget  the  expressions  of  grati- 
tude, in  the  handwriting,  not  of  the  pro- 
aent,  but  of  a  recent  Pope,  towards 
the  English  Sovereign  who  contributed 
to  the  restoration  of  his  power  and  his 
•states.  When  I  know  all  these  things, 
bow  can  I  be  so  much  frightened  as  I 
night  otherwise  have  been,  and  perhaps 
ought  to  be,  by  the  bull  Oniof  Domini  t 
I  have  DO  objection  to  eerlain  alterations 
b  the  oath.  If  it  displeases  Roman  Ca- 
tbolioi  to  be  accused  indirectly  of  equivoca- 
tion— which,  by  the  way,  every  Protestant 
gCRtlcnian  six  years  ago  submitted  to,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  I  am  told, 
even  to  this  dsT.  takes  an  oath  con- 
taining the  samclangnage — by  all  means 
let  the  words  be  Mnitted.  But  when 
I  am  asked  to  consent  to  omit  the  lao- 
Itnage  which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 

(Sir  Hugh  Cairns^  propoees  to  re-insert,  I ;  a  seniiment  of  aisnn,  and  perhaps  of  in- 
find  thai  a  much  graver  matter.  If  you  ask  '  dignatioo,  that  the  policy  which  I  have 
me  whether  1  believe  that  the  Bstablished  '■  always  supported  and  still  wish  to  support 
Church — and  even  the  Established  Church  I  — nasscly,  the  meeting  the  jnst  daimi  a( 
in  Ireland — depends  f>r  its  strength  and .  my  Robsu  Catholic  Mlow-coontrnnea  in 
its  sceuriiy  upon  any  oath  that  can  be '  a  spirit  of  rational  coocilialioa — will  b* 
taken  in  any  place,  I  caodidlv  confess  that. '  greatly  ohctrvcted  and  endangered, 
ver*  thai  'so,  I  shoaM  ha've  very  lllile:  Stit  GBOBGE  GRBT:  Sir,  upon  the 
cmfiJence  in  the  future  of  the  Bsublished  j  second  reading  of  this  Bill  I  staled  al  some 
Church  v>i  this  country.  I  do  not  think  length  the  op-nioa  of  the  QoTerament, 
the  fislabt^sbed  Chorch  in  England  depends  •  and,  therefore.  I  shall  only  Ironble  iha 
vpon  thii  v'Mih.  nor  do  I  think  that  ihe .  Houe  now  with  very  few  obaemlioaL 
Established  Ohvrch  in  Ireland  depends  And,  in  dein^  so,  I  shall  not  follew  the 
npixt  it.  The  latter  is  ecmeiimcs  spoken  ,  right  boa.  Gewtleeoan  ^Mr.  Disraeli)  into 
irf  as  a  w««k  Ittstiintion  and  in  peril.  t!tc«e  topics  which  be  bisa  intradneed  iaie 
Now  1  think  it  a  strvng  laslitution.  mai  the  discussion,  end  which.  I  think,  only 
di>  ■«!  consider  il  in  peril  :  and  I  have  no  ,  tend  t>  divert  as  from  t^c  plain  and  vrnph 
4anWi.  frecu  ibc  eanxe  which  I  ban  inn-  isam  which  we  have  beAwn  bs.  Tbn  right 
Mated,  tbat  lh«  B«ablish«d  Charcb  in  b.>ih  boo.  Gcat<«f&u  bas  miwd  ^nestiaBa  abont 
iwvillNartiinetacxiet,  iriUliNirisb,  the  expedicticy  of  mainiainiag  ibe  t«n- 
«■••  is  aaAiNrily  and  infln-  '  poral  pewer  si  tht  Pop*,  and  ■■  to  the 
Mb  ■•  vbfti  win  ba  tbc  eStcts  of  £saai<n  of  Cbnrcb  and  Sut« 
SI  timt  lu'.'kiag  U  ih«  {  — ^nejt?B*s  vf  great  impgrtanw,  bat  out 
■mia  M  tbio  H««*.  ai  j  of  plae*.  I  A'-tA.  ea  the  pnscnt  oe- 
htf  M»  fcftd  is  Ire-  casiusi.  Neichrr  wiQ  I  g*  ini->  tbv  qnea- 
!(  msAn*  ^r««cb«iil  I  tivtt  raised  t>v  cbe  boa.  ICeaber  for 
M  wk  M*«bM^b*iX<irtbMpt<»»hn    ;Hr.    HoA). 
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we  ihoiiM  not  be  wise  in  abolishiDg  all 
oathf  and  anbstitute  for  them  decla^ 
imtiona.  That;  again,  ia  a  qaestion  de- 
■erring  consideration  on  a  fitting  occa- 
flion,  bnt  not  raised  by  the  Bill  before  ub. 
The  real  qaestion  is^-are  our  Roman  Ca- 
tbolio  fellow-subjeota  preferring  a  claim 
which  can  properly  and  reasonably  be  made 
by  members  of  that  church  ?  They  urge  a 
claim  to  seats  in  this  House  on  terms  of 
perfect  equality  with  their  Protestant  fellow- 
snbjects;  and  the  qaestion  we  ha?e  to  decide 
is,  whether  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
granting  those  claims.  With  the  remark 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  different  spirit  in  which  questions  of 
this  kind  are  treated  now  from  what  they 
would  baye  been  some  years  ago,  I  entirely 
concur.  In  1854  the  QoTernment  of  Lord 
Aberdeen  proposed  to  Parliament  a  Bill,  the 
effect  of  which  would  have  been  to  establish 
one  uniform  oath,  precisely  in  the  form  now 
suggested  by  the  Bill  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Monsell),  but  that  Bill  was 
opposed,  and  successfully  opposed,  by  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  great  party 
of  which  he  is  the  head.  In  the  year 
1859  a  Bill,  identical,  I  belioTo,  to  the 
letter,  with  that  now  proposed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  was  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  now  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
fferald  ;  and  parties  were  so  evenly  ba- 
umced  that  leaTO  to  introduce  the  Bill  was 
only  granted  by  a  small  majority.  That 
Bill,  again,  was  opposed  by  Uie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  whole  of  his  party. 
Now,  Sir,  what  do  we  see  f  The  Bill  pro- 
posed by  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  had  its 
principle  affirmed  in  two  divisions  by  ma- 
jorities in  each  case  of  about  seventy.  And, 
more  than  this,  we  find  that  those  who 
refused  on  the  former  occasions  to  sanction 
any  alteration  in  the  Roman  Catholic  oath, 
now  freely  admit  that  there  are  parts  of 
that  oath  which  it  is  desirable  to  expunge, 
and  they  limit  their  opposition  merely  to 
the  omission  of  those  parts  of  the  oath 
which  are  embodied  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Belfast 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns).  I  think  we  may  cer- 
tainly hail  this  resnlt  of  the  discussion  as  a 
proof  that  questions  of  this  kind  are 
entertained  in  a  spirit  of  greater  fair- 
nesa  and  moderation,  and  with  greater 
Christian  charity  than  on  former  occa- 
sions. As  to  the  apprehension  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  close  of  his 
speech,  that  if  the  words  relating  to  the 
settlement  of  property  and  the  mainte« 
nance  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
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be  omitted  from  the  oath,  a  strong  feeling 
may  be  excited  in  the  country  which  will 
possibly  prove  injurious  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics, let  me  remind  him  of  the  fact  to 
which  I  adverted  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  No  one  can  doubt  the  attach- 
ment to  Protestantism  of  the  Protestant 
Dissenters,  or  snspect  them  of  any  sym- 
pathy with  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  yet  they  have  petitioned  that  this 
Bill  may  pass,  considering  that  the 
principle  embodied  in  it  is  just  and 
reasonable.  And  now  we  come  to  the 
point  really  at  issue — namely,  the  reten- 
tion of  the  words,  maintaining  the  set- 
tlement of  property,  and  the  decla- 
ration that  Roman  Catholic  Members  will 
not  attempt  to  subvert  the  Protestant 
Established  Church.  It  is  needless  for 
me  to  repeat  the  argument  that  the  oath 
does  not  contain  any  real  defence  of  the 
Established  Church.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman plainly  conceded  that,  in  his  opinion, 
it  does  not  constitute  any  such  defence ; 
though  he  seems  to  imply  that  in  the 
minds  of  other  persons  it  might  be  so 
considered,  and  that  its  abolition  might 
excite  feelings  detrimental  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  themselves.  I  think  they  may 
well  take  their  chance  of  any  such  feeling 
arising.  Will  anybody  seriously  contend 
that  the  retention  of  this  oath  is  of 
any  advantage  to  the  Established  Church 
or  to  the  Protestant  faith  in  this  coun- 
try ?  I  stated  before,  that  in  my  opi- 
nion the  oath  is  unnecessary  and  ambi- 
guous, and  that  was  a  reaaon  why,  at  all 
eventa,  it  ahould  be  modified.  No  one 
has  attempted  to  deny  that  a  portion  of 
the  oath  is  ambiguous  in  its  terms  ;  that 
different  interpretations  may  be  put  upon 
it,  and  therefore  that  it  does  not  operate 
in  the  manner  in  which  persons  who  are 
anxious  to  retain  the  oath  desire  that  it 
should  do.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  spoke  of 
an  alliance  between  the  extreme  sections 
of  the  Liberal  party  and  Roman  Catholic 
Members  for  the  subversion  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland,  had  his  attention 
directed  to  the  fact  that,  not  very  long 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  requiring  the 
present  oath,  Lord  Derby,  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  introduced  the  Church 
Temporalities  Bill,  which  not  only  reduced 
the  number  of  archbishops  and  biahopa,  but 
interfered  materially  with  the  temporalitiea 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  never  heard  that 
any  reproach  attached  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  for  supporting  Lord 
Derby  in  passing  that  Bill  by  large  majo< 
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ritiet.  Oiber  qoestions  bave  sinee  arisen; 
bot  tbe  terms  of  tbe  oath  mainlj  go  to  this 
— ^ihat  Roman  Catholic  Members  shall  not 
\ue  their  power  for  the  snbTersion  of  the 
Bstablished  Gboreh,  and  it  is  clear  that 
the  Church  Temporalities  Act  conld 
neither  hare  been  proposed  by  the  Go- 
remment  nor  understood  bj  the  House 
as  a  subrersire  measure.  As  regards  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwjn),  I  say  nothing.  He  is  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  but 
his  Motion,  undoubtedly,  received  the  sup- 
port of  some  Roman  Catholic  Members.  As 
to  questions  upon  which  Roman  Catholic 
Members  are  to  Tote  or  not,  I  say  a  man's 
own  conscience  can  be  the  only  guide 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  oath.  Some 
men  will  take  different  yiews  of  the 
obligations  imposed  upon  them  from  those 
entertained  by  others ;  but  we  haye  no 
right  to  doubt  that  they  will  act  con- 
scientiously in  obedience  to  an  oath  open, 
as  I  hare  already  stated,  to  different  con- 
structions. If  the  oath  is  o*pen  to  this 
ambiguous  construction,  that  is  a  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  maintained.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  see  one 
uniform  oath  established  for  all  Members 
of  Parliament.  I  hope  this  may  soon  be 
accomplished  ;  but  what  he  added  about 
the  difficulty  of  framing  one  uniform 
oath  showed  how  inexpedient  it  would 
have  been  for  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Monsell)  to  forego  the  advantages  he  has 

fained  by  the  position  in  which  his 
iill  now  is,  in  order  that  another  Bill 
might  be  introduced  for  establishing  one 
uniform  oath.  If  this  Bill  passes,  the 
oaths  taken  by  Protestant  and  by  Roman 
Catholic  Members  will  be  so  very  similar 
that  I  cannot  conceive  it  possible  that  we 
shall  not  soon  come  to  an  uniform  oath. 
But  insert  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  you  raise  an  insuper- 
able barrier  against  the  attainment  of  that 
object.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  he  would  impose  on  Pro- 
testant Dissenters  the  same  oath  which  he 
wishes  Roman  Catholic  Members  to  take 
— that  they  will  not  attempt  to  subvert 
the  Established  Church  ?  If  not,  the 
insertion  of  those  words  is  a  declaration 
that  you  will  not  have  a  uniform  oath  ; 
that  you  propose  to  perpetuate  the  dis- 
tinction— a  distinction  to  which  you  attach 
DO  value,  and  which  is  no  security  to  the 
Established  Church.  It  is  these  useless 
distinctions  we  wish  now  to  abolish.  For 
these  reasons  I  think  it  inexpedient  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  cl  the  hon.  and 
Sir  O0orfi$  Qny 


learned  Glentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Caima).  I 
believe  the  best  thing  you  ean  do,  under 
present  eircumstabces,  is  to  pass  tbe  Bill 
as  proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
reserving  for  future  consideration  tbe 
question  of  whether  you  will  have  an  uni- 
form oath;  Towards  the  attainment  of 
that  object  I  believe  this  Bill  is  an  im- 
porUnt  step,  and  I  hope  it  will  eveDtaally 
insare  that  result. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  :  Sir,  to  the  debate 
of  1854  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
George  Grey),  I  think,  has  unintentionslly 
made  an  erroneous  reference.  The  Con- 
servative party,  as  he  has  accurately  stated, 
defeated  the  Tory  bad  Bill  then  proposed. 
But  why  ?  Because  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
who  sat  behind  the  Ministers,  finding  out  the 
attempt  that  was  made  to  overthrow  the  Act 
of  Supremacy,  which  asserted  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Crown  in  all  matters  and  things 
ecclesiastical  and  temporal,  although  willing 
enough  to  pass  a  measure  that  avoided 
that  subject,  the  moment  they  discovered 
the  great  and  fundamental  interference 
with  onr  ancient  laws  contemplated  by 
that  Bill  voted  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Conservative  party  acted 
on  that  occasion  in  accordance  with  their 
principles,  and  not  only  maintained  the 
Articles  of  the  Church  but  upheld  the 
interpretation  which  every  great  lawyer 
has  always  put  upon  the  Constitutional 
law  of  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Hors- 
man)  the  other  night  asked  what  he,  no 
doubt,  considered  a  very  awkward  ques- 
tion— whether  I  believed  the  oath  which  I 
had  taken.  He  pot  that  question  triumph- 
antly. He  had  just  then  returned  from 
his  rustic  meditations,  and  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  have  been  engaged 
either  in  the  composition  of  a  beautiful 
poem  or  in  writing  a  piece  of  biography, 
since  he  failed  to  apprehend  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution  of  his  country.  The  word 
to  which  his  question  pointed  was  ''jurisdic- 
tion." If  lie  hsd  bestowed  a  moment's 
thonght  upon  it  he  would  have  remembered 
that ''jurisdiction*'  was  the  word  employed 
in  the  Articles  of  the  Church,  where  it  is 
distinctly  stated  that  "the  Bishop  of  Rome 
has  no  jurisdiction  within  the  realm  of 
England,"  a  declaration  justified  by  the 
opinion  of  every  lawyer  who  has  written 
on  the  subject.  I  will  give  him  a  scrap 
from  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  because  I  should 
not  like  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  Buffer 
under  the  unhappy  notion  that  the  oath 
which  he  has  taken  was  not  founded  on 
fiict.    Sir  Matthew  Hale  says — 
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"TW  piprw— >T  rf  tlw  Crown  in  mitten  itanlifttton  thkt  the  oath  wbb  framed,  bat 

S!!!?'1*?'i  ■?"!.'  ??3''"^?TS!1'^'"***v.'  *e  gi-e-t  debate  and  the  great  diipute  wu 

Cnnni  of  Euland,  uiM  tbsrs  bu  beeo  onaniMin-  •    .•                             i  .iT    i>  _      en 

m«u  nudTV  ib^  P.IMJ  mam  lb.1  lo<».  m-  "  •» 'I""  "«P'»"«J  •'  >1>»  Pop«  of  «»"• 

tawe  w  mft'M  tptrOmHa,  uA  tb«w  bw)  g»fn«d  or    the    Crown    of    BngUnd,    and    lojal 

'grMt  rtrangtb,  mtviltoaBdlng  the  MDDTitjr  wbioh  Cstbotici  in  taking  the  O&tli  took  it  honeatly 

ifaa  Crown  WbTllMoatli  of  fiMltjindftUegianra,  and  oonBcientionoij.     Therefore,  I  belioTB 

ttSiS-  "  "*  "^""^  "  "^  f"""  °  the  right  hon.  Qentlemnn  will  nerer  eg.in 

».     ...»    .  m..           nek  mo  the  qneation  whether  I  ean  take 

The  Bill  «f  18S4,  to  whioh  the  nght  hon.  n,  „n  b.lie.ing  it  to  be  Ime.     1  rentnre 

Oentlentan  (Sir  Qeorge  Orej)  referred,  eo.  „  ,^„  ,,„,  jf         ,i^i,  ,,„„.  yriond  the 

TerUjuidmaTerjiljnannerpropoeedto  Member  for  Limeriek  (Hr.   Ueniell)  had 

get  nd  of  the  Oath  of  Sopremeoj.     The  bronght  in  a  Bill  direetl;  doing  awn}  with 

Cbnneellerefthe  Eieheqier  made  a  toij  ,,„    ,„„„„„,,  „[   ,!,„  Orewn  he  would 

•lernr  apeech  en  that  eeeaiienp  endearenr-  t„,  i„„lTed  bimaelf  in  a  debate  whieh 

ing   to    aet    aaide    the   pnnoiple    of    llie  ,„„ij   ^    t„,   j„i,|„j   j     ^  „j  ,f 

anpramae;  of  the  Crown  in  eoeleaiauioal  A„„,t,  becanao  thia  la  a  anbjeel  net  to  be 

matleia.    I  beliaxe  man;  peraona  in  tbi.  got  rid  of  in  a  cotaorj  mannor;  it  ii  one  npon 

oonnlrj  of  a  jieenliar  eaal  of  mind  and  of  ,|,io|,    ,|,„i,  „„„  !„„  t^  „iua. 

peenliar  epiniou  wonld  be  irerj  glad  to  and  npon  whieh  the  great  aagea  of  the  law 

do  eo.    I  ihall  now  ignote  a  few  epiaiona  j,,,  i„,„,^^  „.     T,,.  „,t  ^  ,i,i„|, 

of  eminent  autbentie.  and  dutmgni.bed  m.  Bill  retora  la   aaid    to   be  olTeniiYe. 

mn  on   tbia  anbjeet.      I  do  not    know  kow,  there  are  two  or  three  Gentlemen. 

whether   the   ngbt   hon.    Gontleman    the  Frienda  of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Kieboqner, 

Kember    tot    Strond    wonld   he   aatiiCed  ,,,„  i,„,  p„„  „.j,riona  on  thia  anhiiat, 

with    IhU    of     Lord    Ljndhurat.      Lord  ,„j  „„  „„„„  |„,„  b„„,  ,b„  ,,„  ^ght 

Ljndhnnl  taid  that  the—  ,,„„.  Gentleman  that  the  opiniona  of  Oen- 

"SepemaoroftheCrowalDeooIedaatiealnut-  tiemen  who  cbaoge  their  poliliea  loae  mueh 

Me  wu  part  of  the  cwmiaoo  Uw,  part  of  the  of  their  «loe.     Not  only  did  the  Ute  Sir 

ConalitUlon  ot  the  oemlr,."  g,j,„  p„,  j„|,„  ,,„,  ,,,  |„j  d„,„  ,p 

Ner  de  I  think  he  will  diaapproro  that  of  a  the  oath  aa  a  compaot — TUr.  Horbkaii: 

former  Lord    Chief  Juatioe.     It   waa   aa  No.  no!]    I  aaj.  jei.     Sir  Robert  Peel, 

followe: —  in  1849  aaid — and  tbia  anpporta  the  riew 

*■  The  deoUratioa  ooetalned  In  the  oath  of  Sn.  taken  by  DiT  right  faon.  friend  the  Uem- 

premaof  i»  bat  the  afllrmuioe  of  a  propoutioa  bar  for  Bockingbamabire  (Hr.  Diaraoli] — 

.biehi.>opeaIl7ud|ioli>ledIitneaaueMea.  ^  ,  ■         ■  .      ^     ,,l„  b,  ,  „,„  „f  n, 

tul  pnnciple  of  indapeodeat  Soreieientj."  .       .          ■    ,  ,                   o.     n   l    .    tj     i 

_.                       .             .       ......  nioeat  aonae  of  honour.     Sir  Robert   Peel 

Theee  wera    the  worda  of    Lord  Ellen.  „id— 

boroogb.  •>  The  Uw  baa  prerided  an  oatb.  to  be  taka 

Ur.  HORSUAN  :  Why  not  giro  Lord  by  the  Reman  Catholhl.  whieh  qnaliflea  hlu  M 

Cbelnaford'a  opinion  f  teka  hii  laat  in  eichar  bianoh  of  the  l.egiBtatiire. 

MBaWHITESIDB:  Iprefer  togiTfl  -hat  ^t-t  "■>.«  owh.  to  which  the  Rom.n  C.iholio  bM 

-1                  m              i_          ■        1       >L                 ,  DO  oonscientioni  ioruple*  md  t«kBI  withont  ths 

niU  nw.     To  ipeak  lenouilj.  the  speech  ^xis^^„^  difflcultj,  which  wm  fornird   th.t  ha 

oftMngfathou.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Uoriman),  might  take  it  wiLhoat  diffiooltr,  giTM  him,  with 

<■  tha  OOOuioD  to  which   I  have  rarer  red,  r«*p»ct  to  oi*il  offloe^  ai  well  m  to  Fuliamant, 

nrariMdmoe     I  did  not  heliefo  that  an j  ?  "^  ■^'l   "qnortioDabl*   qoalifioaUon."  — 

KeattMUBiaEDglBiid.partioaUrWanroDe  [3  fl<wMr<I,  ot.  431.] 

who,  lik«  mj  right  hone  Friend,  belong*,  ^heae  are  the  word,  of   Sir  Robert  Peel. 

aa  I  balioTO,  to  the  Church  of  EnglanJ,  »°^  ^   therefore  think  the  interruption  of 

eonld  imagine  that  an  oath  framed   in  the  ™y  '"'S'lt    ton.  Friend   waa  unneceaaarje 

taima  of  the  Oath  of  Snpremao*  could  be  ^■"'  "'eo  there  ia  the  opiniou  of  Lord  John 

taken  by  M«mb«ra  of   Parliament  not  be-  Ruwell.  Now,  Lord  John  Ruaaell  ohanged 

licring  It  to  be  true.     Aa  my  right  hon,  hia  opinion  aftorwarda— of  course  ha  did  ; 

Friend  tho  Uember  for  Buck ingb amah irt  »»  »  'he  f"hion   of  tha  day.     But  Lord 

(Mr.   IKaraeli)   aaid,  theie  oaths  have  av  J.o'"'  RuimH.   replying  to   a  propoeia  to 

biatorio  moaning  and  an  hiatorio  charaeter,  '^^^^S^  something  in   the  Roman  Catholio 

BDd  wWd  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th(  o»tb.  on  tho  qaaation  before  the  Horn, 

Hemberfor  Strand  exproaaea  a  donbt  as  t<  "■^^ — 

Wbetbor  th*  OMh   Uken  by    the    Protest  "H.  did  not  think  it  would  b«  wl«.  to  diatnrb 

■>*   Vaa.lua..  af  tia!.  H......   a...  )u  ta-.ale  >  isttlamaDt  wtiiob  bad  bMD  mad*  after  m  many 

•lit  Manbera  of  thia  Hooae  can  be  trolj  ^^^j.^^  ^^  ^  ^^^^  «m.ideratioE,  wd  whiBi; 

takeo,  be   moat  allow  me  to  remind  hin  „  he  had  tmdmlood,  the  Roman  OathoUsi  had 

that  K  waa  not  on  tha  qoeation  of  tranaubw  Mpportad  •«  a  fiiU  and  eom^ate  admlNlon  of 
D   2 
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ilieir  claim  to  lit  in  ParliAmeot.''--{d  Hamard, 
OT.  489.] 

And,  ftgaiD — 

**  If  tbej  took  the  shorter  form  of  that  oath  and 
rabstituted  it  for  the  Roman  Catholic  oath,  as 
settled  in  1829,  thej  would  be  taking  away" — 

What  18  the  expressioo  of  Lord  Russell  ? 

"  the  foundation  of  that  settlement,  to  which  many 
Members  would  also  object/ — [3  Hansard,  Ibid  p. 
440.] 

Bnt  that  is  not  all.  Mr.  Goulbam,  in  1854, 
■aid — 

"  He  was  the  only  Member  in  the  House  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  Cabi- 
net in  1829,  and  who  was  a  party  with  the  late 
Duke  in  framing  the  oath  which  now  stood  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  When  the  measure 
was  proposed  by  the  noble  Duke  it  was  more 
ample  and  freer  from  restrictions  than  any  which 
the  friends  of  the  Roman  Catholics  had  prcTiously 
proposed  to  the  House  ;  and  all  the  restrictions 
previously  sanctioned  by  Plunket  and  Grattan 
were  studiously  omitted  from  the  Bill,  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  being  willing,  relying  upon  the  good 
faith  and  honour  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  to 
waive  all  objections  felt  to  their  entering  the 
House  so  long  as  they  swore  to  the  form  of  oath 
then  proposed.  From  that  time  to  the  present  he 
had,  in  common  with  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  with  all  the  Members  of  the  Wellington  Ca- 
binet, distinctly  refused  to  concur  in  any  measure 
which  should  interfere  with  that  great  compact 
which  was  then  entered  into.  He  warned  the 
House,  and,  above  all,  his  fellow-countrymen  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion,  to  beware  how 
they  lent  their  efforts  to  the  Introduction  of  the 
first  step  towards  the  violation  of  the  compact 
then  entered  into.  Such  a  course  would,  he 
thought,  tend  to  inflame  the  passions  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  possibly  endanger  the  substantial  pro- 
visions  of  that  Bill  of  1829,  which  had  been  found 
to  be  so  beneficial  to  the  country  at  large,  and  pro- 
duce such  an  amount  of  religious  discord  through- 
out the  country  as  it  would  be  vain  to  attempt  to 
repress."— [3  Hansard,  cxzxiu.  970.] 

That  was  the  argument  of  a  Gentleman 
who  had  been  a  party  to  the  framing  of 
the  oath,  and  what,  then,  does  the  House 
think  of  the  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud, 
that  the  oath  was  forced  upon  a  reluctant 
minority  by  an  overpowering  majority  ? 
Now,  where  is  his  authority  for  that  state- 
ment? Let  him  produce  it,  and  I  will  under- 
take to  convince  the  Roman  Catholic  Gentle- 
men of  this  House  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
themselves  were  the  persons  who  drew  up 
the  substantive  part  of  the  oath.  How  did 
they  draw  it  up  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  alluded  to  the  evidence  of  Arch- 
bishop Murray  before  the  House  of  Lords 
in  ]  825.  In  answer  to  the  question  whether 
there  was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  Gen- 
tlemen of  the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion  to 
meddle  with  the  property  of  the  Established 
Church,  he  said,  '*  Not  at  all ;  "  and  added 
that  there  was  not  the  least  objection  on  their 
Mr.  Whiteside 


part  to  make  a  deelaratioii  that  they  would 
not  attempt  to  divert  the  property  of  the 
Established  Church  to  the  oaea  of  their 
own  church.  Now,  what  did  Arehbishop 
Murray  do,  he  kept  his  word  ?  He  re- 
turned to  Ireland,  and,  together  with  the 
other  bishops  of  his  church,  drew  op  t 
declaration  which  I  will  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  opposed  to  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hogh 
Cairns)  to  compare  with  that  Amendment. 
In  the  declaration  signed  by  the  Bonuui 
Catholic  bishops  in  1826,  they  declare  they 
will  defend  the  settlement  of  property  io 
this  country  as  established  by  the  laws 
now  in  being  ;  that  they  abjure  any  inten- 
tion to  subvert  the  Church  Establiahment 
for  the  purpose  of  endowing  their  owo 
Church  ;  ana  that  they  will  not  uae  aoy 
privilege  to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protes- 
tant religion  or  Protestant  GoTemment. 
These  were  the  words  of  the  doeumeot 
which  was  signed  by  Archbishop  Murray, 
and  by  every  Roman  Catholic  bishop  in 
Ireland  ;  and  henoe  it  was  that  Arehbishop 
M'Hale,  the  only  surviving  one,  had  poiat 
blank  refused  to  join  that  association  ia 
Dublin,  by  whatever  name  it  called  itsdf, 
wliich  had  for  its  object  the  subversion  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  to  plange  the 
country  into  confusion.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishops  "declare  that  they  will  defend 
the  settlement  of  property  in  this  country 
as  established  by  the  laws  then  in  being ;  *' 
and  these  are  the  very  words  introduced  by 
the  authority  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel 
into  this  oath.  The  next  thing  they  said 
was  that  they  abjured  any  intention  to 
subvert  the  Established  Church  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  any  other  in  its 
stead ;  and  they  also  declared  that  they 
would  never  make  use  of  any  privilege  of 
which  they  might  be  possessed  to  disturb 
or  weaken  the  Protestant  religion  or 
Protestant  Government  of  this  country. 
Therefore  the  very  words  of  their  declara- 
tion were  the  words  which  were  introduced 
into  this  oath  by  Sir  Robert  PeeL  Yon  find, 
therefore,  Sir  Robert  Peel  speaking  of  the 
agreement  then  come  to  as  a  compact;  Mr. 
Goulburn  calling  it  a  compact,  and  Earl 
Russell  speaking  of  it  as  a  fcindamental 
settlement.  And  these  are  the  words 
which  are  now  described  as  most  offensive 
to  every  Roman  Catholic  Gentleman  in  this 
House.  Now,  I  always  prefer  to  be  forti- 
fied by  the  opinions  of  the  most  eminent 
Roman  Catholics.  I  do  not  stndy  canon 
law  much  myself,  because  I  do  not  like  it. 
As  to  the  words  about  the  settlement  of 
property,  the  late  Sir  FrankUnd  Lewis  put 
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A  qoattion  to  the  Professor  of  Canon  Law  at 
Majnootb,  wishing  to  know  whether  there 
was  any  law  by  which  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  could  be  taken  from  her. 
The  answer  of  the  learned  professor  was 
that  there  was  a  law  of  limitation  by  which 
Ghnrch  property,  even  in  Rome»  which  had 
been  out  of  the  possession  of  the  Church 
for  100  years,  could  not  be  claimed  by  the 
Churchy  and  that  there  was  no  law,  human 
or  difine,  which  could  justify  an  interference 
with  Church  property  in  Ireland.  Mr. 
O'Connell,  in  his  eyidence  before  Parlia- 
ment, entered  into  a  learned  dissertation 
upon  the  Act  of  Settlement,  which  deserTCs 
the  attention  of  Roman  Catholic  Gentle- 
men, because  it  was  drawn  up  in  their 
faTour.  The  head  of  their  Church  in  Ire- 
land, I  obsenre,  when  censuring  Mr.  Justice 
Keogh  thtf  other  day  for  his  lecture  on 
Milton,  said  something  about  Oliver  Crom- 
well, who  was  a  very  distinct  and  terrible 
eharaeter.  Now,  obserre,  Olirer  Cromwell 
destroyed  your  Church,  and  he  and  the 
Puritans,  as  far  as  they  could,  meant  to  ex- 
tirpate your  race.  Your  nobility  were  wan- 
derers orerthe  continent  of  Burope.  They 
were  stripped  of  their  property,  their  for- 
tunes, and  their  rank  ;  and  the  Puritan 
was  Uie  first  person  who  oyer  expelled  the 
Boman  Catholic  gentry  of  Ireland  from 
their  Parliament.  Oliyer  Cromwell  said 
they  were  not  fit  to  sit  in  Parliament,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  who  could  contradict 
Oliyer  Cromwell?  Who  restored  them? 
Those  who  belieyed  in  the  Established 
Church.  The  Duke  of  Ormond,  Charles  II., 
and  the  Act  of  Settlement  restored  them. 
And  now  you,  the  Roman  Catholic  Members, 
are  surrounding  yourselyes  with  the  political 
descendants  of  the  Puritans,  who  would 
destroy  my  Church  and  yours  afterwards. 
I  congratulate  you  on  the  union .  In  the  Act 
of  Settlement  your  Roman  Catholic  nobility 
and  gentry,  to  the  number  of  upwards  of 
100  are  named,  and  by  its  instrumentality 
Charchmen  restored  them  to  their  fortunes, 
estates,  and  titles  without  further  inquiry, 
and  they  took  the  place  to  which  they  were 
entitled  in  the  Parliament  of  their  country. 
But  the  same  law  restored  the  property  of 
the  Church  that  had  been  torn  from  it  in 
eyil  times.  Now,  I  should  like  to  know 
this.  Do  you  hold  it  to  be  just  and  con- 
scientious to  form  an  association  to  upset 
a  portion  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
gaye  yon  your  property  ?  What  objection 
is  there  to  presenre  in  this  oath  the  decla- 
ration which  was  recommended  in  sub- 
stance by  Mr.  O'Connell  himself,  and 
which  in  the  words  I  hare  read  was  aug* 


gested  by  Archbishop  Murray  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops.  If  I  were  asked; 
**  Why  do  you  rely  so  much  on  the  other 
words,  and  what  objection  hayeyou  to  take 
out  these  words  relating  to  the  Churol)  ?  " 
I  would  answer  by  giving  four  pogjjjjrfye 
reasons.  The  first  reason  is  the  PtiblMlM^^ 
of  Earl  Russell's  new  edition  of  his  mRRSIi^ 
on  the  British  Constiiution,  In  his  pre- 
liminary essay  he  holds  out  the  prospect 
of  another  appropriation  clause.  His  tri- 
umph was  so  great  on  a  former  occasion 
that  the  noble  Earl  intimates  to  certain 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party,  "if  you 
join  me  in  attacking  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  we  may  accomplish 
something  for  general  purposes  hereafter." 
The  noble  Earl's  statements  on  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  in  Ireland  are  a  mere 
series  of  fictions.  He  says  that  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Primate,  if  well  laid  out,  would 
produce  £180,000  a  year,  whereas  I  find 
his  income  is  only  £8,000.  and  for  the 
first  year  the  charges  were  £12,000.  The 
income  of  the  Bishop  of  Cork,  so  far  from 
reaching  the  amount  stated  by  the  noble 
Earl,  is  under  £2,000  a  year.  The  noble 
Earl  ought  to  have  gone  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  before  he  published  a 
new  edition  of  his  book,  and  asked  them 
for  the  facts.  My  next  reason  is  the  letter 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright),  who,  with  that  frankness  and 
simplicity  characteristic  of  him,  says,  if  I 
am  asked  to  join  your  association  in  Dublin, 
I  will  do  so  on  two  grounds.  One  is  to 
overthrow  the  property  of  the  Church,  and 
the  other  to  overthrow  the  laws  regulating 
the  settlement  of  property,  and  among 
them  the  absurd  law  of  primogeniture.  My 
third  reason  is  the  programme  of  that  as- 
sociation to  which  I  have  referred,  setting 
forth  their  desire  to  overthrow  the  Church, 
in  the  way  of  which  desire  many  speakers 
and  writers  in  Ireland  have  truly  stated 
this  oath  is  a  very  unpleasant  obstruction. 
In  the  last  debate  I  thought  I  heard  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  use  the  words  that 
this  oath  ought  to  be  removed  in  order  to 
unlock  the  mouths  of  Irish  gentlemen,  and 
let  them  loose  at  that  great  nuisance — the 
Established  Church.  [Mr.  EENNEDf :  I 
said  to  unmuazle  the  senators.]  The 
hon.  Member  is  correct,  I  said  **  unlock," 
which  is  not  so  poetical,  and  I  accept  the 
hon.  Member's  term,  and  I  say  that,  being 
a  Churchman,  if  I  can  keep  you  muzxled 
I  will  do  so.  Ton  made  an  arrangement 
fairly,  and  you  have  kept  it  honourably. 
I  could  name  a  Gentleman  in  this  House—* 
'  the  hon.  Baronet  who  represents  Dundalk 
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(Sir  George  Bowyer) — whoie  sonipulous 
sense  of  honour,  whenever  the  property  of 
the  Chttrch  of  Ireland  has  heen  discassed, 
has  prefented  him  from  uttering  one  word 
in  derogation  of  the  solemn  ohligation  which 
he  has  incurred  bj  the  oath.  The  last  of 
my  reasons  is  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  Irish  Church. 
That  was  a  speech  that  ought  never  to  be 
forgotten.  During  the  short  time  I  was  ab- 
sent in  Dublin  a  gentleman  of  opposite  poli- 
tics to  myself  said,  *'  We  have  found  our 
man;  we  have  got  our  leader."  I  said,  *'And 
who  is  to  be  your  leader  ?"  He  replied,  with 
the  greatest  frankness,  **  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  he  has  promised  to  deal 
with  the  Church  of  Ireland."  I  say  that 
was  a  mischievous  speech,  and  combined 
with  the  other  circumstances  I  have  men- 
tioned, and  with  the  feeling  of  a  portion  of 
the  public  press  in  Ireland,  I  object  to 
dispense  with  an  oath  that  is  sought  to  be 
got  rid  of,  not  only  to  *'  unmuzsle  "  those 
whom  it  mussles,  but  to  enable  a  combined 
attack  to  be  made  by  the  enemies  of  the 
Church  upon  an  Institution  which  they  un- 
dertook not  to  disturb.  I  have  been  startled 
during  these  discussions  to  hear  the  light 
way  in  which  oaths  have  been  spoken  of. 
It  is  a  dangerous  doctrine  when  applied 
to  an  oath  such  as  this,  drawn  up  by  emi* 
sent  statesmen  of  the  Conservative  party. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  recorded  his  opi- 
nion that,  whether  the  security  were  great 
or  small,  it  was  entered  into  for  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Protestant  mind  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  one  of  the  conditions  on  which 
the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed.  The 
right  hon.  Richard  Anthony  Blake,  the 
Chief  Remembrancer,  the  friend  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Irishman,  the  Marquess  of  Wel- 
lesley,  gave  et idence  before  the  House  of 
Lords  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  being 
ealled  upon'to  explain  that  evidence,  he 
said— 

"  The  Protestant  Church  is  rooted  in  the  Con- 
stitution.  It  if  eitablished  bj  the  fundamental 
lawi  of  the  realm.  It  is  rendered,  as  &r  as  solemn 
Acts  of  the  Le^slature  can  be  rendered,  funda- 
mental and  perpetual.  It  is  so  declared  bj  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  I  think  it  could  not  now  be  sub- 
verted without  danger  to  the  general  securities 
we  possess  for  liberty,  property,  and  order." 

Believing,  Sir,  as  I  do,  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland  is  a  security  for  order, 
peace,  and  prosperity,  I  will  resist  the 
removal  of  obstacles  to  those  who  tell  me 
beforehand  with  perfect  frankness  that  they 
mean  to  overthrow  the  Church.  If  I  am 
asked  what  is  the  meaning  of  this  oath,  I 
Mr.  WMMde 


ask  im  return  whether  9mj  Member  in  ibis 
House  will  stand  up  and  say  that  it  was 
intended  that  those  who  took  it  should  join 
together  for  the  overthrow  of  the  Church  ? 
The  oath  was  framed  in  order  that  ths 
settlement  of  property,  so  far  as  regards 
the  Church,  might  be  undisturbed.  That 
settlement  was  overthrown  in  the  short 
reign  of  James  II. ;  it  was  afterwards 
restored  ;  since  then  it  has  been  from  time 
to  time  disputed  ;  and  these  words  in  the 
oath  are  of  historic  significance.  Becaose 
they  were  fairly  and  properly  introduced 
into  the  Emancipation  Act ;  because  thej 
were  suggested  at  the  time  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  themselves  ;  beoaoae  they 
do  not  hurt  the  conscience  ;  because  they 
do  not  offend  the  most  scrupulous  delicacj 
of  sentiment  or  feeling  in  the  mind  of  any 
Gentleman  in  this  House ;  and-  lastly,  be- 
cause they  assert  a  principle  which  is  right, 
and  just,  and  true,  I  heartily  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon«  and  learned 
Friend. 

Ma.  HENLEY :  Sir,  I  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  but  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  then  of  stating  why  I  did 
so,  and  therefore  I  trust  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  state  the  course  I  intend  to 
take  at  the  present  moment.  The  Home 
Secretary  savs  he  objects  to  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns),  because  he  thinks  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  ought  to  be  here  upon  a 
footing  of  perfect  equality  with  all  other 
Members.  He  laid  down  that  as  the  broad 
basis  upon  which  he  was  founding  his  vote. 
My  hon.  Friend  below  me  (Mr.  Hunt)  said 
he  would  be  no  party  to  continuing  a  dis- 
tinction in  the  oath,  and  therefore  he  would 
not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  But,  supposing  that  this 
Motion  be  not  carried,  I  ask  whether  we 
should  stand  upon  a  footing  of  perfeet 
equality  ?  No  man  can  say  that  we  should. 
In  the  first  four  lines  of  the  oath,  both 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  swear 
affirmatively  to  four  things;  they  swear  to 
do  allegiance,  to  disclose  any  traitorous 
designs,  to  support  the  Succession  to  the 
Throne,  and  to  support  the  Dignity  of  the 
Crown.  Now,  when  you  come  to  discuss 
these  matters  as  casuists  it  is  difficult  to 
say,  looking  to  the  common-law  theories  as 
to  the  Dignity  of  the  Crown,  which  includes 
its  Supremacy,  how  far  the  oath  can  be 
taken  affirmatively  by  persons  who,  when 
they  come  to  the  negations,  stop  short  of 
this.  But  then  comes  the  difference.  We 
Protestants  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Prelate,  or  Potentate  has  lui;  jurisdiction 
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of  anj  lort  or  deseription  in  these  realms. 
The  Romao  Catholic,  I  helieve,  do  not, 
and  eannot  conscientiouslj  make  this  de- 
claration. We  use  words  which  are  larger 
than  those  he  can  employ,  and  which  era- 
hraee  every  possible  contingency.  Do  we, 
then,  stand  in  the  position  of  equality 
spoken  of  by  the  Home  Secretary  ?  I  say 
we  do  not.  Then  what  is  the  position? 
The  Eoman  Catholics  form,  say,  a  fifth 
part  of  the  subjects  of  these  realms.  They 
are  afliliated  to  the  great  body  of  Christians 
out  of  the  country.  They  possess  an  or- 
ganisation made  more  perfect  within  these 
last  few  years,  and  growing  more  perfect 
every  day.  Under  these  circumstances, 
when  this  country  consents  to  let  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  take  an  obligation  short  of 
what  we  take  —  because  that  is  the  real 
fact,  it  is  of  no  use  disguising  it — it  is  an 
obligation  less  in  amount  than  that  under 
which  we  come — is  it  unreasonable,  as  they 
do  not  wish  to  stand  on  the  same  ground 
as  we  do,  to  say,  '*  Give  us  an  assurance 
that  yon  do  not  want  to  use  this  power  to 
damage  the  Protestant  Church  in  this 
eonntry  t"  I  think  this  is  not  unreason- 
able; and  I  never  understood  that  it  was 
felt  to  be  unreasonable  at  the  time  it  was 
agreed  npon.  Whether  it  affords  a  great 
or  a  amall  security  is  to  me  of  no  conse- 
qnenee.  If  the  words  will  be  a  great  se- 
curity to  the  Church  we  ought,  looking  at 
the  increased  attacks  on  the  Established 
Church,  to  retain  those  words;  if  they  are 
a  small  security  I  should  still  be  unwilling 
to  give  them  up.  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes 
to  the  change  in  the  position  of  this  coun- 
try from  what  it  was  when  this  agreement 
wsa  come  to.  We  cannot  say  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  is  less  completely 
organised,  less  powerful,  or  less  aggres- 
sive than  it  then  was.  Can  we  say  that 
the  attacks  on  the  Established  Church  have 
diminished?  Before  1829  or  1830  these 
attacks  were  almost  unknown.  For  a  few 
years  after  that  period  they  were  very  much 
presaed.  In  1844,  1845,  and  1846  they 
were  pressed  again,  especially  by  the  noble 
Earl  now  Secretarv  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Earl  Russell) ;  and  now  these  attacks  are 
cropping  np  once  more.  Is  this  a  time  to 
give  up  that  which  may  be  a  great  or  a 
small  security  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Establiahment  ?  I,  for  one,  am  not  willing 
to  do  ao.  I  have  a  strong  opinion,  shared 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  country,  as  to 
the  great  blessings  we  derive  from  the 
maintenanee  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  I  will  not  give  up  anything  which  I 
believo  may  be  a  security  to  the  Church* 


The  Hpn^e  Secretary  said  the  path  was  an 
ambiguous  one.  If  so,  why  do  not  those 
who  think  as  he  does  propose  a  form  of 
words  which  shall  be  an  equivalent  for 
these,  and  which  shall  not  be  ambiguous  ? 
But  the  fact  is  that  they  want  to  get  rid 
of  these  word^  altogether.  I  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  follow- 
ing reason  ::— In  1858.  I  think,  the  forms 
of  oath  we  take  were  generally  re-cast.  In 
re-casting  that  oath  the  declaration  as  to 
the  lawfulness  of  murdering  ex-communi- 
cated Sovereigns  was  got  rid  of  out  of  the 
oath  we  take,  though  it  was  retained  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  oath.  I  thought  it  might 
be  felt  unfair  to  insist  that  this  declaration 
should  be  made  by  Roman  Catholics,  and 
I  wished  to  get  rid  of  that.  I  was  also 
quite  willing  to  get  rid  of  the  jurftt,  which 
1  always  thought  might  be  deemed  offen- 
sive. These  considerations  induced  me  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
But  the  part  of  the  oath  we  are  now  con- 
sidering is  of  substance  ;*and  I,  therefore, 
readily  support  the  introduction  of  these 
words,  believing  that  they  are  of  some  use 
for  the  security  of  the  Established  Chureh, 
and  being  snre  that  great  alarm  will  be 
felt  throughout  the  country  if  we  consent 
to  give  them  up. 

Mb.  HORSUAN  :  Sir,  having  had  an 
opportunity  of  stating  my  opinions  to  the 
House  at  some  length  qn  a  fprmer  occa* 
sion,  it  did  not  occur  to  me  that  I  should 
take  any  part  in  this  debate.  But  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Whiteside)  has  made 
so  severe  an  attack  upon  me  for  my  ignor- 
ance of  history,  he  has  convict^  me  of 
such  gross  errors  of  fact,  and  has  covered 
me  with  so  much  confusion,  that  I  feel 
constrained  to  vindicate  myself.  Part  of 
that  vindication  will  be  an  appeal  to  the 
House  to  join  with  me  in  requesting  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  set  me  that  ex- 
ample which  is  more  valuable  than  a  whole 
volume  of  eloquent  precept.  Fortunately, 
we  have  an  historical  record  of  whatever 
statements  we  make  in  Parliament,  and 
we  are  thus  on  either  side  brought  to  a 
test  from  which  there  is  no  escape.  In 
passing  I  may  say  that  when  I  spoke  the 
other  day  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Pope 
in  this  country,  I  stated  that  one  of  our 
difficulties  was  that  there  were  so  many 
different  constructions  put  upon  it  by  dif- 
ferent  authorities  that  it  puxxled  those  who 
had  to  take  the  oath  to  know  what  it 
meant.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  me  the  authority  of  Lord  EUenbo- 
rough  and  Lord  Lyndhurst.  Well,  I  couh) 
have  given  him  many  other  authoritiea 
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equally  eminent  and  concluBif  e.  I  satisfied 
myself,  howeTer,  by  giving  one  which  was 
peculiarly  deserving  of  the  respect  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it  was  the 
opinion  of  a  noble  Lord  who  was  Chancel- 
lor when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland — I  mean 
Lord  Chelmsford.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  only  quoted  the 
authorities  which  suited  his  own  conveni- 
ence.  The  question  is  this : — The  Act  of 
Emancipation  has  been  described  as  a 
compact  between  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  the  Government  of  that  day.  I  deny 
that.  I  assert  that  there  was  no  compact, 
that  none  was  avowed,  that  none  was  im- 
plied, and  I  say  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  went 
out  of  his  way  to  repudiate  any  such  com- 
pact. In  order  to  make  the  history  of  this 
period  clear  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
allow  me  to  recall  to  his  recollection  one 
fact.  Hon.  Members  opposite  take  their 
stand  on  the  Act  of  1829.  What  was  the 
principle  and  policy  of  that  Act.  By  their 
speeches  this  evening,  hon.  Members  op- 
posite are  repudiating  the  principle  and 
thwarting  the  policy  of  the  Act.  I  will 
prove  what  I  say  by  quotations.  In  ap- 
pealing to  the  venerated  authority  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  (you  must  recollect  that  we  are 
not  speaking  of  the  Sir  Robert  Peel  of 
1850,  whose  memory  we  so  much  revere), 
but  of  the  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  1829,  who 
was  no  friend  to  the  principle  of  Catholic 
Emancipation,  but  who  avowed  he  yielded 
to  fear  what  he  denied  to  justice.  Only 
a  few  years  before — in  1 82o— he  tendered 
his  resignation  to  Lord  Liverpool  because 
he  was  in  a  minority  on  the  question  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  in  this  House.  In 
1827  he  refused  to  join  the  Cabinet  of  Mr. 
Canning  ;  and  why  ?  Tou  will  remember 
Mr.  Canning's  memorable  words  when  he 
said  of  the  Catholic  claims,  **  In  the  name 
of  expediency  they  are  politic  ;  in  the 
name  of  humanity  they  are  charitable  ;  in 
the  name  of  God  they  are  just ;  "  and 
Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  how  he  could  take 
office  with  Mr.  Canning  after  he  had  given 
expression  to  such  sentiments  as  those. 
Again,  in  1828  Sir  Robert  Peel  stated 
that  further  consideration  had  only  con- 
firmed him  in  opposition  to  the  principle 
of  Catholic  Emancipation.  In  that  year 
Sir  Robert  Peel  was  so  little  advanced  in 
his  opinions  that  he  opposed  the  repeal  of 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  as  pro- 
posed by  Lord  John  Russell.  In  1829, 
however,  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  a  convert  to 
the  expediency  of  granting  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation.   He  was  a  man  of  sagaoious  and 
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generous  temperament,  and  when  be  de- 
termined to  yield  he  determined  thai  the 
concession  should  be  large,  generous,  and 
effective.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  introducing 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  antieipatsd 
the  arguments  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  laid  down  principles  from  whidi 
he  was  determined  that  there  should  be  do 
departure.  The  first  principle  which  he 
laid  down  was  that  the  Act  ahould  aoeom- 
plish  perfect  equality  between  Roman  Ca- 
tholics and  Protestants  in  the  Legislature. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  said — 

*'  If  we  are  to  relinquish  the  system  of  ex- 
olusion,  let  us  eeoure  the  ad?antages  of  ooDoei- 
sion.     If  we  are  to  eetUe  the  GatSolio  queition,  ' 
let  us  settle  it  at  onoe  and  for  ever." 

[Cheers  from  the  OpposUUm  Benches,] 
I  have  often  known  hon.  Gentlemen  cheer 
too  soon,  and  I  would  now  advise  them  to 
wait  a  little — 

<«  Settle  it,  I  mean,"  continued  Sur  Robert  Ped, 
«  BO  fir  as  politieal  rights  are  concerned,  by  the 
restoration  of  equality." — [2  Hansard,  zx.  767.] 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  to  carry  out  this 
principle  of  equality,  but  the  difficulty  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  may  be  illustrated  by  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire (Mr.  Disraeli)  this  evening. 
He  had  to  mediate  between  conflicting 
passions — the  passions  of  Roman  Catholics 
on  one  side,  who  cried  out ''  No  exclusion," 
and  the  passions  of  those  who  cried  oat 
**  No  surrender  ! " — and  he  framed  this 
oath.  *  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire says  that,  as  far  as  concerns 
the  security  of  the  Established  Church, 
he  does  not  care  a  rush  for  it;  but  there 
are  those  behind  him  who  take  a  diflPerent 
view.  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  obliged  to 
make  this  compromise  in  order  to  conciliate 
the  men  opposed  to  the  measure.  That 
was  the  position  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in 
1829,  but  he  determined  that  a  future  age 
should  be  emancipated  from  the  difficulty 
in  which  he  was  placed.  He  foresaw  that 
people  would  say,  **  Here  is  a  compact;" 
and  here  is  the  manner  in  which  he  re- 
pudiates such  an  assumption  — 

"  It  is  the  result  of  no  compact  with  any  party 
or  with  any  individual.  The  Roman  Catholia 
have  nofc  been  consulted  in  respect  to  it ;  and  for 
two  suflBoient  reasons.  First,  because  it  is  better 
suited  to  the  dignity  of  legislation  that  it  should 
be  independent  of  previous  compaots  with  the 
parties  whom  it  is  to  affect ;  and,  secondly,  because 
it  is  not  fair  upon  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves 
to  require  them  to  give  their  previous  assent  to 
the  conditions,  or  securities,  or  restrictions  with 
which  it  may  be  necessary  to  accompany  the  mea- 
sures of  relief." — [2  Mansard,  xx.  765.] 

Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  after 
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tbai  that  this  is  a  matter  of  compact  with  i>ropoM  to  depriTO  him,  I  belieTe  there  is  more 

the  RomaD    Catholics,  when    Sir   Rohort  of  real  security  in  oonfldence  than  in  syowed 

•ntji       jAi.^t.Aj'       1  'jj  mistrast  and  8a8piciOD,anaocompaniedb  J  effectual 

Peel  declared  that  he  studiously  af  oided  ^^,   p^,  ^^eie  reMons  I  aranwilling  to  de- 

anything  like  compact,  m  order  not  to  in-  priye  the  Roman  Catholic  Member  of  either 
lerfere  with  the  future  action  of  the  Ro-  Honse  of  Parliament  of  any  pririlege  of  free 
nan  Catholics  ?  He  foresaw  that  the  diacuswon,  and  free  exercise  of  judgment,  which 
measure  he  was  framing  must  he  im-  ^^HTn^rl^^  16^^  "^  ^"^  LegisUtuw."- 
perfect,  and  therefore  he  laid  down  the   ''  '-' 

principle  on  which  a  future  generation  Now,  I  say  that  Sir  Rohert  Peel  anticipated 
might  act,  though  he  was  too  much  en-  and  answered  the  arguments  now  being 
thralled  to  act  upon  them  himself.  Sir  put  forward.  Is  it  nothing  that  a  large 
Robert  Peel  not  only  said  that  there  Vas  section  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
no  compact,  hut  he  anticipated  the  Motion  should  he  placed  in  a  position  of  iuferiority 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bel-  by  being  compelled  to  enter  it  upon  con- 
Dast,  hecause  he  said  that  part  of  the  in-  ditions  from  which  others  are  exempt  ? 
tenUon  of  the  Oofcmment  was  that  no  Does  not  that  imply  inferiority?  Every 
restriction  should  be  placed  on  the  speeches  other  Member,  no  matter  what  his  creed, 
or  Totes  of  Roman  Catholic  Members.  Is  may  vote  upon  every  subject  which  comes 
that  deoied  ?  If  I  understond  the  Amend-  before  the  House.  The  Roman  Catholic 
ment,  it  means  that  the  Roman  Catholic  alone  is  debarred  from  the  exercise  of  that 
Members  are  under  the  obligation  of  an  right.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
oath  which  restrains  them  from  taking  nj^n  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
part  either  in  debates  or  divisions  on  the  Dublin  (Mr.  Whiteside)  said  the  other  day 
qoestion  of  the  Irish  Church.  If  that  is  that  Henry  VIII.  complained  that  he  was 
not  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment  it  has  only  half  a  King  ;  may  not  the  noble  Lord 
no  meaning  at  all.  Now,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Edward 
with  great  foresight,  saw  and  cut  that  Howard),  who  represente  a  Protestont  con- 
ground  from  under  your  feet.  That  very  gtituency,  say  that  he  is  only  half  a  Member 
restriction  was  proposed  to  Sir  Robert  of  Pariiament  ?  The  real  objection  is  that 
Peel,  and  what  were  the  terms  with  which  which  has  been  sUted  by  the  hon.  Member 
ho  rejected  and  repudiated  it  ?  This  is  for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt).  A 
part  of  history,  in  which  I  am  ignorant,  Roman  Catholic  may  put  his  own  construc- 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  ex-  tion  upon  the  oath,  and  a  ProtesUnt  may 
tromely  conversant.  Sir  Robert  Peel  put  his  own  construction  upon  his  conduct ; 
i^d  —  and  therefore  an  honourable,  high-minded, 

"^therpropowd  has  been  made,  by  a  right   ^^^  conscientious  Roman  Catholic,  acting 
hoD.  Fnend  of  mine,  f  Mr.  Wilmot  Horton)  made  .  .  «   ^  i  •        /  •         ° 

fiS;^  beSt  SS!;i.,  ind  mipported  with  an  "Pon  lu8  conscience  and  taking  his  own 
ingMiaity,  mbUity,  and  reiearoh  worthy  of  the  new  of  the  oath,  may  find  the  finger  of 
and  of  the  charaoter  of  its  author.    My    scorn  pointed  at  him  from  the  other  side 

of  the  House,  and  may  next  day  see 
columns  of  the  newspapers  teeming  with 
reproaches  against  iiim  for  having  violated 
an  oath  which,  in  his  conscience,  he  does  not 
believe  that  he  has  violated.  But  there  is 
another  case  which  has  escaped  the  notice 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hunt).  Apply  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  takes  an  oath  in  this  House 
that  he  will  do  nothing  to  weaken  the 
Established  Church,  but  he  takes  another 
oath  as  a  Privy  Councillor  that  he  will 
upon  every  question  openly,  conscientiously, 
and  solemnly  give  such  advice  as  he  be- 


2ht  hon.  Friend  has  proposed,  with  a  ?iew  to 
m  the  BQtpioions  and  fears  of  those  who  object 
to  the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics  to  Parlia- 
■MOt,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Member  should 
be  diaqoalifled  by  law  from  voting  on  matters 
relating,  direotlj  or  indirectly,  to  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  There  sppears  to 
SM  numerous  and  cogent  objections  to  this  pro- 
■oaal.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  dangerous  to  estab- 
uab  the  precedent  of  limiting  bjr  law  the  discre- 
tion by  which  the  duties  and  functions  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  are  to  be  exercised.  In  the  second, 
tt  is  difflcult  to  define  beforehand  what  are  the 

2oestions  which  afliMt  the  interests  of  the  Church. 
L  question  which  has  no  immediate  apparent  con- 
aeetion  with  the  Church  might  have  a  practical 
bearing  upon  its  welfitre  ten  times  more  impor- 
laai  than  another  question  which  might  appear 

SSL'^^r^»-  giT!;;r"^''f„r»voK  >--  '«•  ^  for  the  public  good.  ih. 

yea  do  Uttle  to  diminish  his  real  infiuence,  if  you  ,  question  of   the  Irish  Church  comes  on  ; 

leave  him  the  power  of  speaking,  of  biassing  the  he  has  to  advise  upon  that  question,  and 

mdgmenU  of  others  on  the  Question  on  which  be  thinks,  let  us  suppose,  that  that  Church 

he  is  not  himself  to  vote;  and  if,  by  a  jealous  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^  abolished.     He  has  taken  au 

and  distrusting  but  ineoiMtual  precaution,  you  ^  f.   .     ...    „  w   j*        i  • ^*  *«.  :« 

tenpl  him  (o  iMreiM  to  your  prejudice  the  re-  <>«»'»  «»  *'•  House  biiidmg  him  not  to  in- 

iHining  pomr  of  «lii«li  xo«  oaanot,  or  do  not  (erfera  with  the  Eatftbluhea  Churoh   m 
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Irdand,  aod  he  has  takes  another  as  a 
Privy  Ooanoillor  whieh  obligea  him  to  ad- 
vise its  abolition.  Thii  is  not  the  case 
merelj  of  i^n  unnecessary  or  doubtful  oath, 
but  of  two  absolutely  conflicting  oaths. 
I  will  not  be  tempted  to  go  further  into 
this  question,  but  with  reference  to  the 
reproach  which  has  been  levelled  at  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Monsell)  for  bring- 
ing  this  Bill  forward  because  he  is  a  Roman 
Catholic,  I  must  say  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  introduce  a  Bill,  and  if  no 
Protestant  Member  will  introduce  a  Bill,  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  only  ex- 
ercised a  wise  discretion  in  proposing  a 
measure  which  will  rescue  himself  from  a 
great  reproach,  and  confer  a  great  boon 
upon  all  his  co-religionists. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
state  that  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  to  his 
dying  day,  instead  of  in  any  way  relaxing 
the  opinion  he  expressed  in  1849,  had  learnt 
by  experience  the  value  pf  the  securities 
he  had  in  that  year  recommended  the 
House  to  retain,  and  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  to  remove.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Horsman)  had  read  history  in  a  very 
strange  manner.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  endeavoured  to  persuade  the  House  to 
accept  certain  expressions,  which  fell  from 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1829,  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  tenour  of  the  Act  which  Sir 
Robert  Peel  then  carried,  and  to  his  deli- 
berate opinion  expressed  in  1849,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  the  House  to 
believe  that  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
gained  nothing  by  experience  in  those 
twenty  years.  In  1854  the  late  Mr.  Goul- 
burn  had  assured  him  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  so  far  from  under- 
valuing the  securities  ^hich  he  willingly 
accepted  and  adopted  in  1829,  adhered  to 
them  as  he  did,  being  himself  a  Member  of 
the  Government  which  adopted  these  se- 
curities— not  as  a  matter  of  compact  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  objected  to 
that  word  —  but  on  the  authority  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  of  Ireland.  So 
far  from  departing  from  those  securities, 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  within  one  year  of  his 
death,  and  although  favourable  to  the  ad- 
mission of  Jews  to  that  House,  warned 
the  House  not  to  depart  from  the  settle- 
ment of  1 829,  lest  this  country  should  be 
involved  in  those  bitter  controversies  which 
it  had  been  his  object  to  calm  and  assuage. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  warned  the  Protestant 
Dissenters  of  this  country  of  the  mistake 
they  were  making  on  this  question.  Their 
predecessors  had  made  a  like  mistake.  But 


one  year  preYions  to  the  ReTolntum  of 
1688.  in  16d7,  the  Dissenters  and  Qiiaken 
had  been  so  attracted  by  the  deel^ratios 
in  favour  of  religious  equality  issued  bj 
James  II.,  that  they  attended  him  bars- 
headed  with  expression  of  their  gratitude, 
and  yet  the  very  next  year  they  were  com- 
pelled to  concur  in  the  deposition  of  tbe 
King,  because  they  found  thM  the  power 
and  tyranny  of  Rpme  had  become  aiqioit 
supreme  in  this  country,  although  there 
was  not  one  Roman  Catholic  to  fi  hundred 
Protestants  at  that  time,  yet  Jesuitism  insi- 
nuated itself  into  the  affairs  of  State. 
This  attempt  at  Supremacy,  on  the  part 
of  RomOi  was  defeated  at  the  Revolotioa. 
Previous  to  the  reign  of  Elizabeth  no  oath 
was  taken  by  any  Member  equivalent  to 
that  now  accepted  by  each  Member  at  the 
table — no  oath  such  as  that  established  in 
1829.  Why  should  thatof^th  be  abrogated? 
The  House  was  told  that  it  was  painful 
to  Roman  Catholics  to  hfive  to  repudiate 
the  doctrines  ascribed  to  them.  But  what 
was  the  language  of  the  Encyclical  letter 
of  last  Peceipber?  That  letter  touched, 
not  only  on  matters  of  religion,  but  of 
jurisdiction,  for  the  Pope  asserted  it  to  be 
criminal  for  any  Roman  Catholic  to  hold 
that  the  temporal  affairs  of  States  and 
Nations  were  exempt  from  his  authority. 

Question   put,   "That   those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  147  ; 
Noes  166  :  Majority  19. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
House  reeumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  3^  on  Thuriday. 

AYES. 

Annesley,  bon.  Col.  H.  Cobbold.  J.  C. 

Archdall,  Captain  M.  Cole,  hon.  H. 

Astell.  J.  H.  Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 

Aytoun,  R.  S.  Conolly,  T. 

Barrow,  W.  H.  Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 

BatesoD.  Sir  T.  Davie,  Sir  H.  B.  F. 

Beach,  Sir  M.  Bering,  Sir  E.  C. 

Beach,  W.  W.  B.  Dick,  F. 

Bentinck,  G.  C.  Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 

Benyon,  R.  Du  Cane,  C. 

Beresford,  D.  W.  Pack-  Dunoombe,  hon.  A« 

Bernard,  hon.  Colonel  Da  Pre,  C.  G. 

Boyle,  hon.  G.  F.  Edwards,  Colonel 

Bremridge,  R.  Egerton,  E.  C. 

Brooks,  R.  Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 

Bromley,  W.  D.  Farquhar,  Sir  M. 

Bruce,  Sir  H.  H.  FeUowes,  E. 

Bruen,  H.  Fergusson,  Sir  J. 

Butler,  C,  S.  Floyer,  J. 

Caird,  J.  Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 

Cargill,  W.  W.  Forster,  Sir  G. 

Cave,  S.  Fnuwr,  Sir  W.  A. 
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Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0« 
Greenall,  6. 
Gre«nwoo4»  J. 
Grey  do  WUtoB,  Viiot. 
Grogan,  Sir  £. 
HalibartoD,  T.  0. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
BamilUm,  Vilooimt 
Hardy,  G, 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Hoygatob  Sir  F.  W. 
HUl.  bon.  R.  C. 
Uolford,  R.  S. 
Holmesdale,  Visooiint 
Hoiham,  Lord 
Howea,  E. 
Ingettro,  Viicoant 
JoUifb^rUmJSirW.G.U. 
Jolliffe,  H.  H. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
King,  J.  K. 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Knatohbull,W.  F. 
KnighUey,  Sfar  R. 
Knoz,  Oolonel 
Knox,  bon.  Mi^or  S. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Langtoo.  W.  H.  G. 
Leeke,  SirU. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leigbton,  Sir  B. 
LetUe,  0.  P. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lowth«r,lion.  Gol« 
Lytloo,rt.  bn.  Sir  G.  E. 

L.  Biilwer 
Haeanlay,  K. 
Kalina,  R. 

Mannen,  rt.  bn.  Lord  J. 
Bifannert,  Lord  G.  J. 
Miles,  Sir  W. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
Miller,  W. 
MiUfl,  A. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morgan,  bon.  Major 


Mowbray,  ri.  hon.  J,  R. 

Murray,  W. 
Naaa,  liord 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel, bon.  G.J. 
North,  Oolonel 
O'Neill,  S. 
Paoke,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Papfllon,  P.  0. 
Parl&er,  Major  W. 
Patten,  Colonel  W. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  General 
Pennant,  bon.  Colonel 
PbllliM,  G.  L. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pryte,  £.  L. 
Ridley.  Sir  M.  W. 
Salt,  T. 

SeUter-Booth,  G. 
Selwyn,  G.  J. 
Shirley,  £.  P. 
Smith,  A.  (HerU) 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Somee,  J. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stoari,  Lieai.  Col.  W. 
Stqrt,  H.  G. 
Sturt,  Lieat.  Col.  N. 
Snrtees,  H.  E. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Tollemaohe,  J. 
Torrene^  R. 
Trefoiii,  bon.  G,  H.  R. 
Treheme,  M. 
TraTor,  Lord  A.  E.  Hill- 
TroUope,  rt.  bon.  Sir  J. 
Tamer,  C. 
Vanoe,  J. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Verner,  E.  W. 
Waloott,  Admiral 
Waldegrare-  Le8lie,bnG 
Walker,  J.  R. 
WatUngton,  J.  W.  P. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Wbiteaide,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Williams.  F.  M. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 


Cauns,  Sir  H, 
Whitmore,  H. 


Aetoo,  Sir  J.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Antrobos,  E. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Baring,  fl.  B. 


NOES. 

Brand,  bon.  H. 
Bright,  J. 

Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bmoe,  Lord  E. 
Bmoe.  rt.  bon.  H.  A. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  G. 


Baring,  rt.bn.SUrF.T.    Calthorpe,  bon.  F.  H. 


W.  G. 
Cardwell,  rfe.  bon.  B. 
Carnegie,  bon.  0. 
CaTendisb.  Lord  G. 
Cheetham,  J. 
GbUders,  H.  0.  £.• 


Baring,  T.  G. 
Baas,  M.  T. 
Basley,  T. 
Beale,  S. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Beikeley,  hon,  H.  F. 
Berkeley,hn.ColF.W.F.    CUy,  J. 
Blake.  J.  A.  Cliflbird,  C.  C. 

Bonbam-Carter,  J.  Cogao,  W.  H.  F. 

BouTerie.  bon.  P.  P.        Coke.  hon.  Colonel 
Brady,  Dr.  Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 

Bramiton,  T.  W.  Oolli«r»  Sir  R.  P. 


OoUhofet,  Sir  G.  0. 
Corbally,  M.  £. 
Cox,  W. 

Crawford,  R.  W. 
DaTey,  R. 
Denmim,  bon.  G. 
Dickson,  Colonel 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Douglas,  Sir  0. 
Douhon,  F. 
Duff,  M.  £.  G. 
Dondas,  rt.  bon.  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  M. 
Enfleld,  Yisoonnt 
Ennis,  J. 
Erans,  T.  W. 
Ewart.  J.  C. 
Fenwick,£.H. 
Foljambe.  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  W.  E. 
Foster.  W.  O. 
Fortesoue,  bon.  F.  D. 
Fortesoue,  rt.hon.  C. 
French,  Colonel 
Gavin,  Migor 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  C. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Gosoben,  G.  J. 
Goww,  hon.  F«  L. 
Greene^  J. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
GreviUe,  Colonel  F. 
Grey.  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
GrresTenor,  Earl 
Groerenor,  Lord  R. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Eassard,  M. 
Headlam,  rt.  bOQ«  T«  £. 
Henley.  Lord 
Hennessy,  J.  P. 
Hesketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Hibbert.J.T. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Horsman,  rt.  bon.  E. 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Hunt,G.  W. 
JerToise,Sir  J.C. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kinglake,  A.W. 
Kingsoote,  Colonel 
Layard,  A.  H. 
Lawson,  W. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Leferre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Lewis,  H. 
Looke,  J. 
Longfleld,  R. 
Lowe.  rt.  hon.  R. 
MaoEToy,  E. 
Maokinnon,  W.  A. 


HafnireJ^F. 
Migoribanks,  D.  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
MitobeU,  T.  A. 
Moor,  H. 
Moore,  C. 
North,  F. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'Donogbue,  The 
O'Farrall,  ri.  bn.  R.  M. 
Ogiliry,  Sir  J. 
O^Loghleo,  Sir  C.  M. 
Onslow,  G. 
O'Reilly.  M.  W. 
Paoke.  Colonel 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  0. 
Facet,  Lord  C. 
PJmer,  Sir  R. 
Palmeretoa,  Viioonnt 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  B. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  F. 
Peel,  J. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  Colonel 
PolUrd-Urquhart,  W. 
Portman,  bn.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  £. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Bamsden.  Sir  J.  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Scbolefleld^  W. 
Scully,  V. 
Seymour,  W.  D. 
Seymour,  A. 
Shelley,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridaa,  H.  B. 
Smith,  H.  T. 
Staepoole,  W. 
8taiiUy,bon.W.O. 
Stansfeld,  J. 
Stuart,  Colonel  C. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tollemaohe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Tottenham,  Lt.-Col.C  .G 
Tracy,  bon.  C.  R.  P.  H. 
Turner,  J.  A. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
VUUers,  rt.  hon.  0.  P. 
Yyner,  R.  A. 
Waldron.  L. 
Weguelin,  T.  M, 
Western,  S. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  Brown- 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  hon.  L. 
Winnington,SirT.  E. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TKIXSRS. 

Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Castlerosse,  Viscount 
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Clause  6  (Erery  Description  of  Title 
may  be  recorded,  and  need  not  be  regis- 
tered in  the  Deeds  Registry.  21  &  22 
Vict  c.  72.  s.  51). 

Mb.  WHITESIDB  mo?ed,  in  line  25, 

to  leaTc  out— 

"  And  no  delaration  of  tiUe  bo  entered  upon  the 
record  ehall  be  regiitered  in  the  otBoe  ior  Re- 
giBtering  Deeds  in  Ireland." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  admitted  the  force  of  the  Amendment, 
and  proposed  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's views  by  the  addition  of  certain 
words  to  Clause  16. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Any  Person  obtaining  a  Con- 
Tcyance  or  Declaration  may  decline  to 
have  his  Title  recorded  under  this  Act). 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  mofed,  in  line  35, 
to  leave  out  "  not."  He  said  his  object  was 
to  render  the  Bill  completely  permissive, 
as  the  promoters  of  it    said  they  wished 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  object  to  the  Amendment,  on  the 
ground  that  the  word  proposed  to  be  left 
out  would  not,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
affect  its  permissive  character. 

Amendment  fkegcAwed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  and  9  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Books  of  Record  not  to  be 
inspected  without  Leave.  25  &  26  Vict. 
c.  53,  ss.  15,'and  137.    Index  to  be  made). 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moved,  in  line  26, 
to  leave  out  from  "  inspected"  to  "judge," 
in  line  29,  and  insert — 

**  In  like  manner  as  the  registrj  of  Deeds  in 
Ireland  may  be  inspected  by  the  public  under  the 
Statutes  Regulating  the  Registry  of  Deeds  Office." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  Amendment  as  calcu- 
lated to  gratify  the  curiosity  with  regard 
to  private  property  of  persons  not  interested 
in  it.  It  might  even  be  used  for  fraudu- 
lent purposes. 

Mr.  HASSARD  said,  that  for  150 
years  they  had  courted  publicity  in  this 
matter  in  Ireland,  instead  of  shunting  it, 
and  it  had  always  been  found  beneficial. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  would  prefer 
an  open  registrj,  but  did  not  wish  to  do 
anything  that  would  endanger  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  would  concede  the  addition  of  words, 
giving  au  enlarged  power  of  inspection, 
intermediate  .between  the  clause  and  the 


Amendment— ^adopting,  in  faet,  the  elauie 
for  the  English  Registration  Act. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Every  charge,  ^.»  to  be 
entered  in  Record  of  Title.  25  &  26  VuA. 
c.  53,  s.  32). 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  approved  of  tlie 
Bill  so  far  as  it  provided  for  the  registrs- 
tion  of  title,  but  objected  to  the  enactment 
providing  for  the  establishment  of  another 
Registry  of  Deeds. 

Sir  UUGH  CAIRNS  said,  he  ve^ 
much  preferred  the  system  of  registratioa 
of  title  to  the  system  of  the  registration 
of  deeds.  He  would  support  the  clause, 
though  it  was  not  as  perfect  as  it  might 
have  been. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Other  Deeds  may  be  recorded, 
on  Evidence  of  due  Ezecntiou.  Origiosli 
or  Copies  to  be  retained  in  Court). 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  moved,  to  leave  out 
clause.  He  said  the  clause  made  of  this 
Record  of  Title  another  Registry  of  Deeds 
Office.  He  objected  to  this  double  system 
of  registration. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  fetter  the  modes  of 
transfer. 

Clause,  with  Amendments,  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Interests,  be.  may  be  re- 
corded by  Reference.  No  Appeal  to  lie  if 
the  Judge  declines  to  record  separately). 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  the  Attorney 
General  seemed  to  think  that  a  charge 
under  a  settlement  could  be  recorded  with- 
out reference  to  the  settlement.  He 
submitted  that  everything  within  the  settle- 
ment should  be  made  known,  thus  giving 
notice  to  the  parties  who  should  purohsse 
the  charge  under  that  settlement. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  moved  the  foUow- 
ing  clause : — 

"  That  any  perons  who  has  ohtained  fiftun  the 
Commisuoners  for  the  Sale  of  Incumbered  Estates 
in  Ireland  or  from  the  Landed  £statet  Court  a 
oonveyance  or  declaration  of  title,  or  who  shall 
hereafter  obtain  the  same,  may  apply  every  flfe 
years  by  summary  petition,  supported  by  sneh 
evidence  as  the  Court  shall  require,  to  be  declared 
the  owner,  with  registry  of  mdefeasible  title  m 
originally  granted  by  the  Court ;  and  upon  the 
declaration  of  the  Court,  granted  and  registered 
or  recorded  as  may  be  required  by  law,  the  person 
named  therein  shall  be  deemed  owner  as  declared, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  object  to  the  clause. 
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Sm  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  the  olaase 
was  likely  to  introduce  a  new  question  as 
to  costs. 

Clause  nsgaihed. 

House  rsnimcd. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  on  I%ur$da^, 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE,  Ac, 
BILL— [Bill.  197.] 

SBOOKD  BXADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  C.  p.  YILLIERS,  in  moving  the 
seoond  reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  its 
objects  were  to  provide  for  the  continuanoe 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for  a  limited  period, 
and  to  introduce  some  Amendments  of  the 
general  law  regulating  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  Had  not  the  Session  been  so  far 
advanced,  and  a  dissolution  so  near  at  hand, 
he  should  have  submitted  to  the  House  a 
measure  of  a  more  extended  character; 
bat  as  the  time  at  their  disposal  was  so 
short,  and  hon.  Members  seemed  so  dis- 
inelined  for  controversy,  he  had  abstain- 
ed from  introducing  matters  which  might 
have  excited  some  diflference  of  opinion. 
At  one  time  there  was  a  great  disinclina- 
tioa  to  renew  this  Commission.  Memorials 
had  been  presented  a  few  years  ago  for 
limiting  the  power  of  the  Board,  and  peti- 
tions to  this  House  had  complained  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Board  exercised  its 
inthority.  This  led  the  House  to  agree 
b  a  very  full  inquiry  into  the  administra- 
tion and  operation  of  the  law,  and,  after  a 
rery  lengthened  investigation,  the  Com- 
adttee  made  their  Report,  having  come  to 
the  ooncluaion  that  not  only  was  it  essen- 
tial to  the  good  working  of  the  law  that 
lome  system  of  central  supervision  should 
aousty  but,  rather  in  opposition  to  what 
bad  been  recommended  on  the  part  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  itself,  the  Committee  de- 
eded that  the  time  had  come  when  the  cen- 
fcral  authority  should  be  rendered  perma- 
lent,  but  not  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Poor 
Law  Boardy  rather  indeed  in  opposition  to  a 
proposal  which  he  himself  made  to  them 
^tiiat  the  time  had  come  when  the  De- 
partment which  was  to  have  the  supervi- 
■OQ  of  the  administration  of  that  law 
Nigjit  to  be  placed  upon  a  permanent 
boting.  TTnderthepecidiar  circumstances 
if  the  present  Session,  to  which  he  had 
wferred,  and  as  the  country  had  had  but 
ittle  as  yet  considered  so  important  a 
ilumge,  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to 
idopt  that  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
nittee,  and  l^  this  Bill  he  only  proposed 
to  renew  the  powers  of  the  Board  for— a 


shorter  time  than  usual — ^for  a  period  of 
three  years,  so  that  in  the  next  or  suc- 
ceeding Session  the  question  as  to  who* 
ther  it  should  be  placed  upon  a  perma- 
nent footing  might  be  faUj  considered  and 
deliberately  decided.    For  similar  reasons, 
he  had  confined  the  Amendments  of  the 
law  which  he  proposed  to  make  under  this 
Bill  to  those  of  giving  more  distinct  and 
effective  application  to  that,  the  policy  of 
which  had  already  been  decided  upon  by 
the  Legislature,  and  to  give  effect  to  which, 
indeed,  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  already 
issued  its  general  orders.    Por  instance, 
in  the  19th  section  of  the  4  &  5  WtU.  lY. 
there  was  the  most  distinct  recognition 
of   the   principle    of   equal    respect    for 
different  religious  professions  of  the  in- 
mates of  workhouses,  and  it  was  provided 
that  they  should  have  the  attendance  of 
ministers  of  their  own  persuasions,  and 
should  not  be  compelled  to  attend  the  ser- 
vices of  a  religion  other  than  their  own. 
The  Legislature  had  been  consistent  on 
this  matter  for  the  last  thirty  years  in 
all  measures  that  involved  the  same  ques« 
tion.    The  case  of  the  industrial  schools 
might  be  mentioned  as  strictly  analogous  to 
the  case  of  the  workhouses.   In  the  Indus- 
trial School  Act  provision  was  made  for 
the  distinct  entry  of  the  religion  of  every 
child  in  a  book  for  that  purpose.    In  order 
to  carry  out  the  intention  of  the  19th  sec- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  from  time  to  time  issued  general 
orders  requiring  that  a  book  should  be  kept 
in  which  an  entry  should  be  made  of  the 
religious  persuasion  of  every  person  who 
was  admitted  to  the  workhouse.     These  or- 
ders had  been  but  very  imperfectly  obeyed, 
in  some  cases  they  had  been  entirely  disre- 
garded ;  and  the  result  had  been  the  occa- 
sion of  much  confbsion  and  of  much  angry 
controversy  between  the  authorities  of  the 
union  and  the  clergy  as  to  the  religion  of 
the  inmates.    The  poor  among  the  Roman 
Catholics  stated  that  their  children  had 
been  brought  up  as  Protestants,  and  Pro- 
testants had  given  evidence  that  where 
Roman  Catholic  parents  had  changed  their 
religion  their  children  were  still  brought 
up  as  Roman  Catholics.     This  arose  £rom 
the  want  of  a  proper  system  of  regis- 
tration of  the  religion  of  the  children. 
The  Bill  would  give  the  Poor  Law  Board 
more  power  to  enforce  obedience  to  their 
orders  in  this  respect  than  they  at  present 
possessed.     The  Committee  recommended 
that  in  the  case  of  workhouses  in  which  there 
were  more  Roman  Catholic  than  Protes- 
tant inmates,  the  Roman  Catholic  minister^ 
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who  attended  them  Bhonld  be  paid  out  of 
the  rates;  bat,  as  he  desired  to  introduce 
nothing  novel,  or,  as  he  said  before,  likely 
to  proYoke  dispute,  into  the  Bill,  he  had 
not  adopted  that  recommendation.   He  had 
confined  his  Bill  to  carrying  out  the  known 
intentions  of  the  Legislature,  as  they  had 
been  already  declared  in  different  Acts. 
The  Bill  simply  provided  for  the  registra- 
tion of  the  religion  of  the  inmates  of  the 
workhouses,  and  the  raster  being  made 
accessible  to    the    ministers  of   religion 
visiting  the  union.     Another  amendment 
of  tbe  law  which  he  proposed  to  make  was 
to  provide  for  the  better  classification  of 
the  inmates  of  workhouses  ;   this  was  a 
matter  to  which  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
always  attached  the  greatest  importance, 
but  to  which  guardians,  in  consequence  of 
the  additional  expense  which  it  might  oc- 
casion, had  been  indisposed  to  attend  to. 
Hitherto  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  been 
powerless  in  the  matter,  because  there  was 
a  limit  to  the  expenditure  which  they 
could  compel  the  guardians  to  incur  for 
this  purpose ;    but  a  clause  in  this  Bill 
would  give  the  Board  the  power  to  direct 
the  guardians  to  effect  the  arrangements 
requisite  to  secure  a  better  classification 
of  the  inmates.     The  last  clause  of  any 
importance  was  that  which  enabled  the 
Poor  Law  Board  to  dissolve  the  old  in- 
corporations,   known    familiarly    by   the 
name  of  Gilbert's  Unions.     Many  of  these 
had    dissolved    themselves    voluntarily  ; 
others,  through  some  defect  in  their  con- 
stitution, gave  the  Central  Board  the  power 
of  bringing  them  within  their  jurisdiction, 
and  only  about  twelve  of  them  were  now 
left,  who  administered  the  law  much  in 
the  way  it  used  to  be  done  before  the  Poor 
Laws  were  reformed.     The  only  thing 
preventing  their  dissolution  hitherto  had 
been  that  the  consent  of  two  thirds  of  the 
guardians  was  requisite,  which  of  course, 
in  some  cases,  it  was  difficult  to  obtain, 
and  a  clause  in  this  Bill  would  enable  tbe 
Board  to  dispense  with  that  consent  in 
future.     He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  all 
the   Qilbert's  Unions  were   ill-managed, 
and  any  which  were  well  conducted  ac- 
cording to  the  modem  system  would  not 
of  necessity  be  dissolved  under  this  Bill. 
The  remainder  of  the  Bill  consisted  only  of 
details  of  less  importance,  and  which  might 
be  postponed  if  any  real  objection  existed 
on  the  point.     They  embodied,  however, 
improvements  which  had  been  long  de- 
manded, and  which  he  imagined  would  ex- 
cite no  opposition.    The   Bill   contained 
nothing  that  was  novel  in  principle,  or 
Mr.  C.  P.  FiUm's 


to  the  best  of  his  leocdleotion  fliat  had  not 
been  unanimously  supported  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  He  tmated,  therefsre, 
the  House  would  be  wilUfig  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time. 

Motion  made»  and  Question  ptoposed, 
"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  leeood 

time."— (-Jfr.  0.  P.  VtOUrs.) 

Mx.  HEKLETsaid,  he  ^  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  BilL    The  first  danse  wai 
necessary,  for  it  Woold  not  do  to  let  the 
Poor  Law  Board  drop  all  <^  a  momeit 
But  he  noticed  that  tiie  title  of  the  meason 
being  "  The  Poor  Law  Board  Gontinuaiioe, 
&c.,  Bill,"  one  clause  waa  devoted  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Board,  and  twenty-six  or 
twenty-seven  clauses  were  oontained  in  the 
et  cetera.    He  would  not  weary  the  Hooss 
by  going  through  the  et  cetera,  bat  the  Hooie 
and  the  country  had  a  right  to  oomplain  that 
this  Bill  embodying,  in  part»  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Committee  whidh  had  sit 
for  three  or  four  years,  was  not  brought 
forward  till  after  the  Whitsuntide  receiSi 
when  by  the  issue  of  the  eleotioneering 
address  of  one  Member  of  the  Cabinet  at 
least  Parliament  had  been  warned  that  its 
days  were  numbered.     There  waa  one  of 
the  clauses  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  oddly  left  unnoticed,  and  this 
was  Clause  19,  in  which  he   had  taken 
power  to  prohibit  the  Bible  in  worldiouses 
— at  least  to  prohibit  "  any  religious  book" 
— and  he  presumed  we  had  not  yet  attained 
to  that  pitch  when  the  Bible  or  Prayer 
Book  would  cease  to  be  accounted  a  religious 
book.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  doubt- 
less, would  not  abuse  the  power  veeted  in 
him  any  more  than  anybody  else,  but  this 
was  certainly  one  of  the  "insignificant 
details,"  which  deserved  a  little  considera- 
tion.    Every  clause  in  the  Bill  did  one  of 
two  things;  either  it  increased  the  arbi- 
trary powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
else  it  exempted  the  Board  from  doing 
some  of  those  things  which  had  been  found 
necessary  to  enable  the  country  to  ad- 
minister those  arbitrary  laws  benefioiallj. 
Penalties  for  infringing  the  orders  of  ths 
Board  hitherto  could  not  be  enforced  by 
magistrates  at  petty  sessions  till  the  orders 
under  seal  had  been  circulated  to  those 
petty  sessions.     By  this  Bill,    however, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  it  no  longer 
necessary  to  distribute  these  orders,  but 
only  to  send  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  county.    In  the  name  of 
common-sense,  how  were  magistrates  at 
petty  sessions,  in  snch  a  county  as  York- 
shire, to  know  anything  about  documents 
sent  to  the  Clerk  of  Uie  Peace.    He  knew 


03 


Pi»or  Law  Bwml 


{Juke  12,  1865]        ConHnunnei,  ^e.,  Bill      94 


ftom  experience  thai  the  Poor  Law  Board 
were  pretty  active  in  lajring  infonnations 
against  those  who  did  not  ohey  their  rules 
and  orders.    Again,    it  might  he  very 
proper  that  parties  should  he  put  under  a 
Fbor  Law  auditor,  hut  why  should  large 
Tillages  and  towns  at  present  under  the 
Watching  and  Lighting  Acts  have  their 
position   altered   without   notice  to  the 
parties?    Neither  they  nor   the  House 
should  he  called  on  to  deal  post-haste  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.    The  proposal 
to  charge  upon  the  rates  the  superannua- 
tion of  the  registrars  of  hirths  and  mar- 
riages was  a  totally  new  matter,    upon 
which  they  ought  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  consulting  local  opinion.    Begarding 
the  persons  who  were  to  he  suhject  to  the 
vagrant  laws,   the  provisions  were  ex- 
ceedingly vague  and  arbitrary,  and  alto- 
gether the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
To  sweep  away  the  GKlbert  Unions  with- 
out the  opportunity  of  saying  a    word 
for   themselves  was   a   tolerably    strong 
proposal.    He  had  no  knowledge  of  these 
anions;  they  might  be  either  so  perfect 
as  to  put  the  guardians  of  Poor  Law  Unions 
to  shame,  or  so  bad  that  they  ought  to  be 
put  down  at  once.    Experience,  however, 
of  the  working  of  some  of  the  Poor  Law 
Unions,  even  in  London,  had  shown  that 
the  Poor  Law  authorities  were  far  from 
perfect  in  their  own  management.    As  he 
had  stated,  he  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the   Bill,  but  he  reserved  to 
himself  the  right  to  take  whatever  course 
he  thought  fit  in   Committee.    If  this 
Bill  were  really  what  it  professed  to  be, 
a  continuance  Bill,  the  best  course  would 
be  to  confine  its  scope  to  the  simple  ob- 
ject of  continuiug  the  Board  for  another 
year,    striking  out  all  the  other  clauses, 
and  leaving  to  a  future  Session  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  whether  the  Poor 
Law  Board  should  or  should  not  be  ren- 
dered a  permanent  body.    There  were  a 
great  number  of  questions  to  be  discussed, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  the  Bill  were  to  be  made  merely 
a    continuance   Bill,    and    the   proposed 
measure  postponed  until  next  Session. 

LoBD  BOBERT  CECIL  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gfentleman  had  made  two  bold  asser- 
tions— ^namely,  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill  open  to  controversy,  and  that 
he  had  the  authority  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  subject  for  everything 
proposed  in  it.  Now,  he  had  been  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  appointed  in  1861  to 
take  the  subject  of  Poor  Law  Amendment  ^ 


into  condderatioii,  and  he  was  desirous  of 
vindicating  the  conduct  of  that  Committee 
before  the  House  from   the   supposition 
that  they  were   answerable    for  all  the 
clauses  contained  in  the  Bill,  many  of  those 
clauses  being,  in  fact,  the  sole  invention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board.    One   of  these 
clauses  not  only  gave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman power  to  forbid  the  circulation  of 
any  religious  book  in  the  workhouses,  but 
made  any  pauper  reading  any  book  not 
authorised  by  him  liable  to  punishment. 
He  wished   to  know  in  whom  lay  the 
control,  who  was  the  chief  censor  of  this 
index  exptfrgatariiUt  and  whether  the  sacred 
conclave  was  to  be  assembled  in  White- 
hall Place.    The  clause  which  applied  the 
Vagrant  Act  to  persons  relieved  out  of  tiie 
workhouse  who  reftised  to  perform  the 
work  required  of  them  was  another  inven- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   for 
which  the  Committee  were  in  no  wa^  re- 
sponsible.  The  only  point  upon  which  the 
Committee  had  been  Uioroughly  unanimous 
was  that  an  end  should  be  put  to  this 
system  of  half  and  half  legislation,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  make  up 
its  mind  no  longer  to  continue  the  system 
of  prolonging  the  existence  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  for  three  or  five  years  at  a 
time,  but  should  decide  once  for  all  whe- 
ther the  Board  should  be  done  away  with 
altogether  or  should  be  made  a  permanent 
institution.    The  proper  course  open  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  have 
brought  in  a  simple  continuance  Bill  this 
Session,  so  that  when  Parliament  next 
met  the  question  might  have  been  fblly 
discussed,  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  that  the  institution  should  be 
made  a  permanent  one  have  been  adopted 
or  rejected.    Both  the  Committee  and  the 
House  had  good  reason  to  complain  of  the 
time  which  ^ad  been  chosen  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  bringing  in  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  sent  in  its  Report  in  May 
of  last  year.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
delayed  the  bringing  in  of  the  Houseless 
Poor  Act — one  of  its  recommendations — 
until  the  last  fortnight  of  the  Session,  so 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  could  be  properly  discussed, 
and  he  now  asked  them  to  pass  the  present 
Bill  under  almost  similar  circumstances. 
He  concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  he  could  not  approve  his  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House,  founded  as  it  was 
upon  an  incorrect — he    said  it  without 
meaning   any   offence — statement.     The 
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principle  of  the  creed  register  was  most 
warmly  contested;  and,  although  the 
Boman  Catholics  carried  their  point,  the 
masters  of  all  the  London  workhouses  op- 
posed them  most  strongly,  and  he  com- 
plained that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  fairly  represented  the  feeling  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  suhject.  One  of  the 
difficulties  they  had  to  contend  with  was 
the  education  of  pauper  Boman  Catholic 
children  with  Protestant  children,  and  the 
Committee  adopted  a  conciliatory  clause, 
under  which  Boman  Catholic  children 
oould  have  heen  educated  in  the  school 
with  the  consent  of  their  parents ;  hut  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  any 
conciliatory  provision  of  the  kind  from  his 
Bill.  As  there  were  so  many  questions  of 
importance  to  he  discussed,  and  as  at  that 
period  of  the  Session  it  would  he  ridiculous 
to  try  to  amend  the  Bill,  he  called  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  turn  his  Bill 
into  a  simple  continuance  Bill,  so  that  the 
matter  might  he  fully  gone  into  in  the 
course  of  next  Session. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  thought  that 
the  ohjections  taken  hy  the  nohle  Lord 
were  perfectly  just.  The  Bill  had  only 
heen  placed  in  the  hands  of  Memhers  on 
Friday.  There  were  a  numher  of  unions 
who  were  opposed  to  many  of  its  clauses. 
The  Government  would  gain  nothing  hy 
pressing  the  measure.  The  guardians  and 
not  the  Poor  Law  Board  would  have  to 
carry  it  out,  and  time  till  next  Session 
ought  to  ho  given  to  allow  of  its  provisions 
heing  considered  hy  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  TBOLLOPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  reason  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  ought  to  have 
weight  with  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Many 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  met  only  once 
a  fortnight,  and  could  not  therefore  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his  proposition 
to  take  power  to  coalesce  &  number  of 
parishes,  giving  them  only  one  guardian, 
was  interfering  directly  with  the  principle 
of  the  Poor  Law,  which  was,  that  repre- 
sentation should  be  according  to  taxation. 
Many  parishes  with  the  smallest  popula- 
tion had  a  large  amount  of  rateable  pro- 
perty, but  power  was  taken  by  the  Bill 
to  suppress  by  the  veto  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  the  representation  of  those  small 
parishes,  except  as  annexed  to  a  larger 
and  more  populous  parish.  This  was  a 
power  which  the  country  would  hardly  be 
prepared  at  so  short  a  notice  to  sanction. 
He  thought  time  ought  to  be  given,  and 
that  the  Bill  should  be  a  simple  continu- 
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ance  Bill.  If  the  obnozioiis  danseB  mn 
not  withdrawn,  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
propose  that  the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Mb.  NEATE  saidy  he  cordially  con- 
curred in  the  suggestion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenum  should  make  the  Bill 
simply  a  oontinuanoe  Bill.  There  was  one 
matter  which  ought  particularly  to  be  kept 
in  mind,  and  that  regarded  the  medic^ 
profession.  The  medical  profession  ongfat 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  bring  the  grier- 
ances  which,  rightly  or  wrongly,  they 
held  themselves  to  suffer  before  i^e  House, 
and  which,  if  the  present  opportunity  was 
refused  them,  could  not  be  i^orded  them. 
The  condition  of  the  vagrant  or  casual 
poor  also  was  one  which  required  revision. 
It  was  most  desirable  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  should  have  powers  to  enforce  uni- 
formity of  treatment;  and  that  the  poor 
should  not  have  to  go  firom  one  place  to 
another  in  order  to  obtain  better  treat- 
ment. It  was  understood  in  the  late  de- 
bates that  a  Committee  would  be  appointed 
next  year  who  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  -  power  which  the  Central  Boazd 
possessed  of  deciding  as  to  the  limits  of 
unions.  The  result  of  the  inquiries  of 
such  a  Committee  might  be  a  modification 
of  that  power  of  the  Central  Board.  He 
did  not  say  a  word  against  the  principle 
of  making  tlie  Poor  Law  Board  a  permanent 
one,  but  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  be  content  with  the  tri- 
umphant majority  by  which  his  Union 
Chargeability  Bill  had  been  carried  in 
another  place,  and  take  this  continuanoe 
Bill  for  one  year  only,  in  order  to  gife 
the  next  Parliament  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  many  important  questione 
that  had  been  raised. 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  in  one  respect 
the  Bill  flew  in  the  face  of  repeated  deci- 
sions of  the  House.  There  was  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  which  would  materially  inte^ 
fere  with  a  very  useful  Act,  the  General 
Lighting  and  Watching  Act,  under  which 
small  towns  and  large  villages  had  heen 
enabled  to  form  little  municipalities  for 
the  purpose  of  effecting  certain  improve- 
ments. There  were  300  or  400  of  these 
little  municipalities,  all  of  which  would 
be  astonished  to  find  themselves  deprived 
of  the  powers  which  they  possessed 
under  that  Act  if  this  Bill  passed.  No- 
thing was  so  offensive  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board  as  the  existence  of  such  little 
municipalities,  and  it  was  their  earnest 
wish  to  get  them  under  their  thumb.  It 
was  a  pcurfectly  wanton  thing  to  introduce 


97 


Poor  Law  Board 


{Jinni  13,  1865]         CotUiiiuanoe,  ^c^  Sitt.      98 


a  clause  which  would  so  seriously  affect 
the  rights  of  those  little  municipalities. 
The  House  had  repeatedly  decided  that 
this  Board  should  look  after  the  poor  and 
nothing  else ;  and  if  they  hecame  a  per- 
manent Board  he  feared — from  this  per- 
fectly wanton  attempt  in  a  continuance 
Bill  to  get  hold  of  these  400  little  places 
— that  there  would  he  great  difficulty  to 
keep  it  in  the  right  path. 

Mb.  PAGKE  said|  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  content  to  pass  simply 
the  first  clause,  and  to  leave  the  other 
clauses  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  new  Par- 
liament— clauses  which  it  had  been  truly 
said  the  guardians  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  considering — ^he  would  move  that  the  Bill 
be  road  a  second  time  that  day  three  months. 

LOBD  EDWABD  HOWARD  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  P.  Yilliers)  was 
rather  hardly  dealt  with.  Some  blamed 
him  for  doing  too  much,  and  others  for 
doing  too  little.  He  himself  was  inclined 
to  blame  him  for  doing  too  little.  Haying 
had  some  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  during  the  severe  distress 
in  the  manufacturing  districts,  he  could 
wish  the  Board  to  be  permanent.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  take  steps  to 
make  it  permanent.  That  showed  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  modesty.  He  (Lord  Edward 
Howard)  was  one  of  the  original  sinners 
in  this  matter.  In  1860  he  took  the 
liberty  to  make  a  Motion,  which,  to  a 
certain  extent,  was  the  cause  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  That 
Committee  sat  in  1861,  in  1862,  and 
every  year  down  to  last  year,  with  the 
exception  of  one,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  forgetful  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee.  This  was  another 
instalment  of  them,  and  after  the  long 
consideration  of  the  matter  upstairs  he 
hoped  it  would  be  adopted.  Instead  of 
blaming  his  right  hon.  Friend  they  should 
rather  urge  him  on.  He  was  thankful  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  for  half  a  loaf  was 
better  than  no  bread,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  argument  had  been  adduced 
to-night  which  should  prevent  his  right 
hon.  Friend  from  going  on  with  the  Bill. 
How  did  hon.  Members  know  that  they 
were  so  near  the  end  of  the  Session? 
There  were  some  forty  or  fifty  orders 
on  the  paper  to-night,  and  all  those  orders 
could  not  be  got  rid  of  in  a  hurry. 

Ma.  BBOMLEY  said,  he  had  been  glad 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
C.  P.  Yilliers)  state  that  the  measure  pro- 
vided for  the  better  classification  of  the 
poor  within  the  workhouses,  but  having  < 
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carefully  looked  through  the  Bill  he  had 
been  unable  to  find  anything  in  it  which 
would  tend  to  that  effect. 

Ma.  ABTHUR  MILLS  said,  that  the 
Bill,  though  containing  valuable  elementsi 
omitted  two-thirds  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  which  sat  for  three 
years;  and  he  thought  that  more  time 
ought  to  be  given,  in  order  to  do  justice 
to  the  subject.  He  hoped  proper  Medical 
Inspectors  would  be  appointed  to  work- 
houses. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
was  scarcely  justified  in  asserting  that  this 
measure  contoined  very  little  more  than 
the  powers  of  the  existing  Act.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  P.  Yilliers)  asked 
the  House  to  enact  into  law  very  stringent 
regulations,  and  he  did  not  make  any  pro- 
vision for  supplying  petty  sessions  with 
copies  of  the  Bill,  if  it  became  law.  He  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  direct  power  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  oyer  the  Guardians,  and 
the  House  was  asked  to  do  this  without 
notice  of  their  intentions  to  the  Guardians, 
who  would  naturally  view  such  a  course 
with  extreme  jealousy,  which  would  not 
be    diminished    by    tiie   introduction   of 
the  clauses  for  teaching  children.   'This 
clause  was  introduced  at  the  instance  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edward  Howard), 
the    only  Member    who  had  spoken  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  who,  he  supposed, 
must  be  taken  as  an  exponent  of  a  certain 
class  of  Eoman   Catholic  opinion.    Be- 
cently  the  noble  Lord  wrote  tifo  letters 
to  certain    parties  in  Liverpool — letters 
which  were  published  in  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic newspapers ;  and  in  them  he  stated 
that  he  was  urging  upon  the  Legislature 
to  intrust  the  education  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  children  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
priesthood.  In  these  letters  the  noble  Lord 
very  candidly  told  the  Boman  Catholic 
priesthood  tbat  the  state  of  morality  among 
Boman    Catholics  of  Liverpool  particu- 
larly,  and  other  large  towns,  was  not 
such  as  would   commend   the   effect  of 
their  exertions  to  the  Legislature,   and 
yet    he    now    advocated    this    Bill    for 
committing  the  education  of  Boman  Ca- 
tholic children  to  them.     This  Bill  con- 
tained another  blow  at  the  parochial  sys- 
tem—of which,  though  the   Poor  Law 
Board  was  jealous,  the  House  was  not — 
power  was  sought  to  suppress  the  repre- 
sentation of  any  parish  of  small  population 
in  the  Board  of  Guardians.    Step  by  step 
the  Poor  Law  Board  was  inducing  the  Le- 
g^ture   to  strike  down  the  parochial 
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ByBiem  which  had  proved  so  beneficial  to 
the  country.  He  tiionght  that  Members 
ought  to  be  allowed  the  opportunity  of 
consulting  their  constituents  as  to  whether 
that  entirely  uniform  system  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  bent  upon 
carrying  out  was  acceptable  to  the  country. 
There  had  been  strong  objections  to  what 
was  termed  ticketting  Dissenters,  and  yet 
the  proposal  was  to  ticket  Dissenters  in 
workhouses.  This  required  more  considera- 
tion than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
willing  to  permit,  in  his  haste  to  pass  this 
Bill.  He  joined  in  the  all  but  unanimous 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  content  themselves  with  a  simple 
continuance  Bill,  and  not  to  thrust  upon  the 
country,  without  due  notice,  provisions 
which  would  create  difference  of  opinion 
and  the  greatest  dislike  among  all  classes. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  must  blame 
the  Government  for  introducing  this  Bill 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  The 
House  and  the  country  had  not  had  pro- 
per opportunity  for  considering  the  changes 
in  the  law  proposed.  Ho  was  disappointed 
not  only  at  what  the  Bill  contained,  but  at 
what  it  did  not  contain.  He  regretted  to 
see  the  Poor  Law  Board  disposed  more  and 
more  to  grasp  the  powers  that  ought  to  be 
left  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  he  was 
disappointed  to  find  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  not  thought  that  a  greater 
liberty  might  be  given  to  the  Guardians. 
After  thirty  years'  experience  Boards  of 
Guardians  might  be  presumed  to  know 
their  business.  They  ought  to  have  some 
real  power  over  their  servants,  but  they 
could  not  appoint  the  lowest  of  their  offi- 
cers without  a  reference  to  London.  They 
could  not  appoint  a  cook,  a  nurse,  or  a 
porter ;  they  could  not  fix  or  alter  their 
salaries,  or  dismiss  them,  without  referring 
the  matter  to  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  relaxed  some  of  the 
more  stringent  portions  of  the  central  ad- 
ministration, for  it  did  not  become  either 
the  dignity  of  tlie  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
that  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  to  hold 
the  reins  so  tightly  over  the  latter.  The 
House  ought  to  have  a  fuller  opportunity 
of  considering  these  changes  in  the  law. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  that  at  this 
moment  there  were  thousands  of  Catholic 
children  in  workhouses  in  England  taught 
by  Protestant  teachers  and  clergymen. 
The  Roman  Catholics  regarded  that  as  a 
great  grievance.  The  Select  Committee 
recommended  that  little  children  in  work- 
houses, up  to  the  age  of  twelve  years, 
should  be  removed  to  schools  where  they 
Mr.  Newd^aU 


could  be  taught  by  teachers  and  clergymen 
of  their  own  denomination.  The  Com- 
mittee also  recommended  that  in  work- 
houses in  which  there  were  many  Roman 
Catholics,  a  Roman  Catholic  chaplain 
should  be  appointed,  but  there  was  no 
such  provision  in  the  Bill. 

Sm  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  thongbi 
it  would  be  better  for  the  interests  of  the 
poor,  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  the  puUie, 
that  the  Government  should  merely  pro- 
peso  a  continuance  Bill  for  one  year,  and 
leave  the  larger  question  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  new  Parliament.  The  medical 
treatment  of  the  poor  was  a  subject  which 
called  for  inquiry,  but  no  mention  was 
made  of  it  in  the  present  Bill. 

SiE  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
must  decline  to  follow  hon.  Members 
through  the  several  clauses  of  the  Bill 
It  must  be  apparent  to  the  Gk>Yemment 
that  the  Bill  was  too  wide  to  be  dealt  with 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session.  There 
were  many  provisions  with  regard  to 
lighting  and  watching,  and  the  union  of 
parishes  which,  he  thought,  would  come 
as  a  surprise  upon  the  country.  It  was 
based  on  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  yet  not  a  clause  of  it  came  up 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  disapproved  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Poor  Law  Board;  but 
there  was  no  remedy  in  the  Bill.  Though 
there  were  parts  of  the  Bill  with  which  he 
concurred,  he  could  not  concur  with  other 
parts.  He  thought  that  children  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  religion  should  be  educated 
by  those  in  whom  they  had  confidence. 
He  would  recommend  all  the  olauses  ex- 
cept the  first  to  be  dropped. 

Mb.  speaker  then  put  the  Que«tioD, 
'I  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  PACKE  said,  he  had  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  had  not  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  to  go  the  length  of 
moving  the  Amendment ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  stated  that  he  had  done  so  he 
should  accept  his  statement. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." — {Mr.  Facke,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  only  way  of  dealing  with  the 
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objections  urged  against  the  6i]l  was  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  and  allow  them  to 
be  considered  in  Committee.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  wonid  make  some  allowance 
far  him  if  he  confessed  that  he  was  puz- 
ded  to  understand  what  was  really  meant 
liy  the  opposition  that  had  been  of- 
fered to  ^e  Bill.  It  was  argued  on 
the  one  hand  that  the  Bill  did  not 
Tollow  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  contended  on  the 
)ther  hand  that  it  went  too  far  in  fol- 
lowing those  recommendations.  As  he 
indentood  him,  the  noble  Lord  the 
ICember  for  Stamford  (Lord  Eobert 
Creeil)  said  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  in  respect  of  the  children 
of  Boman  Catholic  parents  was  not 
idopted  in  the  Bill;  neither  did  the 
Bill  give  full  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions generally  as  to  Boman  Catholics 
in  the  workhouses.  Novr,  what  ground 
liad  the  noble  Lord  to  complain  of  this, 
when  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Arundel  (Lord  Edward  Howard)  ex- 
pressed himself  satisfied  with  the  good 
mtentionsy  as  he  said,  of  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  was  satis- 
fied that  I  had  proposed  all  that  could 
be  carried,  and  gave  his  support  to  the 
Bill  ?  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Stamford  (Lord  Bobert  Cecil)  was  the  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  who  had  proposed 
to  have  paid  priests  for  the  wor&houses ; 
and  it  was  true  he  (Mr.  Yilliers)  had  not 
adopted  that  recommendation  because  he 
Mt  sure  that  it  would  create  great  diffe- 
renoe  of  opinion,  as  very  different  views 
on  this  subject  were  held  by  guardians 
throughout  the  country,  and  it  would  be 
inoonyenient  to  have  those  discussed  at 
kbe  present  time ;  but,  as  he  thought 
there  would  be  little  difference  of  opi- 
oion  with  regard  to  the  registration  of 
^e  different  religions  of  the  inmates,  he 
had  embodied  that  recommendation  in  the 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  told  the  House 
there  was  a  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  when  the  parents  of  Boman 
Catholic  children  in  a  workhouse  wished 
those  children  to  be  placed  in  Catholic 
schools  it  should  be  obligatory  on  the 
guardians  to  comply  with  that  wish. 
The  Committee  never  had  recommended 
anything  of  the  sort.  They  had  recom- 
mended something  much  short  of  that; 
that  orphan  children  might  be  sent  to 
these  sdiools,  after  application  made  to 
the  Central  Board;  but,  as  he  thought 
there  would  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  points  he  had  not  adopted  their 


recommendation.  What  they  had  re- 
commended was,  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
might  receive  an  application  to  them 
from  the  friends  of  the  children,  and  on 
their  being  satisfied  that  there  was  rea- 
sonable ground  for  conceding  it,  that  all 
orphans  under  twelve  years  of  age  not 
belonging  to  the  Established  Church, 
might  be  ordered  to  be  sent  to  schools  of 
their  own  denomination,  which  had  been 
certified  or  licensed  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  and  where  the  managers  were  will* 
ing  to  receive  them.  But  what  had 
that  to  do  with  the  question  that  it 
should  be  made  obligatory  on  the  guar- 
dians to  send  Catholic  children  to  schools 
where  it  was  the  wish  of  their  parents 
they  should  be  so  placed  }  He  had  been 
astonished,  also,  to  hear  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  as- 
sert that  the  Committee,  having  given 
their  attention  to  the  medical  question, 
it  should  have  been  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill.  The  fact  was  the  Committee  did 
consider  that  subject  deliberately,  and 
reported  that  there  were  no  sufficient 
grounds  for  materially  interfering  with 
the  present  system  of  medical  relief. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
plain. He  had  not  said  that  the  Commit- 
tee had  come  to  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. What  he  had  said  was  that  the 
subject  was  one  which  had  been  very 
much  considered  by  the  Committee,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIEB8  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  complained  of  this  omission  in 
the  Bill,  and  I  repeat  that  the  Committee 
reported  that  there  was  no  sufficient  ground 
for  changing  the  present  system  of  medical 
relief.  This,  then,  furnished  no  ground  for 
postponing  the  Bill.  Two  dauses  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Henley),  and  if  the  House  thought 
they  were  objectionable,  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  wiUidraw  them,  seeing  that  they 
did  not  result  from  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee.  One  was  the  repeal  of  the 
clause  in  the  Act  requiring  copies  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board's  orders  to  be  sent  to 
clerks  of  petty  sessions,  and  providing  that 
certain  orders  should  be  sent  to  the  clerk 
of  the  peace.  The  reason  this  clause  was 
inserted  was  because  it  was  an  expense, 
and  that  the  clerks  of  the  petty  sessions 
generally  concurred  in  saying  tbat  there 
was  no  kind  of  use  in  sending  those  orders 
there ;  and,  with  regard  to  the  other  clause, 
providing  that  the  accounts  under  the  3  ft 
4   WiU.  lY.,  the  (General  Lighting  and 
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Watchixg  Act,  should  be  rendered  sutije 
to  aadit,  frequent  representatlona  had  bee 
made  to  tbe  Board  urging  the  iosertic 
of  such  B  proTirion.  There  was  no  imm 
diate  neceBsity,  however,  for  the  olans 
nor  did  he  attach  mnch  importance  bin 
self  to  Clause  1 1,  which  was  inserted  onl 
because  it  was  supposed  t«  bo  a  matter  ' 
great  convenience  to  small  townships  thi 
they  should  in  future  unite  with  othei 
for  the  purpose  of  choosing  a  gaardion,  as 
had  no  other  purpose  whatever  in  viev 
The  two  clauses  which  seemed  particular] 
offensive  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  wen 
first,  the  one  by  which  the  Board  woul 
he  able  to  acquire  power  at  once  to  estel 
lish  a  better  classification  in  workhousei 
which  in  certain  respects  were  extremel 
defective,  and  that  which  enabled  tbei 
to  dissolve  some  of  the  Gilbert  Uniooi 
I7ow  there  had  been  mnch  complaint  a 
to  the  olassification  now  existing  in  worli 
houses,  which  confounded  the  good  an 
bad  together ;  and,  as  to  the  dissolu 
tion  of  the  Gilbert  Unions,  though  ths 
is  to  be  opposed  now  on  the  groun< 
of  private  interest,  it  was  especially  fror 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  that  com 
plaints  to  him  of  their  inconvenience  hai 
proceeded.  The  Poor  Law  Board  di< 
not  desire  to  extend  their  power,  they  re 
pudiated  the  idea  altogether,  but  it  wa 
the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  Commitlei 
that  more  power  ought  to  be  given  to  then 
for  certain  purposes.  The  Board  wen 
encumbered  with  power  already — but  fur 
ther  power  and  control  had  been  forcet 
upon  them.  He  hoped  tho  House  wouh 
go  into  Committee,  and  then  any  clausei 
which  might  be  deemed  really  objection 
able  to  discuss  at  this  time  might  b< 
withdrawn. 

ViscooNT  GALWA Y  said,  he  thought  th( 
Gilbert  Unions  ought  not  to  bo  dissolved 
without  proper  warning  to  those  bodies. 

Mb.  C.  p.  TILLIERS  said,  that  con- 
stant notice  had  been  given  in  answers  to 
questions  this  Session,  that  the  subject 
would  be  dealt  with  in  this  Bill.  With  re- 
gard to  better  classiGcation  it  had  not  only 
reference  to  classify  the  vagrants  and  casual 
paupers  in  the  workhouse,  but  to  empower 
the  Poor  Law  Board  to  order  any  Board  of 
Ooardians  to  provide  for  a  somewhat  bet- 
ter classification  of  the  inmates  of  all  kinds. 
Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  clause  enabled 
the  Poor  Law  Board  to  put  its  hands  into 
the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  for  the 
erection  of  additional  buildings,  to  any 
extent  it  thought  proper.  There  were 
some  absurd  provisions.  Under  this  Bill 
Mr.  C.  P.  ViOmt 


a  child  twelve  yean  old  was  to  be  at 
liberty  to  choose  his  religion  wifli  the  con- 
sent of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Thui  t 
child  in  Yorkshire  might  become  a  HsIib- 
medan  or  a  Mormonite  under  the  saactiai 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIEBS  said,  that  whit 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  referring  b 
was  provided  for  by  his  predecessor  in  ths 
last  Government,  and  was  the  law  at  pre- 
sent. 

SiE  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  that  d.  sa 
the  hon.  Gentleman  intimated,  all  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  were  to  be  withdrami 
one  after  another  in  Committee,  it  would 
be  better  to  withdraw  the  Bill  at  once  and 
bring  in  a  simple  continnanoe  Sill. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Honse  dividtd: — Ayes  76;  Noea 
69:  Uajority?. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2",  and  committed  for  TWf- 
day. 

CONSTABULARY  FORCE  (IRELAND)  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL— [Biti,  178.] 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomidered. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Bill 
proposed  to  abolish  tiie  local  police  in  the 
town  of  Belfast,  and  he  now  proposed,  io 
iccordance  with  the  recommen^tion  of 
:he  Commission  of  Inquiry,  to  move  the 
'ollowing  clause: — 

(ReatrictionB  as  to  Aga) 

"  NotnithBtanding  anf  regnlUiODi  reqniliif 
>enoas  enterlDg  the  Conatabnlai?  Fone  loin 
iDtnarriKl  or  to  be  under  &  certain  t>ga,  tbs  In- 
pector  General  of  the  CoDBtabulBrj  Foroa  in 
relnnd  ahall  admit  into  the  laid  Force  anjr  e«a- 
table  of  the  raid  local  Police  Force  vho«e  tft 
hall  not  flicecd  hrtj  jetn,  and  who  within  oM 
ftlcndar  month  after  Buoh  notifloation  in  ttaa 
'Dublin  Gniette  "  aa  aforesaid,  ahali  applj  to  b> 
dmitted,  and  who  in  other  reipccts  ahall  Im 
ligible  according  to  the  aaid  rogulationi." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  1°. 

Sib  EGBERT  PEEL  said,  he  must 
ppose  the  clause.  Under  it  men  would 
e  taken  into  the  constabulary  who  were 
ot  practised  in  its  rules,  and  the  Inspector 
leneral  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
lese  local  police  should  not  he  admitted 
ito  the  Irish  constabulary  force.  If  any 
F  them  complied  with  tbe  regulations  of 
le  force,  they  would  of  course  be  ao- 
ipted,  but  he  held  it  was  undesirable 
ley  should  be  admitted  as  a  body.  It 
ould  also  cost  an  additional  expense  on 
le  country. 
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LoBD  NAAS  said,  he  should  support  Lobd  NAAS  said,  he  would  then  with- 

the  clause.     It  was  hard  that  the  town  of  draw  his  Motion,  for  the  purpose  of  allow- 

Bel&st  should  he  charged  with  the  super-  ing  the  nght  hon.  Baronet  to  propose  the 

aonuation  of  any  of  these  men  who  were  amended  schedule. 

eligible  for  the  general  constabulary  force.  Motion  and  Schedule,  by  leave,  with' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That  drawn. 

the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  i^ew  Schedule  added. 

^«  "  An  Amendment  made. 

The  House  <?t«;t(foJ;--Ayes  63;   Noes  Clause  4  (Increase  and  B^duction  of 

61 2   Majonty  2.  Numbers  of  Constabulary  by  Lord  Lieu- 

Clause  read  2^  and  added.  tenant). 

Another  Clause  (Inspector  General  of  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

ConBtabulary,)— (/8ft>  Rolert  Peel)  38,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  three  hundred 

Clause  brought  up,  read  1^;   2^;   and  and  twenty,'' in  order  to  insert  the  words 

committed;  considered  in  Committee,  re-  "two    hundred    and    seventy,"  —  {Lord 

parted,  with  an  Amendment,  and  added.  Naae,) — instead  thereof. 

LobdNAAS  moved  to  insert  schedule  -  giB  ROBEKT  PEEL  said  he  must  op- 

[Samea.  Schedule  in  BUlbefore  amended.]  P^«/  *^«  Amendment.     The  latter  number 

i,,        «  ,           *    X*      «   V          x  .  had  been  adopted  after  considerable  dis- 

Claose  3,  leaye  out  after,  "whereas  it  is  ex-  •    n         'il         tt         u       j.    •  u 

iMdient  to  alter  the  distribution  of  the  Constabu-  cussion  m  Committee.    He  could  not  yield 

Ury  Force,"  te  "  ProTided,"  and  insert  "in  the  on  this  point. 

MTeral  counties  and  towns  in  Ireland,  and  to  SiB  HUGH  CAIBNS  said,  he  support- 
allot  to  the  town  of  Belfast  a  just  proportion  ed  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the 
thereof:  Be  it  therefore  Enacted,  That  the  Sche-  i  nnrnhpr  was  rpcommpndpd  hxr  nil 
dole  to  this  ^ct  annexed,  and  the  distribution  of  Jesser  number  was  recommended  Dy  aU 
Constabulary  Force  therein  provided,  shaU  be  'l^e  Witnesses  who  were  examined  on  the 
Bobstituted  for  the  Schedule  annexed  to  the  Act  Commission. 

w  ^  *^l°*if  ^  ^"^^  twenty.first  years  of  Her  Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  three 

M^y,  chapter  seTenteen.  ^^^^^^^  ^J  ^^^^^ ,  ^^^   ^  ^^  ^^ 

Brought  upj  and  read  l^  Bill." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  The  House  divided : — Ayes  49 ;    Noes 

"That  tiie  Schedule  be  now  read  a  second  47  ;  HajoritT  2. 

"■>>«•  Another  Amendment  made. 

Sp  ROBERT  PEEL  said,   he  would  Bill  to  be  read  3«  To-morrow. 
remind  the  House  that  in  1867  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  would  have  power  to  re-allot  SUPPLY. 

the  amountof  constabulary  for  each  county,  Resolutions  [June  8]  reported. 

nd  until  tiiat  time  he  could  assure  the  j^g  LAYARD  said,  that  when  the  hon. 

Hoiue  that  no  change  would  be  made  in  Member  for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hen- 

the  charge  upon  the  respective  counties.  ^       v  ^gked  a  question  the  other  evening 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  that  although  ^10/  regard  to  an  item  charged  for  the 

A  peiaonal  promise  on  the  part  of  the  nght  travelling  expenses  of  Lord  Amberley  ho 

hop.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was  a  suf-  ^^  ^^^le  at  the  time  to  afford  tiie  ex- 

aaent  guarantee  for  his  own  intentions,  pjanation.    He  desired,  however,  now  to 

It  was  not  a  secunty  for  the  future  action  ^^<^  ^^^4  j^^  Amberley  was  acting  as 

rf  any  Lord  Ijeutenant  who  might  exer-  -^^^^  secretary  and  attach^  to  Mr.  Elliot, 

'^J^^-Sl  /SS"  :P  I*  V      J  XV      -1.1  and  tiiat  his  Lordship  was  so  named  in  the 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  hoped  the  right  documents  which  were,  in  conformity  with 

hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would  ad-  t^e  usual  custom,  forwarded  to  the  Fo- 

here  to  the  schedule  m  the  Bdl.  reign  Office.    Those  documents  should  be 

.^  ^^.  CLAXJI)  HAMILTON  said,  he  p^^eed  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  to 

moaght  there  should  be  some  more  speci-  ^  them. 

lie  arrangement  provided  for  m  tiie  Bill.  jf^  HENNESSY  said,  he  thought  that 

In  answer  to  The  0  Cohok  Dok,  their  production  would  be  very  desirable. 

LobdNAAS  said,  that  in  re-inserbng  ^     ■,  ..              ,. 

die  schedule  he  proposed  adopting   the  R«8olution8  agreed  to. 

r?^irZ^&ir "''' '"  ^"  ^^^^^rr.YJrr  '^i^r^'^ 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  would,  in  CONTINUANCE.-LEAVE. 

that  case,  consent  to  the  Motion  of  the  Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  moved  for  leave 

noUe  Loxd.  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  and  amend 
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the   Peace  FreBervation   (Ireland)    Act, 
1856. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  continue  and  amend  '  The  Peace  Pre- 
servation (Ireland)  Act,  1856."'  — (5ftr 
Rohert  Peel,) 

Mb.  HENNESSY  said,  he  opposed  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  which  was  a  co- 
ercive measure,  and  wholly  unnecessary. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agi'eed  to. 

Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow, 

COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  EXCnEQUER  AND 
PUBLIC  AUDIT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chancxllob  of  the  Ex- 
OBXQUiB,  BiU  to  consolidate  the  offlcei  of  Comp- 
troller of  the  Exchequer  and  Chairman  of  the 
CommiBsioners  for  Auditing  the  Public  Accounts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Chanokllob  of 
the  ExcHSQuxB  and  Mr.  Pexl. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  1».  [Bill  208.] 

Iloase  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  June  18,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  — /Vw<  Beading^ 
Railway  Passengers  *  (149) ;  Defence  Act 
(1860)  Amendment*  (lff2) ;  Procurators  (Soot- 
land)*  (163);  Pilotage  Order  Confirmation* 
(No.  2)  (164) ;  Prisons  •  (166). 

Second  Readiiya  —  Partnership  Amendment  * 
([123);  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)*  (113);  Mi- 
litia Ballots  Suspension  * ;  Militia  Pay.* 

Select  Committee — On  Locomotiyes  on  Roads* 
(108),  Lord  Ilarris,  Earl  De  Grey,  Earl  Ducie, 
Viscount  Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord 
"Wenlock,  added;  and  Duke  of  Sutherland  and 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  discharged, 

CwimtVfw— Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment*  (161);  Mortgage  Debentures* 
(107);  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.8)*ri27). 

Report —  Mortgage  Debentures*  (107) ;  Local 
Goyemment  Supplemental  (No.*  3)  *  (127). 

Third  Reading^SewskgQ  Utilization  *(  134). 

RAILWAY  PASSENGERS  BILL— (No.  149.) 

PKESENTED.    FIRST   BEADING. 
0BSBBTATI0N8. 

The  Eabl  op  DARTMOUTH  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 

8ir  Robert  Feel 


ships  to  certain  facts  connected  with  the 
late  lamentable  railway  accidents,  which 
had  been  elicited  from  the  witnesses  exa- 
mined at  the  coroner's  inquest  held  on  the 
bodies  of  those  who  were  killed  in  the  great 
accident  on  the  Chester  and  Shrew^mry 
branch  of  the  Great  Western  Bailwaj.  It 
appeared  from  the  report  of  the  inquest 
which  appeared  in  2%e  Times  a  few  days 
ago  that  the  engine-drirer  said  the  only 
danger  signal  he  saw  near  the  unsafe  por- 
tion of  the  line  was  a  small  old  green  flag. 
That  description  of  signal  was  not  to  be 
compared  to  the  detonating  signal  in  use 
upon  most  lines  when  any  extra  precau- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  engine-driyer  was 
required.  He  believed  that  if  that  plan 
had  been  adopted,  and  proper  arrange- 
ments made,  these  disasters  would  hB?e 
been  avoided.  He  also  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  railway  companies  were  adopt- 
ing the  new  and  most  dangerous  system 
of  placing  passenger  carriages  instead  of 
luggage  vans  next  to  the  engines^  and  also 
at  the  end  of  the  train.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  precautions  he  Bad  pointed 
out  would  altogether  prevent  such  acci- 
dents as  had  ahready  occurredi  but  the 
railway  companies  were  bound  to  adopt 
every  safeguard  in  their  power. 

Lo&D  ST.  LEONAEDS  said,  he  quite 
concurred  in  the  necessity  of  every  proper 
precaution  against  such  lamentaUe  disas- 
ters as  those  referred  to.  But  he  desired 
to  draw  attention  to  the  objectionable  prac- 
tice adopted  by  some  companies  of  lock- 
ing both  doors  of  the  carriages,  so  that  in 
case  of  the  carriages  taking  fire,  as  in  the 
accident  near  St.  Germans,  the  passeng^i 
must  inevitably  be  burnt  to  death.  He 
had  no  objection  to  one  door  of  the  carriage 
being  locked,  as  that  might  conduce  to  the 
safety  of  the  passengers,  who  otherwise 
might  get  out  on  the  vrrong  side  and  be 
killed  by  a  passing  train.  He  would  lay 
on  the  table  a  Bill  relating  to  this  subject. 

The  Eabl  of  CARDIGAN  thought 
that  some  means  ought  to  be  tak&i  to 
ensure  ready  communication  between  tho 
passengers  and  the  engine-drivers.  A  few 
years  ago  a  number  of  persons  were  burnt, 
under  the  most  horrible  circumstances,  in 
travelling  between  Paris  and  Versailles. 
If  this  communication  had  existed  the  ac- 
cident might  have  been  prevented. 

LoBD  EINNAIRD  said,  he  supposed, 
with  Sidney  Smith,  that  until  a  Bishop 
was  burnt  no  sufficient  precaution  would 
be  taken  to  prevent  such  accidents.  He 
believed  that  on  the  Scotch  railways  only, 
one  door  was  locked. 
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Tei  Eabl  or  CABDIGAN  feared  that 
it  was  too  much  the  practice  to  lock  both 
Amis. 

Thb  Uabquebs  of  COjLNEICABDE 
thought  the  House  had  a  right  to  know 
what  the  intentions  of  Goyemment  were 
upon  this  subject.  Qoyemment  certainly 
ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  re- 
gulation of  the  railwajrs. 


A  Bill  for  the  better  Security  of  Rail- 
way Passengers— "Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Saint  Leokasds;  read  1*;  to  be 
frhUed.  (No.  149.) 

HER  aOYAL  HIGHNESS  TEE  PRINCESS 

OF  WALES. 

JCOXZOV  JOB  AH  ADDBESS  TO  HEB  XAJBSIT. 

Eabl  ORAKYILLE  :  I  feel  quite  sure 
fimt  the  Motion  I  am  about  to  make  will 
meet  with  the  hearty  concurrence  of  your 
Lordships.    It  is — 

"  That  an  homble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Hmjesty  to  eongnttnlate  Her  Majestj  on  The 
Princess  of  Wales  baring  happily  given  birtb  to 
aaoilier  Priooe,  and  to  assure  Uer  Majesty  of  the 
ieep  Interest  hVt  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  that 
oonoems  the  domestic  Happiness  of  Her  Majesty 
and  Her  Family." 

The  Earl  of  M ALMESBUET  :  My 
LordSi  in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Eriend, 
the  Earl  of  Derby,  I  beg  to  express  the 
feedings  of  this  side  of  the  House,  and  to 
say  how  entirely  we  concur  in  the  Motion 
wnicli  has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

Motion  agreed  to,  Nemine  Diisenttente, 
and  the  said  Address  Ordered  to  be  pre- 
sented to' Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

IMPRISONMENT  OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS 
IN  ABYSSINIA.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lo&D  CHELMSEOED  said,  that  when 
iliU  subject  was  under  discussion  a  few 
evenings  ago,  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  Eoreign  Affairs  stated  that  from 
a  memorandum  received  at  the  Eoreign 
Office  it  appeared  to  be  Sir  William 
CogUan's  opuion  that  it  would  be  in- 
e]q»edient  to  send  a  mission  to  the  King 
of  Abyssinia  until  the  prisoners  were 
liberated.  At  the  time  he  thought  that 
a  most  eztraordinarv  opinion,  inasmuch 
ai  the  object  of  the  proposed  mission 
was  tiie  liberation  of  the  prisoners.  He 
now  begged  to  read  a  letter,  dated  June  8, 
which  a  gallant  Eriend  of  his  had  re- 
ceived from  Sir  William  Coghlan,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that  the  noble 


Earl  had  taken  an  erroneous  view  of  Sir 
William's  memorandum : — 

"  I  kept  DO  oopy  of  the  momorandam  whioh  I 
sent  to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  therefore  I  can- 
not say  precisely  how  far  I  may  have  exposed 
myself  to  be  misunderstood.  What  I  intended 
to  say  was,  that  a  mission  of  some  dignity  should 
be  sent  with  an  answer  to  the  King's  letter,  and, 
as  there  would  be  an  awkwardness  in  Uer  Ma- 
iesty  recognizing  the  &ot  of  the  captirity  of  her 
subjects,  it  would  be  expedient  to  make  no  men- 
tion of  it  in  the  answer,  but  to  leave  the  Envoy 
to  find  it  out,  and,  by  the  exercise  of  the  large 
discretion  to  be  accorded  to  him,  to  effect  their 
release  before  he  proceeded  to  the  complimentary 
part  of  his  mission,  as  he  could  not  make  pre- 
sents and  pay  compliments  while  the  captives 
wore  kept.  That  is  what  I  meant,  and  I  believe 
that  to  have  been  the  right  view  at  that  time. 
But  since  the  subject  has  been  largely  and 
publicly  discussed,  my  sug^tion  that  it  should 
be  left  to  the  Envoy  to  discover  the  captivity 
of  our  people  is  no  longer  compatible.  The 
Queen's  letter  must  now  recognize  the  fiiet,  and 
the  Envoy  should  be  empowered  to  obtain  their 
release  by  any  means  which  may  appear  to  him 
most  suitable.  It  is  impossible  to  prescribe  for 
him  a  strict  lino  of  proceeding ;  the  man  sent  on 
a  mission  of  such  difficulty  and  danger  must  bo 
trusted.  That  is  my  present  view  of  the  case,  and 
I  am  ready  to  act  on  it  wheaever  called  on." 

The  postscript  followed,  which  it  was 
evident  the  writer  had  not  intended  to 
be  read  to  their  Lordships;  but  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it :— • 

"  P.S. — On  looking  over  what  I  have  written, 
it  seems  to  me  somewhat  too  free  for  publica- 
tion in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  if  Lord  Chelms- 
ford wishes  to  make  use  of  it  there,  I  dare  say 
he  will  be  able  to  extract  enough  for  his  pur- 
pose. Mr.  Rassam's  efforts  appear  to  have  failed, 
and  there  is  now  nothing  for  it  but  to  make 
one  from  England.  There  is  no  disguising  the 
fact  that  long  delay  has  added  to  the  difficulty, 
but  that  difficulty  must  be  encountered  and  over- 
come." 

He  had  felt  it  rkht  to  show  how  the 
matter  really  stood,  and  he  thought  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  ready  to  admit  that 
there  had  been  a  mistake. 

Eabl  EUSSELL  :  Certainly  I  did  un- 
derstand Sir  William  Coghlan's  memo- 
randum to  be  to  the  efifect  which  I  stated 
on  a  former  occasion ;  but  it  appears,  from 
the  letter  just  read  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  that  I  was  mistaken.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  says  he  thought  that  it 
would  have  been  a  very  extraordinary 
thing  for  Sir  William  Coghlan  to  be  of 
opinion  that  a  mission  should  not  be  sent 
to  Abyssinia  before  the  prisoners  were 
liberated ;  but  I  must  say  that  it  would 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  very  extraordinary 
proceeding  to  send  out  an  English  mission 
to  go  humbly  before  the  King  and  ask 
him  to  receiye  presents  while  our  Consul 
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and  other  Earopeanfl  are  still  in  onstody 
nnder  the  ciroumstances  which  have  been 
already  detailed  to  your  Lordships.  The 
sabjeot  is  attended  with  considerable  diffi- 
culty; but  I  shall  be  ready  to  adopt  any 
means  that  may  appear  feasible  for  the 
liberation  of  the  captives. 

The  Earl  of  M ALMESBURY  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  the  report 
is  true  which  I  have  heard  on  what  I 
believe    to  be  good  authority — ^namely, 
that    the   unfortunate   mistake    through 
which  the  letter  of  the  Xing  was  detaiued 
for  some  months  did  not  arise  in   the 
Foreign  Office,   but  in  the  India  Office. 
If  this  is  the  fact  I  think  the  public  ought 
to  know  it ;  for,  as  respects  the  dignity  of 
this  country,  this   imprisonment   of  the 
Consul  is  one  of  the  most  important  events 
which  I   remember  to  have  occurred  in 
our  diplomatic  history.     It  is  true  that  a 
Coneul  does  not  stand  in  the  rank  of  an 
Ambassador,  but  he  occupies   an  official 
position  to  which  he  is  appointed  by  the 
Grown,  and    his   person   is  always  con- 
sidered as  sacred  as  that  of  an  Ambassador. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  noble  Earl  has  been 
remiss  in  this  matter ;  but  I  do  not  think 
he  has  been  as  prompt  in  vindicating  the 
rights  of  a  British  subject  ;.as   the   case 
demands.    I  would  remind   your  Lord- 
ships of  some  occurrences   which   have 
taken  place  of  late  years.    In  1852,  when 
an  ill-mannered  boy  interfered  with  the 
band  of  an  Austrian  regiment  at  Florence 
and  received  a  wound,  the  sum  of  £250 
which  I  demanded  in  compensation  for 
that  offence  was,  by  mauy  persons  in  this 
country,  thought  to  be  an  insufficient  sum. 
In  1858,  when  the  French  Consul  at  Jedda 
was  murdered  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  assassinate  the  English  Consul,  what 
was  done  by  the   Government  of  Lord 
Derby?     The  compensation    which    was 
demanded  not  having  been  paid,  an  English 
ship  bombarded  the  town,  and  we  insisted 
on  and  obtained    the  execution  of  the 
murderers.     I  do  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Earl  is  of  opinion  that  his  arm  is 
not  long  enough  to  reach  Abyssinia.     But 
if  so  it  comes  to  this — that  the  Queen 
cannot  be  advised  to  send  her  servants  to 
places  too  far  away  to  be  reached  by  the 
arm  of  England,  because  if  Ambassadors 
or  Consuls  are  sent  to  such  places,  dis- 
grace may  fall  upon  this  country,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  cruelties  which  may  be 
perpetrated  upon  individualsi     I  hope  the 
noble  Earl  will  take  some  action,  and  will 
do  what  he  can  to  show  that  English 


servants  are  as  aafe  nndar  the  proteetioa 
of  England  now  as  ever  they  have  beo. 
Eabl  EUSSELL  :  As  to  indocbg  the 
King  of  Abyssinia  by  force  to  give  up 
these  captives,  the  noble  Earl  knows  that 
the  whole  country  ia  now  diatoibed  Vf 
civil  war;  that  there  are  three  or  four 
different  pretenders  in  poepoBrion  of  difi> 
rent  points,  all  endeayooriiig  to  force  the 
King  into  a  comer.  Instead  of  seodiBg 
one  ship  we  shonld  have  to  send  three  or 
four,  with  some  three  or  four  thomnd 
men,  who  would  have  to  mareh  throii|^ 
a  hot  climate  before  they  eoold  reach  tibe 
King.  On  the  other  huid,  I  believe  it  ii 
the  opinion  of  those  best  able  to  judges 
that  if  we  were  to  send  any  mission  to 
the  King  of  Abyssinia  he  would  probaUj 
imprison  the  persons  composing  it,  witk 
a  view  to  forcing  us  to  take  his  part 
against  his  rivals. 

PUBLIC-HOUSES  CLOSING  ACT  (IMi) 
AMENDMENT  BILL--(No.  126). 

COmCITTEB. 

Mof>ed,  That  the  Honse  be  now  put  into 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill. — (TSU  Jfir> 
qttM8  of  Clanriearde.) 

LoBD  KINNAIED  said,  that  thon^  be 
did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  he  believed  it  was  oalonktod  to 
do  great  injustice  to  the  proprieton  rf 
those  public-houses  which  should  cootmoe 
to  be  closed  during  the  night.  He  should 
also  say  that  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  wise  to  alter  an  Act  which  had  only 
been  passed  last  year,  and  the  efifeet  A 
which  could  not  yet  have  been  i|deqQateIj 
ascertained.  In  Jutland  the  publio-honsei 
were  closed  at  eleven  o'clock,  and  the  Ad 
enforcing  that  arrangement  had  operated 
most  beneficially. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANBICABBE 
said,  that  whatever  might  be  the  case  in 
Scotland,  it  had  been  found  that  in  tfaii 
country,  and  more  particularly  in  the 
metropolis,  the  people  frequenting  our 
markets,  and  other  persons  employed  dnr* 
ing  the  night-time,  were  subjected  to 
great  hardship  and  inconvenience  by  the 
Act  of  last  year.  The  Bill  was  intended 
to  remedy  that  evil,  and  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  refuse  to  give 
to  it  their  sanction. 

Eael  GEANVILLE  thought  the  origi- 
nal Act  had  worked  very  well,  and  was, 
therefore,  anxious  to  see  it  amended  in 
the  point  where  it  inflicted  a  hardship  on 
certain  classes.  He  hoped,  howeveri  that 
the   noble   Marquess   (the    Marquess  of 
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Olanrioardo)  would  oonBent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  5th  clause,  which  gave  the 
power  of  granting  those  exceptional  lioen- 
oes  to  magistrates  at  petty  sessions.  He 
tmsted  that  the  nohle  Marquess  would 
consent  to  the  Amendment  which  he  in- 
tended to  propose. 

Lord  EEDESBALE  said,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  look  with  much  favour  on  the 
measure.  The  case  of  compositors  might, 
he  thought,  he  easUj  met  hy  their  em- 
ployers, who  could  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  for  their  being  supplied  with 
refreshments  during  the  night  time.  He 
should  further  say  that  he  believed  sub- 
stantial refreshments  were  not  desirable 
for  people  who  remained  up  until  three 
or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning.  With 
regard  to  market  people,  he  should  ob- 
serve that  he  did  not  see  how  any  houses 
could  be  left;  open  for  their  use  without 
extending  the  power  to  all  the  other 
establishments  in  the  neighbourhood.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Kinnaird)  that  one  year  did  not  afford 
sufficient  time  for  testing  the  existing  Act, 
and  he  believed  that  its  continuance  for 
another  year  would  lead  to  the  removal 
of  many  of  the  inconveniences  to  which 
it  had  given  rise.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  he  was  very  much  dis- 
posed to  move  that  the  Bill  be  committed 
on  that  day  six  months. 

Thk  Ei.BL  OP  BONOUGHMOEE  said, 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  argument  of 
the*nobl6  Lord,  who  wished  to  inflict  upon 
certain  classes  restrictions  which  he  would 
not  think  of  imposing  upon  their  Lord- 
ships. After  a  long  debate  and  a  late 
division  their  Lordships  would  think  it 
hard  if  they  were  not  permitted  to  have 
a  glass  of  sherry  and  a  chop.  As  to  the 
advantages  of  going  to  bed  upon  light  re- 
freshments only,  he  had  no  faith  in  such 
arguments.  The  Bill  was  originally  passed 
to  close  certain  houses  in  the  Haymarket, 
and  was  not  intended  in  any  way  to  put 
down  drunkenness.  The  Bill  would  re- 
move a  great  hardship  to  which  a  large 
elass  of  persons  was  at  present  exposed, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  whatever  why  it 
should  not  pass  into  law.  It  appeared 
that  an  Amendment  was  to  be  moved  for 
the  omission  of  the  5th  clause,  but  as  no 
sufficient  notice  had  been  given  of  the 
Amendment  he  hoped  it  would  not  then 
be  pressed ;  and  they  could  more  conve- 
niently discuss  it  in  some  future  stage  of 
the  Bill.  He  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  noble  Earl  the  President  of  the 
Council  proposed  to  move  the  omission 


of  the  5th  clause  without  notice,  and 
thought  it  would  be  only  right  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  through  Committee  now, 
and  to  propose  the  Amendment  upon  the 
Eeport,  by  which  time  those  interested 
would  become  acquainted  with  the  nature 
of  the  Amendments. 

Eabl  DE  grey  Ain>  BIPON  under- 
stood that  his  noble  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Council  had  stated  to  the  noble 
Marquess  some  time  ago  the  nature  of  the 
Amendments  he  intended  to  propose.  As, 
however,  his  noble  Friend  would  not  wish 
it  to  be  supposed  that  he  intended  to  take 
the  House  by  surprise,  he  could  not  ob- 
ject to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  through 
Committee,  and  to  give  notice  of  Amend* 
ments  for  the  third  reading. 

LoED  BEDESDALE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  a  very  inconvenient  course  to  pro- 
pose Amendments  on  the  third  reading  of 
a  Bill. 

Eabl  OREY  said,  he  entirely  agreed  in 
that  opinion.  They  were  in  such  cases 
unable  to  see  the  Bill  printed  with  the 
Amendments,  and  they  were  thus  exposed 
to  the  risk  of  falling  into  serious  mistakes* 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  thought 
they  were  perfectly  qualified  to  consider 
the  proposed  Amendment. 

LoBD  BEDESDALE  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  objection  to  the  Bill;  but  he 
would  suggest  that  its  operation  should  be 
limited  to  a  period  of  two  years. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  14  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Justices  of  the  Peace  to  grant 
Licences). 

Eabl  ORAFVILLE  moved  that  the 
clause  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

The  MAsaiTESs  of  CLANRICABBE 
refused  to  assent  to  the  Amendment.  If 
it  were  struck  out  now,  he  should  move  to 
re-insert  it  on  the  Report. 

The  Earl  of  D0N0IJ6HM0RE  ^aid, 
that  the  police  had  refused  to  exercise  the 
power  of  granting  the  licences  which  the 
Act  of  last  year  gave  them  in  temporary 
cases.  He  therefore  could  not  see  why 
the  power  should  not  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  old  constituted  authorities,  the  jus* 
tices  of  the  peace,  who  are  more  likely  to 
exercise  their  powers  beneficially  to  the 
public.  It  would  be  a  mockery  to  give 
it  to  the  police,  who  were  determined  not 
to  exercise  it  at  all. 

Eabl  OREY  said,  that  the  House 
should  not  pass  the  Bill  hastily  through 
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Committee;  they  ahould  coDBider  themes- 
sure  carefally,  and  make  any  Amendments 
they  thought  it  required,  deliberately^ 
He  should  certainly  object  to  omit  the 
clause  now  if  they  were  to  have  it  dis- 
cussed on  the  Eeport* 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBUEY  thought 
the  police  were  not  fair  judges  in  such  a 
matter,  seeing  that  the  opening  of  these 
houses  of  refreshment  would  give  them 
more  work. 

LoBD  CHELMSFOBD  said,  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  Public-house  Closing  Act 
which  already  gave  the  police  the  power 
of  granting  licences  for  special  occasions  ; 
but  it  was  held  that  that  power  did  not 
extend  to  the  issuing  of  licences  to  mar- 
ket houses  opened  regularly  at  untimely 
hours. 

Thb  Eabl  of  M  ALMESBTJET  said,  that 
the  reason  why  the  police  objected  to  ex* 
ercise  the  power  might  be  that  their  work 
would  be  increased  by  the  opening  of 
public-houses. 

Lord  GHELMSFOED  said,  that  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  the  police  were  authorized 
to  grant  licences  for  the  opening  of  public- 
houses  on  particular  occasions  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State;  but 
that  power  had  been  held  not  to  extend  to 
granting  licences  to  houses  that  required 
to  be  regularly  opened,  such  as  those 
which  were  required  for  the  convenience 
of  market  people  and  compositors.  This 
Bill  had  consequently  become  necessary. 

Eabl  DE  GREY  and  RIPON.said,  the 
police  were  justified  in  refusing  to  apply 
to  general  cases  an  Act  which  was  in- 
tended to  apply  to  special  cases  only.  If 
this  Bill  passed,  however,  it  would  remove 
that  objection;  and  the  police  seemed  to 
him  a  safer  body  to  be  entrusted  with  this 
power  than  two  justices  of  the  peace,  as 
.proposed  by  the  5th  clause.  He  suggested 
that  it  would  not  be  discreet  to  make  an 
alteration  in  the  system  established  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  until  it  had  had  further 
trial.  A  case,  no  doubt,  had  been  made 
out  on  behalf  of  compositors  and  others 
employed  at  very  late  or  very  early  hours, 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  this  power 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
police ;  and  he  should  resist  any  attempt 
to  reinstate  the  clause. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANBIGARBE 
said,  that  a  division  had  been  taken  upon 
this  point  in  the  other  House,  and  that  the 
House,  contraiy  to  the  wishes  of  the  Go- 
vernment, decided  that  the  power  should 
be  confided  to  the  justices  of  the  peace. 
If  the  clause  were  now  struck  out  he 

Earl  Grey 


should  move  its  re-insertion  on  a  f utue 
occasion. 

Clause  n^aiwed. 

Other  clauses  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next,  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  151.) 

PARTNERSHIP  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.  123.)      gEOOlTD  BRADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Say  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
observed  that  its  main  object  was  to  en- 
able persons  to  lend  money  to  traders  and 
receive  a  share  of  profits  without  renda- 
ing  themselves  liable  to  the  law  of  partner- 
ship. According  to  the  law  as  it  now 
stood,  a  person  might  lend  money  to  any 
extent  to  a  trader  and  receive  interest  to 
any  extent  without  being  constituted  a 
partner  or  rendering  himself  liable  to  the 
engagements  of  the  trader  if  he  became 
bankrupt;  but  if  he  lent  money  on  the 
condition  of  receiving  a  share  of  the  profits 
he  became  liable  to  all  the  engagements 
contracted  by  the  trader,  and  subject  to  all 
the  conditions  of  partnerahip.  He  oouLi  see 
no  good  reason  for  the  distinction  between 
these  two  sets  of  money-lenders,  or  why 
they  should  be  treated  in  a  different  man- 
ner. Since  1855  the  principle  of  limited 
liability  had  been  very  generally  aj^lied 
to  all  large  undertakings  in  the  oountiy, 
and  it  had  been  complained  that  they  hsd 
thereby  conferred  an  advantage  on  partner- 
ships of  more  than  six  partners  over  the 
private  trader.  This  Bill  might,  theiefore, 
be  considered  as  a  complement  to  the 
Limited  Liability  Acts  by  placing  private 
traders  on  the  same  footing  with  the  grest 
companies.  Li  this  respect  the  private 
trader  would  receive  a  great  advantsge, 
and  at  the  same  time  he  thought  th^ 
creditor  would  derive  greater  security  than 
he  obtained  at  present.  Besides  enabling 
a  person  lending  money  to  obtain  a  share 
of  profits,  the  Bill  proposed  to  allow  a 
widower  child  of  a  deceased  partner  to 
receive  a  share  of  profits  without  becoming 
a  partner,  which  they  could  not  do  at  pre- 
sent without  rendering  themselves  liable 
to  the  debts  of  the  concern.  It  would 
also  enable  a  trader  to  give  a  clerk  or  ser- 
vant a  share  of  profits  as  a  part  of  or  in 
addition  to  a  salary  without  making  him  a 
partner.    This  would  operate  as  an  addi- 
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tioiud  indocMiiMit  to  the  olerk  or  Bervant 
to  exert  himself  in  the  suooeBsfol  proseon- 
tion  of  the  business.  These  propositions 
constituted  a  measure  which  he  believed 
would  be  found  most  useful  to  many  honest 
and  struggling  traders,  and  to  the  publio 
at  large,  and  one  which  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  refuse  to  pass. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— {Lord  Stanley  ofAlderUy,) 

Losn  St.  LEONAEDS  considered  this 
the  most  important  law  in  reference  to  the 
law  of  debtor  and  creditor  that  had  erer 
been  presented  to  their  Lordships  for  oon- 
nderation.  The  principles  which  regulated 
the  obligations  of  partnendiip  were  well 
known.  It  was  a  perfectly  established 
doctrine  that  if  a  man  took  the  profits  of 
bnainesi  he  must  be  content  to  take  the 
leases  too.  This  law  had  led  to  the 
flourishing  state  of  the  country.  If  a  man 
entered  into  trade  he  did  so  with  a  view 
to  profit.  He  gave  to  that  trade  the  whole 
energy  of  his  mind,  his  time,  thoughts, 
and  genius.  It  was  on  this  foundation, 
the  indiridual  exertion  of  erery  man,  that 
the  proeperity  of  the  ooun^  rested.  But 
by  liiiB  Bill  Uie  capitalist,  instead  of  going 
into  business  and  taking  upon  himself  its 
earea  and  labours,  would  skulk  behind 
tome  one  else  and  escape  all  liability  while 
raoeiTing  the  return  for  his  capital  from 
the  gains  of  the  business.  His  noble  Friend 
said  that  that  measure  was  a  sort  of  set 
off  to  limited  liability;  but  limited  lia- 
bility was  a  dangerous  thing,  which  had 
abndy  much  altered  the  character  of 
trading  in  this  country.  It  was  greatly 
to  be  desired  that  the  Government  would 
take  a  comprehensive  and  statesmanlike 
view  of  the  whole  matter,  and  consider 
the  general  operations  of  all  these  limited 
companies,  instead  of  asking  their  Lord- 
ikipa  to  deal  with  these  measures  piece- 
meal and  one  by  one.  Mortgage  deben- 
torea  would  be  floated  in  millions  by  these 
companies,  and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
Bzchequer  Bills  could  hold  their  ground 
against  them?  It  would  be  most  mis- 
chierons  to  enoourage  partnerships  in 
which  men  with  a  certain  capital  could 
■weep  away  the  lion's  share  of  the  profits 
without  incurring  any  risk  or  performing 
an^  labour.  Wholesale  traders  took  great 
paans  to  ascertain  the  solvency  of  retail 
traders,  but  a  man's  name  might  be  over 
bis  shop  door  with  nothing  to  indicate  that 
he  was  not  the  master,  whilst  in  fact  a 
bifge  portion  of  the  profit  might  belong, 
mmr  A  private  anangemenli  to  some  other 


person.  On  the  oth»  hand,  the  shop- 
keeper  himself,  when  he  (»d6ulated  his 
savings,  would  feel  deeply  his  having  to 
account  to  his  sleeping  partner  for  a 
large  portion  of  them.  These  loans 
stood  upon  a  difierent  footing.  They,  to 
be  effective  to  the  lender,  could  not  be 
concealed,  and  the  borrower  is  still  the 
master  of  his  own  trade.  If  an  excessive 
rate  of  interest  were  taken,  it  would  pro- 
bably in  the  end  lead  to  the  ruin  of  both 
lender  and  borrower.  By  this  Bill,  if  a 
man  sold  his  business  and  reserved  to 
himself  the  profits  of  half,  he  would  not 
share  half  the  liability,  as  he  ought  in 
fairness  to  do,  but  would  escape  alto- 
gether; while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  he 
retained  the  whole  business  in  his  own 
hands,  he  would  be  liable  for  the  whole  of 
the  risks  of  the  concern.  That  was  some- 
thing so  monstrous  that  the  very  state- 
ment of  it  ought  to  make  their  Lordships 
hesitate  in  assenting  to  the  second  reading 
of  that  measure.  A  more  dangerous  blow 
oould  not  be  struck  at  the  trading  credit 
of  the  country  than  would  be  inflicted  by 
such  a  Bill. 

LoBD  GRANWORTH  said,  the  Bill 
simply  enabled  a  person  to  borrow  from 
another  a  certain  sum  of  money  on  certain 
conditions.  Who  did  the  present  law  pro- 
tect— the  lender  or  the  borrower?  Kot 
the  borrower,  for  at  present  one  man 
might  borrow  and  another  lend  a  sum  of 
money  at  an  interest  of  6,  10,  or  16  per 
cent,  or  on  any  other  terms  that  might  be 
agreed  between  them.  The  noble  and 
l^med  Lord  opposite  (Lord  St.  Leonards) 
seemed  to  think,  however,  that  this  mea- 
sure would  operate  hardly  on  the  creditor; 
but  the  creditor's  remedy  would  not  really 
be  affected  by  it ;  it  would  remain  as  it 
was  before.  If  tiie  creditor  recovered  a 
judgment  against  the  partnership  he  oould 
take  the  partnership  assets.  Unless  this 
Bill,  or  a  Bill  of  a  similar  description, 
were  passed,  a  very  grievous  injury  would 
be  inflicted  on  private  traders,  who  had  to 
compete  with  companies  now  having  the 
benefit  of  limited  liability. 

Loan  WENSLEYDALE  was  under- 
stood to  say  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  provided  certain  al« 
terations  were  made  in  some  of  its  clauses. 
His  proposed  Amendments  would  have 
destroyed  the  Bill. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
should  be  sorry  if  the  able  arguments  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  which,  in 
common  with  the  majority  of  the  House, 
he  bad  not  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear 
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with  snfficient  distinctneBSy  induced  any  of 
their  Lordships  to  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  which  had  heen  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  freeing  the 
law  of  partnership  from  an  anomaly 
founded  upon  an  erroneous  decision  pro- 
nounced many  years  ago,  and  which  had 
led  to  the  most  mischicTous  consequences. 
It  was  a  principle  of  almost  every  system 
of  jurisprudence  that  partnership  depend- 
ed on  the  conduct  and  intention  of  the 
parties,  and  that  where  there  was  a  con- 
tract and  agreement  hetween  the  parties 
the  law  shoidd  declare  the  existence  of  a 
partnership,  but  that  where  there  was  no 
such  contract  and  agreement  the  law 
should  not  force  a  partnership  upon  par- 
ties. There  was  one  exception — ^where 
the  parties  had  held  themselves  out  to  the 
pubHo  to  be  partners,  the  law  held  them 
to  be  partners,  whether  they  had  con- 
tracted to  be  so  or  not.  But  the  principle 
of  the  law  of  England,  as  construed  by 
a  decision  given  nearly  100  years  ago, 
went  to  the  extent  of  declaring  that  in 
any  case  where  individuals  shared  the 
profits  of  an  undertaking  they  should  be 
partners  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  notwith- 
standing any  agreement  to  the  contrary 
which  they  might  have  entered  into  among 
themselves.  This  was  in  consequence  of 
an  imported  contract  under  which  a  person 
receiving  in  any  form  any  portion  of  the 
profits  was  held  to  be  liable  to  his  last 
shilling.  Such  was  the  extraordinary  rule 
of  law  to  which  the  patience  of  the  Eng- 
lish people  had  submitted  so  long,  solely 
from  reverence  for  what  was  hallowed  by 
ancient  precedent.  That  principle  was  a 
most  unjust  one,  and  it  was  repugnant  to 
the  principles  of  English  law.  It  had, 
however,  taken  its  rise  from  the  natural 
tendency  of  our  courts  to  give  validity  to 
a  contract  if  they  could  possibly  do  so. 
A  case  came  before  Lord  Mansfield  in 
which  he  found  he  could  not  do  so  in  con- 
sequence of  the  very  large  rate  of  interest 
which  would  have  rendered  the  contract 
void  under  the  then  existing  usury  laws. 
In  order,  therefore,  to  uphold  the  agree- 
ment between  the  parties,  Lord  Mansfield 
ruled  that  it  should  be  upheld  as  a  part- 
nership. By  general  consent  the  usury 
laws,  the  parent  of  the  principle  of  part- 
nership against  which  this  Bill  was  direct- 
ed, had  been  done  away,  and  it  was  time 
now  to  get  rid  of  their  mischievous  ofif- 
spring.  In  other  cases  the  law  of  Eng- 
land had  taken  great  care  to  prevent  fraud. 
If  a  man  handed  over  money  or  goods  to  a 
trader,  that  money  or  those  goods  were 
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liable  to  the  trader'B  creditor;  but  that 
was  a  very  different  thing  from  making  a 
man  liable  to  not  only  the  full  amoimt 
which  he  had  lent  to  a  trader,  but  to  ih& 
last  farthing  which  he  possessed  in  the 
world.  Under  the  ruling  of  Lord  Mans- 
field, acted  on  by  the  Judges,  the  law  in- 
vented a  contract  which  did  not  exist,  and 
then  made  the  parties  to  that  supposed  con- 
tract liable  for  the  fulfilment  of  engage- 
ments which  they  had  never  intended  to 
undertake.  The  ratio  decidendi  was  ex- 
pressed in  a  judgment  given  in  1784: 
it  was  in  the  case  of  **  Grace  v,  SmitL" 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  said  the  only 
question  was  what  constituted  a  secret 
partnership :  every  man  who  had  a  share 
of  the  profits  of  trade  ought  to  bear  his 
share  of  the  loss,  and  if  any  one  took  a 
part  of  the  profits  he  took  a  part  of  the 
fund  on  which  the  creditor  trader  relied 
for  payment.  Now,  in  the  present  day, 
the  absurdity  of  this  was  obvious  to  a 
child  in  a  national  school,  for  he  would 
know  enough  political  economy  to  under- 
stand that  the  profit  or  loss  was  realized 
after  the  creditors  had  been  paid.  Nor 
could  fraud  arise ;  the  law  of  England  had 
taken  care  to  prevent  fraud.  If  one 
man  handed  over  his  money  or  his  goods 
by  way  of  loan  to  a  trader,  so  that  he 
had  the  visible  possession  of  the  money  or 
the  goods,  the  creditor  of  the  trader  had 
a  right  to  seize  the  goods  or  money  so 
handed  over.  But  to  show  the  erroneous 
principles  to  which  the  present  state  of 
the  law  gave  rise  he  would  read  part  of  a 
judgment  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Wensleydale)  in  which  he  laid  down 
that  the  person  who  shared  the  gross  profits 
was  not  a  partner ;  and  the  person  who 
shared  the  net  profits  was  a  partner.  Such 
was  the  offspring  of  the  old  erroneous 
principle  which  was  about  to  be  swept 
away.  If  this  distinction  was  read  to 
any  City  man,  he  would  toss  up  his  head, 
and  ask  what  was  the  difference  between 
gross  profits  and  net  profits.  But  there  was 
another  absurdity.  Now,  where  was  the 
difference  between  the  two  cases  ?  Again, 
if  a  person  in  trade  said  to  his  olerk  ''  I 
shall  give  you  £500,  which  you  shall  take 
out  of  the  profits,"  the  clerk  at  once  be- 
came a  partner;  but  if  the  employer  said 
to  him  **  I  shall  give  you  £500  a  year  if 
I  make  £1,000,"  not  adding  words  stating 
that  the  £500  was  to  come  out  of  profits, 
the  clerk  was  not  a  partner.  Such  were 
the  artifices  which  lawyers  were  obliged 
to  make  use  of  in  order  to  apply  this 
principle  of  partnership.  They  were  obliged 
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to  go  round  and  travcrso  and  make  use  of 
subtle  distinctions,  which  brought  the  law 
into  contempt,  because  it  put  it  at  variance 
with  the  common  sense  of  mankind. 
Trade  contracts  ought  not  to  depend  on 
subtle  distinctions,  or  what  was  called 
"Judge-made  law,"  but  on  the  whole- 
some and  well-established  principles  of  the 
law  of  England.  The  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  remove  an  objectionable  exception. 
It  was  a  Bill  of  great  importance  to  the 
community,  for,  if  there  were  one  principle 
better  established  in  reason  and  common 
sense  than  another,  it  was  that  trade 
should  be  firee ;  that  mercantile  contracts 
sihould  be  firee ;  that  those  contracts,  as  far 
as  they  possibly  could  be,  should  be  con- 
strued in  accordance  with  the  intentions 
of  the  parties;  that  they  should  be  up- 
held by  law,  and  take  effect  just  as  they 
had  been  intended  to  take  effect.  The 
principle  which  this  Bill  would  put  an 
end  to  had  a  very  injurious  operation  as 
regarded  encouragement  to  industry  and 
talent  A  man  might  be  willing  to  en- 
courage industry  or  talent  by  an  advance 
of  £1,000  or  £5,000  towards  a  doubtful 
enterprise;  but  he  was  unable  to  do  so 
because  of  the  firightful  consequences  of 
those  decisions  staring  him  in  the  face, 
ne  thought  it  was  time  to  declare  that  the 
law  of  partnership  should  be  of  a  more 
liberal  diaracter  and  more  in  accordance 
with  the  English  law  generally.  It  had 
been  the  policy  of  our  laws  to  make  trade 
in  land  free,  because  it  had  been  deter- 
mined that  property  should  not  be  locked 
up  for  longer  than  a  particular  time.  The 
general  policy  of  our  law  was  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  political  economy, 
but  the  partnership  law  as  it  existed  m 
virtue  of  judicial  decisions  was  an  excep- 
tion. He  trusted  that  their  Lordships 
would  give  their  countenance  to  a  Bill 
which  was  wise  and  prudent  in  its  design, 
and  which  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  mercantile  and  commercial  interests 
of  the  country.  He  believed  that  many 
of  the  social  difficulties  which  now  ex- 
isted between  employers  and  employed 
would  probably  be  removed  by  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill.  There  were  many  classes 
of  intelligent  workmen  whom  wise  em- 
ployers would  desire  to  bind  to  a  concern 
by  giving  them  an  interest  in  its  welfare, 
and  making  their  remuneration  depend  on 
its  success.  That  could  not  now  be  done, 
but  if  Uiis  Bill  were  passed,  it  would  be 
possible  to  establish  such  a  bindmg  tie  as 
this  between  employers  and  employed.  If 
that  were  the  result  of  the  measure,  he 


was  sure  that  their  Lordships  would  agree 
that  a  more  beneficial  and  wholesome 
measure  could  not  be  introduced  into 
Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ANTI-SL AVERT  SOCIETY— PETITION. 

LoBD  BEOUGHAM  presented  a  petition 
from  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  and  said, 
that  the  Aberdeen  Act  had  proved  most 
offensive  to  the  Government  and  the  peoplo 
of  Brazil,  and  had  prevented  all  the  steps 
taken  by  the  friends  of  the  emancipation 
of  slaves;  that  it  had  been  niost  reluctantly 
passed  in  1845  by  the  Lords  who  felt  its 
extreme  rigour;  and  that  it  was  only 
agreed  to  by  their  Lordships  on  occount  of 
the  necessity  of  strong  measures  to  sup- 
press the  slave  trade.  But  that  Lord  Aber- 
deen had,  both  in  Parliament,  and  in  a 
written  and  formal  communication  to  the 
Brazilian  Government,  pledged  himself  that 
it  should  be  repealed  if  either  the  slave 
trade  was  extinguished,  or  the  Brazil  Go- 
vernment renewed  the  Treaty  of  1826. 
ITow  the  slave  trade  had  entirely  ceased  and 
after  thirteen  years  experience  there  was 
not  the  least  chance  of  its  being  renewed. 
All  the  authorities  were  against  it,  the  Em- 
peror himself  most  decidedly  for  its  extinc- 
tion, and  all  his  Ministers  as  well  as  the 
people  generally,  as  the  results  of  the  elec- 
tion proved.  Therefore  the  pledge  given 
ought  to  be  redeemed  by  the  repecd  of  this 
Act  which  seriously  affected  all  the  efforts 
by  the  Society  and  others  in  obtaining 
Negro  Emancipation,  and  was  most  hurt- 
ful to  the  great  and  valuable  trade  of  this 
country  and  Brazil.  The  petition  was,  by 
the  Eules  of  the  House,  only  received  as 
that  of  the  persons  signing  it— these  wore 
headed  by  the  highly  respectable  President 
of  the  Society,  Mr.  d.  Gumey,  on  behalf  of 
the  Committee. 

House  adjoamed  at  Eight  o'clock » 

till  Thnnday  Dezt,  balf-paii 

Ten  o'clock. 
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Ordered  —  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  5)  • ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confir- 
mation  •  ;  Ulrter  Canal  Transfer.* 

Firtt  Beading  —  Local  Goremment  Supple- 
mental (No.  6) •[2091;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  ConflrmaUon  (No.  3)  •  [210] ;  Ulster 
Canal  Transfer  •[211]; 

Second  iZeadtn^  —  Theatres,  Ac.  [64];  Kings- 
town Harbour  •  [1 85]. 

Commt««J— Greenwich  Hospital  fl79]. 

jHeport  —  Greenwich  Hospital  [179]  ;  Nary  and 
Marines  (Wills)  •[188];  Nary  and  Marines 
(Property  of  Deceased)  •  [189] ;  Naval  and 
Marine  Pay  and  Pensions  •  [190];  Colonial 
Laws  Validity  •  [183] ;  Colonial  Marriages 
Validity  •[184]. 

Cantidered  as  amended  —  Lunatic  Asylum  Act 
(1858),  Ac.  Amendment  •  [196]. 

Third  Reading-^VriMonn  [141]. 

The  House  met  at  TweWe  of  tbe  clock. 


PRISONS  BILL— [Bill  141.] 

THIBD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  hoped  he  should 
bo  allowed  to  urge  against  this  measure 
those  objections  which  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  offering  before.     He  object- 
ed to  the  Bill,  in  the  first  place,  because 
he  deemed  it  to  be  an  unnecessary  con- 
tinuance of  a  bad  system  ;  and  secondly, 
because  it  delegated  important  duties  to 
persons  not  the  best  qualified  to  perform 
them.    The  measure  he  thought  was  wrong 
in  principle.      The   custody  of  prisoners 
was  an  Imperial  duty,  which  did  not  pro- 
perly belong  to  the  magistrates.    Howeyer 
skilfully  prepared  were  the  proyisions  of 
the  Bill,  ho  considered  that  the  matters  of 
which  they  treated  were  matters  rather  of 
administration  than  of   legislation.      An- 
other graye  objection  to  the  Bill  was  the 
appointment  of  Goyernors  to  gaols,  which 
under  this  system  was  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  magistrates.     He  had  had  many  com- 
munications with  Goyernors  of  prisons,  and 
they  all  expressed  their  dissatisfaction  with 
such  an  arrangement.  Another  great  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  Bill  was  its  increased 
seycrity  ;  he  thought  it  a  great  stain  on 
the   legislation   of    the   country    that  we 
should  be  employing  prison  labour  on  un- 
productiye  works.     In  all  other  countries, 
and  in  all  ages,  the  labour  of  prisoners, 
howeyer  distasteful  and  disgusting  in  its 
character,  was  applied  to  some  useful  end. 
Labour  for  the  mere  sake  of  punishment 
was  a  form  of  torture.   [An  hen.  Member  : 
The  treadmill.]     The  original  purpose  of 
the  treadmill  was  that  the  labour  which  it 
proyided  should  be  productiye.     He  had! 


recently  paid  a  yisit  to  a  French  prison, 
where  prisonen  were  confined  nnder  sen- 
tences similar  to  our  own — periods  of  one 
to  seyen  years.    There  was  no  solitair  or 
separate  confinement ;  the  diet  was  lilb. 
of  brown  bread  per  diem,  a  pint  of  good 
soup  of  carrots  and  other  regeUbles  eyery 
day,  and  with  meat  on  Sunday.  ^  The  pri- 
soners were  employed  in  productiye  labour, 
and  were  permitted   one  quarter  of  their 
earnings  day  by  day,  on  the  purchase  of 
some  little  indulgence,  amomiting  to  about 
2d.,  receiying  another  fourth  on  leaymg 
the  prison.     Prisoners  worked  together, 
and  took  their  meals  in  common ;  but  no 
conyersation  was  allowed.     The  prisonm 
did  not  sleep  separately,  but  the  monitorial 
system  was  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  order  during  the  night — one  pri- 
soner of  better  conduct  than  the  rest  wu 
placed  oyer  a  cell  in  which  seyeral  slept ; 
and  of  course  the  warders  paid  frequent 
yisits.     The  prisoners  had  also  the  liberty 
of  seeing  their  friends  three  times  a  week. 
This  might  to  some  seem  ridiculous  lenity. 
It  might  be  said  that  wo  were  fitter  to  giye 
lessons  to  the  French  than    the  French 
were  to  teach  the  English  ;   but,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  more  desirable  to  nioye 
towards  lenity  than  towards  seycrity.    We 
professed  to  be  the  most  Christian,  the 
most  religious,   the  most  moral,  and  tbe 
most  prosperous  community  in  the  world  ; 
yet  while  other  nations  were  steadily  pur- 
suing a  more  humane  and  gentle  system, 
our  legislation   was  characterised  of  late 
years  by  a  return  to  greater  severity  of  past 
times. 


Bill  read  3«,  and  passed. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  (re^mmittedj 
BILI^BiLL  179.]— COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  19,  inclusiyo,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Goyernment  of  Hospital,  kc.) 

Mr.   AYRTON    said,  the    Committee 
haying  now  disposed  of  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  related  to  pensions,  he  desired 
to  express  his  satisfaction  that  the  rights 
of    merchant    seamen    to    participate    in 
the    benefit    of    the    funds    accumulated 
for    the   Hospital    had    been    recognised 
by  the  Admiralty;  but,  as  there  might  be 
some  doubt  still  existing  upon  this  point 
from  the  wording  of  the  Bill,  he  thought 
it    desirable    that    a    declaratory    clause 
should    be    inserted,    to  show  that   the 
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Greenwieh  Hospital  was  for  tho  benefit  of 
the  merohant  marine  as  well  as  of  the 
Bojal  NaTjff  or  that  the  Honse  should 
hare  some  distinct  understanding  from  the 
Admiralty  that  thej  were  not  going  to 
maintain  Greenwich  Hospital  for  ezdu- 
■irelj  Admiral tj  purposes.  It  had  now 
become  necessary  that  the  hospital  ship, 
the  DreadiwugiUt  should  be  clone  away 
with,  and  accommodation  obtained  in  some 
eonfenient  place  on  shore.  To  effect  this 
objeet  a  sum  of  £660,000  would  be  neces- 
aary,  which  was  a  larffo  amount  to  raise 
for  a  class  whose  relations  and  friends 
were  limited  to  the  shore  of  any  particular 
country.  In  former  times  the  Hospital 
waa  reeognixed  as  a  public  charity,  and  it 
was  entitled  to  receire  all  the  waifs  and 
strays  of  the  commercial  serrice,  such  as 
the  nnelaimed  property  of  dead  seamen ; 
but,  for  the  sake  of  public  convenience, 
this  was  afterwards  yielded  up  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  with  the  promise  that  an  equi- 
falent  should  be  gi?en  from  a  fund  raised 
by  a  registration  of  tickets;  but  the  Board 
of  Trade  shortly  afterwards  came  to  the 
eonclasion  that  it  was  Tory  desirable  to 
abdiah  this  system  of  registration  of 
tiekete,  and  the  Hospital  lost  the  whole  of 
the  equivalent  which  it  was  to  receive. 
The  Admiralty  were  about  to  empty  to  a 
large  extent  the  Greenwich  Hospital,  and 
if  not  converted  to  some  more  appropriate 
parpose  soon,  he  should  not  be  surprised 
to  find  the  building  turned  into  comfortable 
residences  for  officers  of  the  navy.  He 
thought  a  portion  of  the  building  should 
be  set  apart  for  the  reception  of  merchant 
seamen  suffering  from  the  yarious  diseases 
to  which  they  were  subject,  and  this  ar- 
rangement, he  believed,  would  result  in 
great  benefit  to  the  navy,  as  well  as  to  the 
pnblic  generally.  He  concluded  by  moring 
Clanae  20,  after  the  word  **  schools,"  to 
insert  the  words,  "whether  belonging  to 
the  Royal  Navy  or  otherwise  employed  in 
any  aenrice  afloat." 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  not  to  press  for  the  insertion 
of  theae  words,  because  they  would  be 
miannderstood,  and  would  really  add  no- 
thing to  what  Government  meant  in  the 
exbttnff  words,  which  were  almost  identi- 
caL  On  aome  of  the  points  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member,  there  was  little  to  say. 
One  of  tbese  was  how  far  Greenwich 
Hospital  waa  originally  intended  for  this 
or  that  class  of  seamen ;  and  this  could 
only  be  settled  by  documents  of  the  reign 
of  Queen  Anne.  One  thing,  however,  was 
certain — that  merchant  seamen  had  not 


for  120  years  past  any  rights  in  the 
Hospital,  nnless  wounded  in  action  with 
an  enemy  or  with  pirates.  The  Admiralty 
had  no  intention  to  depart  from  the  prin- 
ciples which  they  had  formerly  adopted 
as  to  the  admissions  into  Greenwich 
Hospital ;  and  with  respect  to  sohools, 
there  was  no  intention  to  alter  the  course 
hitherto  followed,  and  by  which,  under 
certain  circumstances,  children  of  seamen 
belonging  to  the  merchant  service  had  a 
right  to  the  school. 

Mr.  LIDDBLL  asked,  whether  the 
members  of  the  Naval  Reserve  had  a  right 
of  admission  into  the  Hospital  f 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  :  They  have  a  right 
of  admission — it  is  expressly  reserved  to 
them.  With  reference  to  the  use  of  any 
part  of  the  building  for  sick  merchant  sea- 
men, he  could  only  say  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  would  prevent  the  Ad- 
miralty lending  a  portion  of  the  building  for 
the  purposes  of  an  hospital  in  lieu  of  the 
Dreadnought,  He  used  the  word  '*  lend  " 
advisedly,  because  in  time  of  war  it  would 
be  undesirable  to  deprive  the  navy  of  any 
space  in  the  Hospital  which  might  be 
wanted  after  a  naval  engagement.  There 
were  two  sides  to  the  question  with  reference 
to  the  granting  of  Greenwich  Hospital  for 
the  use  of  the  merchant  service.  It  might 
be  very  charitable  and  considerate  in  the 
Government  to  give  that  service  some  ad- 
Tantage  in  connection  with  the  institution  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  how' far  the  resources  of  pri- 
vate charity  would  be  curtailed  by  the  fact 
of  this  Government  aid.  The  Governors  of 
the  Dreadnought  hospital  would,  therefore, 
do  well  to  see  how  far  their  support  from 
private  resources  would  be  affected  by  its 
becoming  known  that  they  were  receiving 
assistance  from  the  public  funds.  He  was 
afraid  there  were  many  of  those  by  whom 
the  charity  wos  now  supported  who  might 
say,  "Government  have  taken  charge  of 
the  institution,  and  there  is  no  necessity 
for  continuing  our  donations."  The  ad- 
mission of  these  patients  into  Greenwich 
Hospital  was  a  question  which  the  Admi- 
ralty might  fairly  consider  when  it  came 
before  them.  There  was  no  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to  take  away 
any  of  the  rights  which  the  merchant  sea- 
men now  possessed. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  after  the  distinct 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
thought  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  press 
the  mtroduction  of  the  words  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  He  therefore  withdrew 
the  Amendment. 
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Admiral  WALCOTT  concarred  io  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Childere)  aa  to  the  difficulties  which  would 
attend  the  admisBion  of  merchant  seamen 
into  the  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Amendment  wiihdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  to  42,  indusire,  agreed  io. 

Clause  43  (DcTises,  &e,,  for  Hospital.) 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  excuse  him  if  he  ad- 
Terted  to  a  matter  that  was  personal  to 
himself.  He  had  to  complain  of  some  im- 
perfect reporting  of  the  ohservations  which 
he  had  made  on  a  former  occasion  in  re- 
lation to  this  Bill.  He  was  the  more 
anxious  to  explain,  inasmuch  as  the  Re- 
port to  which  he  had  alluded  had  occa- 
sioned some  pain  and  dissatisfaction  to  the 
naval  chaplains.  Now,  he  wished  to  guard 
himself  from  being  supposed  to  utter  any 
reproach  against  a  class  of  gentlemen  who, 
he  believed,  discharged  their  duties  in  a 
manner  most  creditable  to  themselves  and 
advantageous  to  their  respective  cures. 
Ho  had  simply  viewed  the  question  in  the 
abstract,  and  observed  that  a  man  who  had 
passed  a  great  portion  of  his  life  at  sea 
was  not,  in  his  opinion,  the  most  compe- 
tent person  to  discharge  important  clerical 
duties  on  shore. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  much  better  to  give 
these  officers  a  retiring  allowance  than 
appoint  them  to  livings  in  the  country. 
But  he,  at  the  same  time,  wished  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  used  on  the 
previous  occasion  no  words  which  could 
cause  pain  to  the  present  incumbents. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  45  to  50,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  51  (Repayment  to  Consolidated 
Fund.) 

Mr.  LIDDELL  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  in  line  31,  from  "re- 
lates "  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  his  object 
being  to  guard  against  any  attempt  of  the 
Treasury  to  lay  its  hands  upon  the  funds 
belonging  to  the  Hospital. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  was  only  fair 
that  the  Bill  which  offered  inducements 
to  the  inmates  to  go  out  of  the  Hospital, 
thus  creating  a  charge  upon  the  grants  of 
Parliament,  should  transfer  this  extra 
charge  to  the  Hospital  funds. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  he  could 
not  see  the  justice  of  the  arrangement, 
nor  yet  the  advantage  of  it.  The  induce- 
ments given  to  live  out  of  the  Hospital 
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should  not  be  at  the  expense  of  that  insti- 
tution, and  he  hoped  the  Admiralty  would 
re-consider  the  matter.  He  had  the  honour 
of  being  asked  to  present  a  petition  from 
the  Captains  of  Greenwich  Hospital*  pray- 
ing the  Admiralty,  when  depriviDg  them  of 
their  position  in  the  Hoepital»  to  restore 
them  to  that  position  in  the  active  list  of 
officers  which  they  would  have  oecopied  if 
they  had  not  accepted  of  the  appointment 
to  Greenwich  Hospital.  He  heartily  con- 
curred in  the  claims  of  those  officers,  which 
he  believed  were  founded  upoo  the  most 
obvious  principles  of  justice.  There  were 
three  officers  entitled  to  the  flag  if  they 
had  been  on  the  active  list,  and  he  hoped 
the  Admiralty  would  give  their  cases  a 
favourable  consideration. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  also  warmly  ad- 
vocated the  claims  of  those  officers  to  be 
placed  upon  the  active  list,  and  said  he 
should  consider  it  to  be  an  act  of  the 
grossest  injustice  if  the  Admiralty  were  to 
reject  their  petition.  Those  officers  asked 
for  no  increase  of  pay,  or  pecuniary  eoo- 
sideration.  They  only  prayed  to  be  re- 
instated in  that  honourable  rank  which  they 
had  been  induced  to  surrender  when  they 
accepted  the  appointment  in  Greenwich 
Hospital — an  appointment  which  they  at 
the  time  believed  to  be  one  for  the  whole 
of  their  lives. 

Mr.  CORRY  also  bore  testimony  to  the 
justice  of  the  claims  of  those  officers.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  one  of  those 
captains,  stating  that  inasmuch  as  com- 
manders, lieutenants,  and  others,  were 
to  be  allowed  this  boon,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  Captains  should  be  ex- 
eluded  from  participating  in  it.  With  re- 
ference to  the  case  of  Sir  Jamea  Gordon, 
he  considered  it  only  fair  that  he  should 
not  only  be  restored  to  the  active  list,  bot 
he  urged  upon  the  Admiralty  the  justice  of 
appointing  him  an  Admiral  of  the  Fleet 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Committee  had  wandered  a 
little  from  the  subject  of  the  daaae  under 
consideration.  It  was  the  wish  of  the 
Admiralty  to  do  every  justice  to  these  gal- 
lant officers  alluded  to  ;  at  the  aame  time 
it  must  be  remembered  that  what  they  now 
asked  was  not  a  claim  founded  upon  justice, 
but  a  boon  of  considerable  importance. 
After  the  Act  passed  these  officers  would 
be  in  the  same  position  as  now,  except  that 
they  would  have  nothing  to  do.  When 
the  time  came  for  the  preparation  of  the 
necessary  Orders  in  Council  to  carry  the 
Act  into  effect  the  claims  of  the  officers 
would  be  considered.    On  the  real  ques- 
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tion  of  the  eUiue,  the  ease  was  this.  When 
a  poniioner  went  into  the  Hospital  his  oot- 
pension  ceased  ;  when  he  left  the  Hospital 
ilie  pensiona  revired.  Bj  the  present  Bill, 
indocements  would  be  offered  to  the  in- 
pensioners  to  become  oat-pensioners,  which 
they  bad  no  power  to  do  at  present ;  and 
the  result  would  be  a  call  for  an  additional 
charge  on  the  Votes  of  the  House.  This 
additional  charge  would  be  repaid  from  the 
Hospital  funds. 

MR.  LIDDBLL  said,  that  finding  the 
feeling  of  the  Committee  was  against  him, 
he  would  give  way  ;  but  he  would  renew 
hta  Motion  on  the  Report. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

(Tlanse  agreed  to, 

Mb.  CHILDERS  stated  that,  after  the 
Piyision  on  the  Motion  of  his  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wakefield  (Sir 
John  Haj),  although  the  Admiralty  were 
not  prepared  to  admit  the  clause  for  re- 
taining a  Governor  with  the  present  power 
and  position,  they  were  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  which  would  give  power  to 
the  Admiralty  to  appoint,  a^er  the  death 
cf  the  present  Governor,  an  officer,  not 
under  the  rank  of  Vice  Admiral,  as  Visitor 
and  Governor,  to  perform  such  duties  as 
might  be  thought  eipedient,  and  he  would 
receive  a  salary  of  £1,000  a  year.  The 
hon.  Member  moved  to  insert  a  clause  to 
that  effect 

Mb.  LIDDBLL  asked,  was  the  office  to 
be  ornamental  ? 

Mb.  GHILDBRS  replied,  that  it  would 
be  as  nearly  as  possible  honorary  ;  and  it 
would  not  interfere  with  the  office  of  Cap- 
t«D  Superintendent. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  expressed  his 
gratification  at  this  concession  on  the  part 
of  the  Admiralty.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  the  Hospital  should  be  presided  over 
by  a  meritorious  and  distinguished  officer. 
It  save  iclal  to  the  service  both  at  home 
and  abroad. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  COKRY  asked,  how  the  large 
range  of  buildings  which  would  become 
vacant  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  were 
to  be  disposed  of  ? 

Mb.  CMILDBRS  replied,  that  up  to  the 
present  time  no  decision  had  been  arrived 
at  en  the  point. 

Mb.  HENLEY  wished  to  offer  his  pro- 
test against  the  way  in  which  this  Bill  had 
been  smuggled  through  the  House.  He 
waa  in  the  House  that  morning  up  to  a 
quarter  past  two  o*clock,  and  he  had  cer- 
tainly heard  no  intimation  given  that  this 
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Bill  would  be  taken  at  a  morning  sitting 
to-day.  He  protested  against  such  a  course 
of  proceeding. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
been  informed  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  took  any  special  interest  in  the  Bill 
or  he  should  certainly  have  felt  it  his  duty 
to  inform  him.  He  bad  informed  the  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
County  who  was  understood  to  be  the 
usual  channel  of  communication  in  such 
matters,  and  those  who  were  known  to 
take  an  interest  in  naval  matters  were, 
he  believed,  well  aware  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  brought  forward  last  night,  but 
would  be  taken  at  that  morning^s  sitting. 

Mb.  HENLEY  must  say  that,  as  a 
principle,  it  was  not  fair  to  fix  a  morning 
sitting  without  giving  due  public  notice  of 
the  fact,  particularly  after  so  very  late  a 
sitting  as  that  of  last  night. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALK  concurred  in 
the  observations  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
respect  to  this  measure  was  extremely  in- 
convenient, particularly  to  the  constituen- 
cies in  naval  dockyards,  and  other  such 
establishments,  some  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  representing.  Had  he  known 
last  night  that  this  Bill  would  bo  taken  at 
twel?e  o*clock  to-day,  he  should  certainly 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  watch  it  more  nar- 
nowly  than  he  was  able  to  do  from  the 
brief  notice  which  he  received.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  was  a  most  unfair  way  to 
press  a  Bill  through  the  House  in  so  thin 
a  House,  and  when  even  the  Treasury 
Bench  was  almost  deserted.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  justified  in  sharply 
rebuking  the  Admiralty  for  their  conduct 
in  this  matter. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  suggested  that  as  hon. 
Members  generally  were  taken  by  surprise 
in  this  matter,  it  would  be  only  fair  of  the 
Government  to  fix  such  a  day  for  the  bring- 
ing up  of  the  Report  as  would  afford  them 
an  ample  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions  upon  the  measure  generally. 

Mb.  Aij)ebman  SALOMONS  said,  he 
was  about  making  a  similar  request* 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  most 
desirous  of  meeting  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members,  and  would  fix  Thursday  formally 
for  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report ;  but  on 
that  day  he  would  name  such  a  day  for  the 
further  stage  of  the  Bill  as  would,  he  hoped, 
meet  the  convenience  of  Members  generally. 
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Mr.  HENLEY  warned  the  Goverament 
that  if  they  endeavoured  to  push  measures 
forward  in  the  way  they  had  done  the  pre- 
sent Bill  they  would  find  they  would  lose 
time,  instead  of  gaining  it,  inasmuch  as 
the  Members  generally  would  avail  them- 
seWes  of  all  the  forms  of  the  House  to  de- 
lay their  proceedings,  and  would  find  plenty 
of  opportunities  for  throwing  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  the  Goyernmont. 

Freamblo  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  (7on- 
iidered  on  Thursday. 

THE  POLICE  AT  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  third- 
class  pay,  as  well  as  an  extra  sum  of  seven 
shillings  a  week,  is  received  by  the  Police 
on  duty  at  Somerset  House,  the  Tower, 
the  Gun  Factory,  the  Clothing  Stores, 
South  Kensington  Museum,  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital, and  Greenwich  Hospital  ? 

Mr.  T.  G.  baring  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to  pos- 
sess very  accurate  information.  The  police- 
men  in  question  did  receive  third-class  pay, 
but  they  did  not  receive  seven  shillings  a 
week,  or  any  other  extra  payment  whatever. 

UNITED  STATES— CASE  OF  THE 
"SAXON"— MRS.  GRAY.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  and  what  progress 
has  been  made  in  obtaining  compensation 
for  Mrs.  Gray,  whose  husband  was  mur- 
dered by  Lieutenant  Donovan,  of  the  United 
States  Navy,  near  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  ? 

Mr.  LAYARD  replied,  that  several  re- 
presentations had  been  made  to  the  United 
States  Government  on  behalf  of  Mrs.  Gray, 
and  a  memorial  from  that  lady  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  American  Secretary  of  State ; 
but  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
had  positively  declined  to  make  her  any 
compensation,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  informed  that  after  the 
trial  which  had  been  had,  and  the  verdict 
which  had  been  returned  in  the  United 
States,  they  could  not  press  for  it. 


THE  PAPER  TRADE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ASPINALL  TURNER  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Government 
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did  not  recently  institute  an  inqairfy  through 
the  Collectors  of  Excise,  as  to  the  eonditios 
of  the  Paper  Trade ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  a  Copy  of  the 
Correspondence  before  the  House  f 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  md,  in  reply, 
that  the  GoTemment  had  not  iostitoted 
any  inquiry  through  the  Collectors  of  Ex- 
cise into  the  condition  of  the  Paper  Trade, 
and  there  was  no  official  correspondence 
upon  the  subject. 

DOCKS  AT  BERMUDA.— QUESTION, 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any  steps 
are  being  taken  towards  the  construction 
of  effective  Docks  at  Bermuda  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  in 
reply,  that  no  Estimate  for  the  construe- 
tion  of  Docks  at  Bermuda  had  been  laid 
before  the  House  this  year,  but  the  Ad- 
miralty proposed  to  have  the  subject  care- 
fully examined,  with  a  view,  he  trusted, 
to  the  presentation  of  an  Estimate  for  that 
purpose  next  year. 

METROPOLITAN  PAVING,  &o.— COMMIS- 
SION MOVED  FOR. 

Sm  WILLIAM  ERASER,  in  rising  to 
move  an  Address  for  the  Appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Act  18  &  19  Vict.  o.  120,  so  far  as 
the  same  relates  to  the  paying,   lighting, 
and  cleansing  of  the  Metropolis  said,  that 
the  Act  in  question  contained  nomeroui 
clauses,  but  it  might  be  divided  into  two 
parts  for  the  present  purpose — one  relative 
to  the  government  of  the  metropolis  as  a 
whole  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works* 
and  the  other  the  government  of  tho  dis- 
tricts of  the  metropolis  by  Local  Boards, 
known  as  vestries.     It  was  the  latter  of 
these  only  to  which   he  wished  to   refer. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  bad  be- 
gun and  had  partly  carried  out  works  of 
considerable  importance,  such  as  the  main 
drainage    and  tho    embankment    of    the 
Thames  ;  what   he    had    to    complain  of 
was  the  manner  in  which  the  Local  Boards 
discharged  their  duties.    The  Act,  in  addi- 
tion to  constituting  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  continued   these  Local  Boards 
for  local  purposes.     There  were  forty-six 
of  these   districts,  twenty-three  of  which 
were  parishes,  and  the  rest  were  combined 
parishes.     It  was  the  duty  of  these  Boards, 
besides  electing  the  members  for  the  Central 
Board,  to  attend  to  the  Paving,  Lighting, 
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and  Cleaoftiog  of  the  MetropolU.  Now» 
with  letptcito  Faying/ what  had  been  the 
reaali  of  their  labours  under  the  Act  ? 
Ha  asked  hon.  Members  who  had  an  op- 
portQDitj  from  their  residence  in  London 
of  obserriDg  the  state  of  the  streets  of 
the  Metropolis,  as  well  as  the  humblest 
member  of  the  community,  whether  thej 
were  at  all  in  a  satisfactory  condition  ; 
and  whether  they  were  not  in  a  worse  state 
than  the  High  Street  and  even  the  back 
streets  of  the  Boroughs  which  they  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  Certainly,  he  could 
Bay,  hafing  had  some  experience  of  bo- 
roughs, that  he  had  noTor  seen  a  street  in 
one  of  them  that  was  not  superior  to  Pall 
Mall,  St.  James's  Street,  and  Piccadilly, 
which  were  looked  upon  as  the  aristocratic 
streets  of  the  Metropolis.  He  would  take 
St.  James's  Street  as  the  via  sacra  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  he  would  ask  any  hon. 
Member  who  had  walked  through  it  if  he 
considered  it  was  a  fit  street  for  a  great 
metropolis  ?  On  the  right-hand  side  was 
one  aort  of  pa?iug  and  on  the  left-hand 
side  another  ;  and  when  an  explanation  was 
asked  of  this  extraordinary  anomaly  they 
were  informed  that  it  arose  in  consequence 
of  one-half  of  the  street  being  in  one  parish 
and  the  other  half  in  another.  He  asked 
if  thai  was  a  satisfactory  state  of  things  ? 
He  had  found  in  the  streets  of  London  five 
different  sorts  of  paving,  and  some  were 
one-half  paved  ana  the  other  half  macada- 
mised. There  was  a  parish  in  which  there 
were  two  great  leading  thoroughfares, 
whieh,  in  order  not  to  be  invidious,  he 
woold  distinguish  as  A  and  B.  He  had 
found  that  the  yestrymen  who  inhabited 
A  street  and  its  neighbourhood  were  op- 
posed to  the  amelioration  of  B  Street, 
beeause  it  wonld  improve  the  trafiSc  and  in- 
crease the  custom  of  B  Street  and  di- 
minish that  of  A  Street.  Surely  that  could 
not  be  a  satisfactory  state  of  things. 
Lambeth  district  afforded  a  good  illustration 
of  his  argument.  If  any  hon.  Member 
would  take  a  walk  into  Lambeth,  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  that  House,  he  would 
find  streets  that  had  been  newly  built,  and 
where  persons  of  wealth  resided,  in  a 
wretched  state  ;  and  he  asked  if  it  was 
possible  to  find  in  any  back  street,  in  any 
other  city  or  borough  in  the  kingdom,  a 
street  in  such  a  horrible  condition  as  the 
High  Street  of  Lambeth — a  street  leading 
horn  the  residence  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  to  the  establishment  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  He  had  no  wish  to 
speak  in  particular  of  Lambeth  as  being 


worse  than  the  rest  of  tho  metropolis,  but 
he  must  say  tHat  the  state  of  tho  streets 
in  Lambeth,  both  old  and  new,  was  very 
disgraceful.  By  Section  9  of  the  Act  to 
which  he  had  referred  it  was  clearly  the 
duty  of  the  Local  Boards  to  keep  them 
in  a  better  state.  He  would  next  refer 
to  the  Lighting  of  the  streets  of  the  Me- 
tropolis. They  had  heard  enough  about 
gas  in  that  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  he  would  ask  any  one  if  he 
considered  London  was  properly  lighted? 
All  he  could  say  was  that,  having  visited 
various  continental  cities,  he  had  seen  no 
gas  so  bad  as  that  which  was  supplied  in 
London.  The  lamp  posts  appearea  to  be 
such  as  were  used  in  the  days  of  our  grand« 
fathers  when  oil  was  burnt,  and  he  believed 
an  attempt  had  been  made  to  adapt  them 
to  their  present  purpose.  Besides  that, 
the  metropolis  was  supplied  with  the 
worst  sort  of  gas.  What  was  every- 
body's business  appeared  to  be  nobody's 
business,  and  the  gas  consumed  in  the 
streets  seemed  to  be  the  refuse  of  that 
which  was  supplied  to  the  houses.  There 
was  another  thing  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject which  it  might  be  considered  trivial  to 
allude  to  in  that  House — with  regard  to 
the  lampposts  there  appeared  to  be  a 
suspension  of  the  laws  of  gravitation  so 
beautifully  expounded  by  Newton.  There 
were  not  five  consecutive  lamp  posts  in 
London  that  were  not  out  of  the  perpen- 
dicular. They  were  leaning  in  every 
direction,  possibly  affected  by  the  intoxica- 
tion of  gas.  The  lanterns  were  con- 
structed as  if  it  was  never  intended  by 
the  original  projectors  that  they  should 
give  out  light,  one-half — one-third  certainly 
— of  the  light  being  absorbed  by  the  sky, 
where  it  was  not  wanted,  instead  of  being 
shed  and  diffused  around  on  the  streets 
and  pavements.  The  next  point  was  that  of 
Cleansing  the  streets,  and  he  asked  hon. 
Members  whether,  during  the  last  ten 
years,  tho  streets  had  not  been  in  that 
respect  worse  than  anything  that  was 
to  be  found  in  the  country.  He  could 
say  that  he  had  never  seen  a  town  so 
grossly  neglected  as  was  the  Metropolis. 
Not  only  were  the  streets  so  constructed 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  cleanse 
them,  but  the  gutters  were  so  formed  that 
the  water  would  not  run  off  except  when 
there  was  an  extraordinary  fall  of  rain. 
When  there  was  snow,  as  was  the  case 
last  year,  and  as  would  probably  recur 
every  winter,  the  roadways  and  pave- 
ments were  so  completely  covered   with 
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Blusb,  mire,  and  wet»  tl\At  foot  pas- 
sengers were  covered  ankle  aeep.  In  dry 
weather  thej  suffered  equally  from  dust ; 
for  the  same  evils  which  resulted  from 
miasma  were  produced  by  the  dust,  and 
the  same  obnoxious  materials  were  wafted 
'  into  the  lungs  of  human  beings  in  the 
shape  of  dust  as  when  diluted  with  water. 
Medical  science  told  them  that  London 
dust  mixed  with  water  produced  animal- 
culsa,  and  no  doubt  when  they  inhaled 
London  dust  into  the  lungs  a  consi- 
derable quantity  of  these  was  taken  into 
the  system.  Besides,  the  furniture  in  their 
houses  was  covered  with  dust,  and  the  house- 
maids were  kept  at  work  dusting  morning, 
noon,  and  night  to  remove  it.  These  evils 
being  admitted,  the  question  was  how  to 
remedy  them.  Had  the  Local  Boards  been 
prevented  from  doing  so  owing  to  the  state 
of  the  law  or  from  their  own  neglect  ? 
He  had  no  wish  to  run  a  tilt  against  the 
Local  Boards,  because  he  believed  they 
had  been  prevented  from  doing  what  the 
Act  intended  by  the  diflSculties  which  the 
Act  imposed  upon  them.  By  the  Act  a 
certain  number  of  Vestrymen  were  elected 
by  the  Ratepayers,  and  met  at  certain 
times  and  under  certain  circumstances  to 
discharge  their  duties  in  that  respect.  The 
election  of  vestrymen  had  been  described 
to  him  over  and  over  again  as  a  mere  farce. 
A  certain  number  of  intelligent  men  were 
elected,  and  also  a  certain  number  of  men 
to  whom  the  word  intelligent  was  not,  in 
any  degree,  applicable.  The  majority  sat 
silent  at  the  meetings,  being  incapable  of 
expressing  a  sensible  opinion  upon  what 
was  brought  before  them  ;  the  result  was 
that  the  management  of  these  Local  Boards 
was  left  entirely  to  the  few  intelligent 
men  ;  the  latter  naturally  leant  towards 
their  own  interests,  and  as  the  apathetic 
members  sat  still  and  silent,  and  the  ener- 
getic members  kept  their  eye  on  the  main 
chance,  the  consequence  was  that  the  un- 
fortunate ratepayers  were  left  in  the  lurch, 
and  very  little  was  done  for  them.  That 
was  a  fair  representation  of  the  present 
state  of  things,  so  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  ascertain  them.  And  now,  as  to 
the  remedy.  He  was  not  prepared,  like 
the  Abb^  Siey^s,  with  a  constitution 
for  every  country  ready  drafted  in  the 
pigeon-holes  of  his  bureau  ;  but  ho  ven- 
tured to  suggest  a  means  for  more  effectu- 
ally carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  getting  rid  of  the  present  disgraceful 
state  of  the  streets  of  the  Metropolis.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  one  great  Corpora- 
Sir  William  Fraser 


tion  should  be  elected  for  the  metropolis, 
which  now  contained  3,000,000  inhabit- 
ants, and  would  probably  shortly  contain 
4.000,000 — somewhat  on  the  model  of  the 
corporation  of  London  ;  bat  he  thoagbt 
there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  doing  that, 
on  account  of  the  jealousy  that  might  pro- 
bably exist  against  it.  It  had  beeo 
suggested  that  instead  of  having  one  great 
corporation,  the  Parliamentary  boroughs 
should  be  made  into  Corporations,  each  of 
which  should  have  power  over  its  own  par- 
ticular district.  If  five  or  six  Corporationi 
existed  in  London  he  believed  they  would 
never  unite  to  obtain  such  power  as  coold 
be  detrimental  to  that  House  or  the  Coun- 
try :  but  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  good  government  of  Lon- 
don that  a  Minister  should  be  appointed 
who  would  be  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  the  administration  of  those  Corpo- 
rations. He  believed  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances a  most  excellent  administra- 
tion might  be  obtained.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, pledge  himself  to  any  positive  theory 
on  the  subject.  In  the  appointment  of  the 
Board  of  Works  a  new  principle  had  been 
introduced,  that  of  enabling  the  ratepayers 
to  elect  Local  Boards,  who  in  turn  elected 
a  central  body.  This  principle,  of  course, 
was  capable  of  great  extension,  but  that 
extension  should  be  made  with  great  de- 
liberation and  care.  It  was  a  favourite 
assertion  by  many  persons  in  and  out  of 
that  House — he  had  even  heard  it  repeated 
by  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House — that  Lon- 
don governed  and  taxed  itself,  and  that  the 
State,  therefore,  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  Metropolis.  In  that  opinion  he 
had  never  been  able  to  agree,  nor  to  see  the 
justice  of  it.  London  was  rich  and  power- 
ful, and  "  a  favourite  has  no  friends ;" 
and  it  was  a  city  which  could  not  be 
compared  with  any  other  either  of  an- 
cient or  modem  times.  Nineveh  and 
Babylon  were  great,  but  never  had  their 
inhabitants  so  closely  packed  together. 
London  was  more  than  a  city  ;  it  ought  to 
be  treated  like  a  province,  and,  if  properly 
governed,  its  taxation  ought  not  to  be 
limited  to  one  description.  In  the  opinion 
of  many  persons  direct  taxation  was  odious, 
and  London  if  left  to  govern  itself  would, 
no  doubt,  raise  a  large  revenue  from  indi- 
rect taxation.  To  take  an  instance,  the 
revenue  derived  from  hackney  carriage 
licenses  was  £87,812  ;  but  if  hackney 
carriages  were  taxed  according  to  the  prin- 
ciples acted  on  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
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try,  thej  would  only  pay  the  sam  of 
X41,147;  leafing  thereiore  a  revenue  of 
jS45,865  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Impe- 
rial Exchequer.  The  rating  of  London, 
ezelusiTe  of  the  poor  rate^was  £1,263,363. 
At  this  period  of  the  Session,  when  hon. 
Members  had  so  much  else  to  think  of  and 
attend  to,  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
expect  them,  in  an  eipiring  Parliament,  to 
attend  in  Committee  to  the  investigation  of 
details  bearing  upon  the  cleansing,  lighting, 
and  paving  of  London  ;  but  he  thought  a 
fair  case  had  been  shown  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  Commission  consisting  of 
men  of  knowledge  and  experience.  No 
one  could  have  lived  in  London  many 
years  without  feeling  some  aflfection  for  the 
great  metropolis,  and  some  regret  at  the 
neglect  exhibited  towards  it.  The  boast  of 
the  head  of  the  greatest  people  of  ancient 
times,  of  the  most  able  administrator  of  the 
Roman  Emperors,  was  that  he  had  beauti- 
fied his  Metropolis;  we  could  not  hope  to 
do  for  London  what  Octavius  did  for  Rome 
—we  find  it  brick,  we  cannot  leave  it 
marble  ;  but  we  may  at  least  make  it 
a  city  worthy  to  be  the  capital  of  the 
splendid  dominion  of  the  Queen.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving — 

"  Tbst  an  humble  Addreu  be  presented  to  Her 
liajesty,  prajing  that  She  will  be  graoiousljr 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Act  18  and  19  Vict.  cap.  120, 
•o  fiir  as  the  same  relates  to  the  Paving,  Lishting, 
and  Cleansing  of  the  Metropolis." — {Sir  WHUam 
Frager.) 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  he 
eoold  not  undertake  to  say  whether  the 
plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  the 
best  or  not,  but  he  had  certainly  brought 
before  the  House  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
its  eonsideration.  He  did  not  altogether 
coincide  in  the  opinion  that  London  was 
bad  in  all  respects.  He  scsrcely  thought 
that  London,  although  it  was  certainly  be- 
hind Paris  in  the  matter  of  lighting,  could 
with  troth  be  said  to  be  the  worst  lighted 
of  all  the  capitals  of  Europe  : — it  was 
moeh  ahead  of  Vienna,  Rome,  Berlin,  and 
other  cities.  But  its  paving  and  the 
watering  of  its  streets  were  certainly  most 
disgraceful.  The  streets  were  repaired 
by  throwing  down  broken  granite  stone, 
and,  instead  of  using  rollers,  as  in  Paris, 
to  smooth  these  down,  the  authorities  in 
London  allowed  horses  to  do  the  work,  at 
the  risk  of  being  lamed,  and  at  great  in- 
convenience to  the  drivers.  The  system 
of  watering,  also,  was  so  abominably  bad 
— a  great  deal  of  water  being  thrown  down 
at  one  time  and  none  at  all  at  others,  that 


sometimes  the  thoroughfares  were  covered 
with  mud,  and  sometimes  were  filled  with 
clouds  of  dust.  In  Paris  the  carts  watered 
all  day  long,  but  so  gently  that  the  foot 
would  hardly  be  dirtied  in  crossing  the 
street.  As  soon  as  fresh  materials  were 
laid  down  there  a  cart  immediately  fol- 
lowed with  sand  and  fine  gravel,  and  be- 
hind this  came  water  carts  and  heavy  rol- 
lers, so  that  in  two  or  three  days  the  street 
was  perfectly  fit  for  use  ;  whereas  in  Lon- 
don it  might  be  three,  four,  or  five  months 
before  the  surface  of  the  road  was  restored. 
When  the  Metropolitan  Management  Act 
was  before  the  House,  Lord  Llanover 
pointed  out  that  great  inconvenience  arose 
from  one-half  of  some  of  the  great  tho- 
roughfares being  in  one  parish  and  half 
in  another,  and  he  suggested  as  a  remedy 
for  the  evil  that  London  should  be  divided 
into  districts.  He  knew  a  case  in  which 
half  of  a  street  was  four  inches  higher 
than  the  other  half,  and  great  danger  to 
horses  occurred.  He  begged  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  prospect  of  something 
being  done. 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  constituted  for  the 
purpose  of  main  drainage,  and  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  metropolis  generally. 
For  that  purpose  certain  districts  and  pa- 
rishes were  empowered  to  send  members 
to  represent  them  at  the  Metropolitan 
Board.  But  the  Bosrd,  he  regretted  to 
say,  had  nothing  to  do  with  lighting,  clean- 
sing, and  paving  the  metropolis.  These 
duties  were  left  to  be  discharged  by  the 
vestries  and  parochial  bodies,  who  desired 
to  do  the  work  as  economically  as  possible, 
and  by  whom  these  duties  were  very  im- 
perfectly managed  and  discharged.  Almost 
the  only  power  possessed  by  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  was  that  a  street 
could  not  be  shut  up  for  the  purpose  of 
paving,  &o.,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board.  The  solution  of  the 
question  was  in  giving  greater  power  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  he  saw  no 
use  in  issuing  a  Commission.  If  the  Home 
*  Secretary  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give 
proper  powers  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  many  of  the  evils  now  complained 
of  would  disoppenr. 

Lord  FERMOY  would  admit  that  there 
was  room  for  improvement;  but  if  the 
House  decided  that  more  money  ought  to 
be  spent  in  cleansing,  lighting,  and  paving 
the  metropolis,  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
ought  to  contribute  a  portion  of  the  funds. 
wTien   any  improvement,    however,   was 
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proposed  for  tho  metropoIiB,  the  coontry 
'Gentlemen  always  protested  against  anj 
grant  from  the  public  purse. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  admitted 
that  the  subject  was  one  of  considerable 
importance,  and  also  of  some  difficulty.     It 
was  impossible  to  deny  that  the  result  of 
the  present  system  was  not  in  all  respects 
satisfactory.     The   remedy  suggested    by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Fraser) 
appeared  to  be  one  that  would  not  neces- 
sarily   involve   an   increased   outlay,    but 
might  ensure  a  bettor  superintendence  and 
a    greater    uniformity    of   administration. 
He  did   not,  however,  clearly  understond 
what  advantage  would  result  from  the  op- 
pointmcnt  of  a  Commission,   because  they 
all  knew  the  foots.     They  were  all  aware 
that  under  the  Act  constituting  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  the  construction 
and  superintendence  of  the  sewerage  was 
vested  in  that  body,  but  thot  the  lighting, 
paving,  and  cleansing  of  the  streets  were 
left    to    the    parishes    and  the    vestries. 
These  difficulties  arose  from  the  regard  of 
the  Legislature  for  the  cherished  principle 
of  local    self-government,  and  were   very 
similar  to  the  inconveniences   felt  before 
the  passing  of  the  new   Highway  Act  in 
the  management  of  the  roads  by  parochial 
authorities.     The  remedy  provided  in  that 
case  was  to  form  many  parishes    into  a 
district,  and  to  place  the  management  of 
the  roads  under  one  superintending  body. 
That  would  be  a  great  advantage  in   the 
metropolis.     The  real  remedy  was  in  ex- 
tending the    powers  of  the    Metropoliton 
Board  of  Works,  which  were,  he  thought, 
very  usefully  exercised.     The  subject  was 
well    entitled    to    consideration,    and    the 
House  were  much    indebted    to  the  hon. 
Member  for  bringing  it  before  them.     At 
the  same  time,  he  trusted  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion  for  a  Commission. 

Sir  WILLIAM  FRASER  said  he  was 
glod  to  hear  the  Home  Secretary  express 
an  opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to  place 
the  powers  of  the  present  Local  Boards  in 
the  hands  of  a  Central  Board.  There  was 
a  great  want  of  Ministerial  responsibility 
in  that  House  in  regard  to  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis.  He  should  bring  the 
subject  forward  on  a  future  occasion,  and 
he  should  not  fail  to  bear  in  mind  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Grey).  He  hoped  before  long 
to  see  London  become  a  decent  place  for 
folks  to  live  in. 


IRELAND— BELFAST  RIOTS. 
BBaOLUnOK. 


Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Lord  Fmmoy 


Mr.  O'REILLY,  in  rising  to  nKyve  tU 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  notice  (or 
an  inquiry  into  eeriain  charges  raapogniog 
the  conduct  of  magietnitea  of  Belfast  eoa- 
tained  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the  0<nb- 
missioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
recent  riots  in  that  town,  said,  that  on  the 
9th  of  February  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Iro- 
land  stated  that  the  Report  of  the  ComBis- 
sioners  on  the  Belfast  Biota  wonld  be  ia 
the  hands  of  Members  in  a  few  days.    It 
was  not,  however,  printed  until   Easter, 
and  he  therefore  could  not  call  attention  to 
it  at  an  earlier  period.     As  an  Irishmaa, 
iiowever,  he  would  frankly  confess  that  if 
he  could  tear  this  page  from  the  history  of 
his  country  he  should  be  too  happy  to  do  so. 
Were  these  rioU  but  isolated  outbreaks, 
without  antecedents  and  with  no  probable 
consequences,  the  best  thing  would  be  Co 
forget  them  ;  but  unhappily  it  was  not  so. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  stated  tbst 
the  riots  of  Belfast  went  back  as  far  as 
1688.     He  (Mr.  O'Reilly)  would  not  go  so 
far  back  as  that,  but  he  might  state  that 
during  the  last  thirty  years  no  ten  years- 
no  ^y^  years — no  three  years^-^ever  bad 
passed    without  riots  of  a   serioas  cha- 
racter breaking  out  in  Belfast.     The  last 
riots  of  this  kind  occurred  on  the  marriage 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales.     While  all  the 
rest  of  the  Empire  was  rejoicing,  the  auspi- 
cious event  was  celebrated  in  Belfast  by 
riot  and  bloodshed.     The  evidence  went  to 
show  that  there  was  no  certainty  that  there 
would  not  be  a  recurrenoe  of  these  riots, 
and  that  the  only  hope  of  their  prevention 
was  by  the  vigorous  repression  of  the  Eic- 
outive.     The  Commissioners    stated  tbst 
there  was,   indeed,  a  danger  that  future 
riots  wonld  be  more  serious,  because  there 
was   a    probability    that  the  combatants 
would  be  better  armed.     It  was  neoessaiy 
to  look  back  into  the  causes  of  these  riots, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  aroided  in 
future.     In  speaking  of  Belfast  they  were 
speaking  of  a  place  where  the  causes  of 
disturbance  still  remoined,  and  whero  the 
fires  were  still  smouldering — 

**  et  Incedis  per  ignes 
SoppositoB  cineri  doloso." 

The  first  serious  outbreak  Securred  on  the 
8th  of  August  last,  and  the  riots  were  not 
finally  put  down  until  August  20.  The 
list  of  casualties  gave  a  total  of  twelve 
deaths,  eleven  of  which  were  in  the  Report, 
and  one  other  death   had  since  occurred 
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from  a  gUDshot  wound.  There  was  one 
caae  of  mania  produced  by  fright — but  it 
was  necesaary  to  state  that  this  was  not  the 
mayor  or  one  of  the  magistrates.  Not  less 
than  312  persons  were  wounded.  The 
Aomber  of  gnnshot  wounds  was  ninety- 
eight,  of  which  thirty  were  serious.  It 
was,  indeed,  difficult  to  ascertain  the  total 
number  of  persons  injured.  The  market 
tolls  fell  off  in  one  week  £50,  in  conse- 
qoenee  of  the  danger  to  the  market  people 
bringing  provisions  to  market ;  and  the 
som  le?i^  at  the  last  sessions  for  the 
damage  done  to  the  town  was  about 
£8,000.  Was  it  nothing  that  one  of  the 
first  eities  in  the  Empire  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  mob  for  twelve  days,  that  twelre 
lires  should  have  been  lost,  and  that  there 
should  have  been  300  people  wounded  ? 
Now,  what  was  the  cause  of  so  extraordi- 
nary a  result  ?  What  was  the  conduct  of 
the  authorities  of  the  town  ?  The  first 
and  most  remarkable  fact  was  that  though 
during  the  first  two  days  of  the  riots  the 
mayor  slept  by  night  at  a  small  distance 
from  the  town  ;  on  the  10th  of  August  he 
left  for  Harrogate.  All  were  anxious  to 
escape  from  the  cares  and  toil  of  business 
to  some  quiet  spot ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  if  they  desired  a  harbour  of  refuge — 
A  bower  of  seclusion — Harrogate  was  the 
plaee  to  select,  for  they  had  it  on  the 
anthority  of  the  mayor,  that  during  the 
eight  days  that  he  was  there  he  heard 
nothing  of  the  riots.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
O'Beilly),  with  another  Member  of  that 
House,  was  in  Oermany  at  the  time, 
and  every  morning  the  telegraph  flashed 
the  aeeoonts  of  the  riots  to  Berlin  and 
all  the  German  capitals,  and  English 
Irarellers  were  horrified  at  what  was  called 
the  civil  war  in  Belfast.  At  the  end  of 
eight  days  the  mayor  heard  something 
alMut  the  disturbances,  and  he  returned  to 
the  town.  But  if  the  local  authorities  were 
at  fault,  what  was  the  executive  Govern- 
ment doing?  The  lato  Earl  of  Carlisle 
was  at  that  time  the  nominal  head  of  the 
Government  in  Ireland,  but  he  was  absent 
owing  to  his  failing  health  ;  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  was  at  Tam- 
worth  on  family  business,  but  he  commu- 
nicated by  telegraph  and  gave  the  aid  of 
his  adviee  ;  there  was  but  one  Lord  Justice 
in  Dublin,  General  Brown  ;  and  the  Exe- 
cutive was  practically  in  the  hands  of 
the  permanent  Secretary,  Major  General 
Larcom.  It  was  not  until  the  riots  had 
been  going  on  for  several  days  that  150 
sdditiooa  Iconstables  were  sent  to  Belfast, 
and    not    until    the    second    week   that 


stipendary  magistrates  were  dispatched 
thither.  After  ten  days,  however,  it 
was  found  necessary  to  make  a  force  of 
about  1,000  infantry,  a  large  body  of 
cavalry,  and  some  artillery  entered  the 
town,  and  at  last,  on  the  20th  August,  the 
riots  were  put  down.  The  case  was  very 
different  in  1857,  when  there  were  serious 
riots  in  Belfast,  when  Lord  Carlisle,  not 
then  haunted  by  approaching  death,  was 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  reigns  of  Go- 
vernment had  not  dropped  from  his  hands 
into  those  of  Major  General  Larcom.  After 
the  riots  had  lasted  for  two  days  the  Right 
Rev.  Dr.  Denvir  reached  Dublin  from  the 
Continent  and,  upon  hearing  what  had 
occurred,  he  waited  upon  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. But  Lord  Carlisle  was  not  the 
man  to  tell  Dr.  Denvir,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  once  said,  that  "  he 
did  not  care  two  rows  of  pins"  for  what 
a  Catholic  bishop  said,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  prompt  measures  were 
taken  and  the  disturbances  were  speedily 
supressed.  That  contrast  afforded  a  strong 
condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  last  occasion.  One  of 
the  most  remarkable  facts  connected  with 
the  riots  was  the  mode  in  which  they 
were  estimated  by  gentlemen  of  position 
in  Belfast.  A  magistrate  and  alderman 
of  the  town  stated  that  the  proceedings 
of  last  August  were  not  riots  at  all  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  term— the  whole  was 
merely  a  series  of  small  faction  fights. 
Far  different,  however,  was  the  testimony 
of  a  Presbyterian  clergyman,  the  Rev. 
Isaac  Nelson,  who  gave  an  account  of  the 
gutting  of  houses,  and  the  destruction  of 
property,  and  the  hunting  of  Roman 
Catholics  from  their  houses  by  the  Orange 
mob.  The  first  serious  rioting  occurred 
on  the  8th  of  August.  It  was  quite  true, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  that  that 
was  not  the  beginning  of  the  riots,  but 
it  was  the  beginning  of  the  more  serious 
riots.  It  was  said  on  a  former  occasion 
that  the  cause  of  this  illegal  assemblage 
and  disturbance  on  the  8th  August  was 
the  procession  in  honour  of  laying  the 
foundation  stone  of  the  O'Connell  monu- 
ment in  Dublin.  Now,  that  was  a  very 
Irish  way  of  accounting  for  these  distur- 
bances; for  the  procession  in  Dublin  took 
place  at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and 
the  intention  to  burn  the  effigy  on  Boyne 
Bridge  was  known  in  Belfast  on  the 
Saturday  before.  On  that  evening  the 
Sandy  Row  party,  the  Orangemen,  assem- 
bled in  their  own  district  with  guns,  as  it 
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was  admitted  by  thepolioe  that  tome  shots 
were  fired,  and  they  burnt  the  effigy  of 
O'Connell  on  the  top  of  the  bridge.  The 
magistrates  and  police  were  present  dur- 
ing the  proceedings.  On  the  following 
day  there  was  another  assemblage,  when 
the  half-burnt  effigy  was  burned;  and  on 
neither  of  these  occasions  did  the  authori- 
ties interfere  to  supress  these  riotous  pro- 
ceedings. The  turning  point  was  the 
beating  of  helpless  women  as  they  were 
going  to  their  work  by  the  Orange  party; 
and  this  it  was  that  provoked  that  spirit 
of  retaliation  which  produced  the  fearful 
rioting  that  occurredand  devastated  Belfast. 
On  Fridsy  the  12th  August  the  Roman 
Catholic  Female  Penitentiary  was  attacked 
and  wrecked,  and  the  factory  girls  going 
to  work  were  beaten.  At  this  time  there 
was  an  available  force  of  200  men  in  the 
town.  Fearing  the  consequences  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy  were  appealed  to.  The 
Roman  Catholic  population  were  told  that 
they  would  be  protected;  but  next  day  a 
great  deal  of  violence  was  again  used  to- 
wards the  Roman  Catholic  women,  and  on 
the  Saturday  two  Roman  Catholic  priests 
were  fired  at.  These  acts,  and  the  absence 
of  the  protection  which  had  been  promised 
for  their  women  roused  the  spirit  of  the 
Catholics.  On  Monday,  August  15,  the 
navvies,  who  were  chiefly  Roman  Catholics, 
turned  out  and  committed  that  savage 
outrage — the  attack  on  the  Brown  Street 
schools.  He  had  no  wish  to  extenuate  their 
conduct,  but  he  wished  the  House  to  under- 
stand what  was  the  neglect  of  the  authori- 
ties which  gave  rise  to  it,  and  which  led 
to  the  atrocious  outrages  that  followed 
in  every  part  of  the  town.  He  believed 
that  If  the  magistrates  had  protected  the 
women  on  the  previous  day,  or  given  to 
them  afterwards  the  protection  they  hod 
promised,  these  outrages  would  not  have 
been  committed.  In  referring  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  magistrates,  he  should  express 
no  opinion  of  his  own,  but  merely  state 
the  evidence  on  this  point.  True,  that  evi- 
dence was  not  taken  npon  oath,  and  was  so 
far  deprived  of  weight.  But  the  principal 
witnesses  were  the  magistrates,  the  officers 
in  command  of  troops,  and  other  gentle- 
men of  position;  and  he  submitted  that 
their  evidence  raised  a  primd  facie  case 
for  inquiry.  One  witness  deposed  that  on 
the  15th  of  August,  when  the  riots  were  in 
progress.  Captain  Verner,  a  magistrate, 
was  walking  up  and  down  the  street  arm- 
in-arm  with  a  gentleman,  and  did  no- 
thing.    Again,  in  the  attack  on  the  Pene- 
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tentiary,  a  witness  named  Sallivan,  who 
was  conneeted  with  a  newspaper  in  Bel- 
fast, stated  that  he  was  eraelly  beaten  and 
his  head  covered  with  blood,  but  that  Mr. 
Verner,  who  was  close  by  with  a  body  of 
constabulary  and  must  have  aeen  him, 
made  no  offer  of  protection.  Another 
witness  stated  that  he  saw  two  women 
apparently  severely  beaten*  and  that  Cap- 
tain Verner  was  within  a  yard  of  them, 
but  offered  no  protection.  That  was  evidence 
relating  to  a  magistrate  in  command  of 
the  military  and  police  which  reqaired  ia- 
vestigation.  On  Tuesday,  again,  women 
were  beaten  when  they  were  going  to 
work.  On  the  previous  day  the  navvies, 
who  were  chiefly  Roman  Catholics,  stmck 
work  and  attacked  the  Protestant  schools, 
and  on  the  Tuesday  the  ship-carpenters, 
who  were  all  Protestants,  struck  work  at 
eleven  o'clock,  in  order  to  have  their  share 
in  the  disorder,  and  marched  into  the 
High  Street  of  Belfast.  No  police  were 
there.  The  ship-carpenters  broke  into 
two  gunsmiths*  shops  and  armed  them- 
selves with  guns,  and  marched  calmly 
through  the  High  Street  totally  unopposed 
by  the  authorities,  who,  as  always  hap- 
pened in  such  cases,  were  round  the  cor- 
ner. Now,  he  came  to  another  magistrate 
(Sir  E.  Coey),  who  was  in  command  of  a 
compsny  of  soldiers.  An  officer  who  gave 
evidence  said  that  he  observed  that  the  mob, 
a  body  of  sixty  men,  carried  rifles  sloped  in 
a  soldierlike  fasion;  that  he  was  ready  to 
arrest  them,  but  that  the  magistrate  took 
no  step  whatever  for  the  purpose.  That 
was  a  matter  which  required  investigation. 
While  the  magistrates  were  engaged  in 
searching  the  Pound  for  arms,  the  ship- 
oarpenters  crossed  the  river  in  boats  and 
passed  down  to  the  place  where  the  navvies 
were  employed  to  attack  them.  The 
attack  lasted  for  an  hour,  and  no  polioe 
came  up.  When  all  was  over  the  only 
persons  arrested  were  two  of  the  navvies  ; 
and  it  was  stated  by  one  of  the  witnesses 
that  this  excited  a  good  deal  of  ill  will 
among  the  people,  because  they  expected 
that  the  assailants  would  have  been  ar« 
rested.  On  the  18th  a  still  more  remark- 
able occurrence  took  place.  A  man  named 
M'Connell  had  been  shot  by  the  police  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duty,  and  it  was 
determined  to  make  a  party  demonstration 
of  the  funeral.  At  two  Catholic  funerals 
the  clergy  refused  to  attend  unless  none 
but  immediate  relatives  were  present.  The 
consequence  was  that  those  funerals  passed 
off  quite  peaceably.     But  M'Conneirs  fu- 


145 


Iriland-^ 


IJxTNE  13,  1865) 


Belfast  Riots. 


146 


neraly  which  it  was  #e1l  known  before* 
hand  wa»  to  be  a  party  demonstration,  was 
aaeompaDied  bj  a  procession  of  2,000 
persons,  and  it  appeared  from  the  e? idenoe 
thaty  though  they  were  firing  shots,  no  in- 
terference with  them  was  attempted.  The 
fiitteral,  moreoTor,  did  not  take  the  direct 
road  to  the  charchjard,  bnt  went  round, 
accompanied  by  the  military  and  police, 
throogh  the  public  streets  of  Belfsst.  The 
magistrates  stated  that  they  did  not  ex- 
pect that  such  would  be  the  case  ;  but, 
ne? ertheless,  they  took  no  efficient  steps 
to  prevent  it.  The  officer  in  command  of 
the  troops  said  that  he  had  sufficient  force 
to  disarm  the  people,  but  had  no  directions 
to  do  so ;  and  another  officer  stated  that 
DO  attempt  was  made  to  arrest  them.  The 
procession  might  have  been  disarmed 
when  it  was  crossing  the  bridge,  and 
the  reason  given  for  not  adopting  that 
course  was  that  the  people  might  have 
thrown  their  arms  into  the  river — perhaps 
the  best  use  that  could  have  been  made 
of  them.  On  their  return,  too,  all  these 
people  might,  according  to  the  evidence, 
have  been  disarmed  without  any  difficulty, 
bat  no  steps  were  taken  to  effect  that 
object.  Such  was  the  conduct  of  the  au- 
thorities, and  the  House  would  now  be 
able  to  form  some  idea  how  it  was  that 
the  riots  lasted  so  many  days.  He  did 
not  know  that  further  inquiry  could  throw 
any  light  upon  the  conduct  of  the  mayor, 
againat  whom  no  absolute  charge  had  been 
made ;  but  against  the  other  magistrates 
charges  had  been  recorded  which  he  should 
be  gbid  to  see  disproved,  if  they  could  be 
so  disposed  of,  but  into  which  a  due  regard 
to  the  character  of  English  justice  itself 
rendered  it  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
investigation  should  be  made.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  his  Resolu- 
tion. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  in  tbs  opinion  of  this  House,  the  evidence 
taken  hj  the  Commiitioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  tiM  BelfiMt  Riots,  and  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
tlds  House,  contains  statements  so  seriously  im- 
pvgniog  the  official  conduct  of  certain  magistrates 
HttDMl  therein,  that  equity  to  the  magistrates 
so  aeevsed,  and  a  due  regard  to  the  vindication  of 
the  impartiality  of  the  i^mioistration  of  justice, 
rsqaire  that  a  ftiU  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  these 
charges  should  be  instituted  by  the  authorities 
intmsted  with  the  snperrition  of  the  magistracy 
of  Irdaiid.'*-<ifr.  (fReiUy.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  he  had 


no  fault  to  find  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Oentleman  had  brought  this 
question  before  the  House  ;  but  he  should 
have  thought  that  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion he  would  not  have  deemed  it  desir- 
able, at  the  close  of  the  Session,  to  renew 
that  discussion  in  detail.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  his  observations  by  giving 
a  warning  to  the  Government  that  the 
season  of  the  year  was  approaching  when, 
perhaps,  the  recurrence  of  these  disturb- 
ances might  take  place,  and  said  that  the 
responsibility  of  maintaining  the  tranquil- 
lity of  the  town  of  Belfast  rested  mainly 
on  the  Government,  in  consequence  of  the 
changes  which  they  had  undertaken  to 
make  in  the  police  arrangements.  He 
(Sir  Bobert  Peel)  quite  admitted  that  the 
main  responsibility  for  the  peace  of  the 
town  of  Belfast  rested  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  were,  he  hoped,  prepared 
to  check  any  tendency  towards  the  renewol 
of  disorders,  such  as  those  which  occurred 
last  year.  The  hon.  Member  commenced 
his  observations  by  saying  that  he  should 
be  glad  that  the  occurrences  of  the  past 
year  should  be  forgotten  ;  and  he  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  thought  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  hon.  Member  had  allowed 
bygones  to  be  bygones,  and  permitted 
those  events,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be 
buried  in  oblivion.  Both  parties  in  that 
town  appeared  now,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
to  manifest  towards  one  another  a  better 
spirit,  and  it  was  not  desirable  that  former 
animosities  should  again  be  raked  up  be- 
fore their  eyes.  It  was  true  that  some 
delay  had,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  taken  place  in  laying  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  on  the  table  of  the 
House ;  but  the  Report  was  ready  long 
before  the  date  attached  to  it,  and  it  was 
simply  to  the  difficulty  which  there  was  in 
having  the  evidence  transcribed  and  brought 
together  in  one  complete  whole  that  the 
delay  was  to  be  attributed.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  repeatedly  urged  on  the  Com- 
missioners the  expediency  of  producing 
their  Report  as  speedily  as  possible,  and 
the  House  would  therefore,  he  hoped,  be 
of  opinion  that  the  Government  were  not 
open  to  the  charge  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  against  tliem.  There  had, 
no  doubt,  as  the  hon.  Member  stated,  been 
similar  occurrences  to  those  which  he  had 
called  attention  to  in  Belfast  in  former 
years  ;  but  the  Bill  which  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  had  recently  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment would^  he  thought,  exercise  a  mate- 
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rial  influenee  in  checking  snoh  proceedings 
in  future.  That  the  elements  of  riot  still 
existed  in  the  town  there  could,  he  was 
Borrj  to  say,  be  no  doubt,  and  it  was  in 
appealing  to  the  feelings  of  the  better 
classes  in  it,  that,  perhaps,  the  best  chance 
of  extinguishing  them  lay.  The  late  riots, 
as  the  hon.  Oentleman  remarked,  begun 
on  the  8th  of  Augriist ;  but  it  was  the  fact 
that  at  the  close  of  the  first  week  the  im- 
pression very  generally  prevailed  that  they 
had  come  to  an  end.  That,  indeed,  seemed 
to  liaye  been  the  opinion  of  everybody  on 
the  Friday,  and  it  was  not  until  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  that  they  burst  forth  with 
so  much  fury.  The  mayor  of  Belfast  was 
present  in  the  town  during  the  first  days 
of  the  riot ;  and  then  it  appeared  that, 
after  consulting  the  magistrates,  and  he 
as  well  as  they  having  arrived  at  the  con- 
elusion  that  the  riots  were  subsiding,  he 
absented  himself  from  Belfast,  in  accord- 
ance with  a  pre-arranged  plan,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  health.  Now,  he  roust  say  that  he 
thought  the  mayor  was  wrong  in  leaving 
the  town  at  such  a  time,  and  he  himself 
must  feel  that  he  had  not  adopted  a  wise 
course  in  doing  so,  placed  as  he  was  in 
the  responsible  position  of  ehief  magistrate; 
but  he  believed  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  magistrates — he  knew  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  one  magistrate — that  there  was  no 
danger  in  his  leaving.  He  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  was  not,  however,  sorprised  that  the 
mayor  did  not  hear  of  the  renewed  out- 
break of  the  disturbances  immediately  at 
Harrogate,  for  the  first  intimation  which 
he  himself  had  upon  the  subject,  being 
absent  from  Ireland  at  the  time — an  ab- 
sence which  he  deeply  regretted— was 
from  a  French  paper,  which  spoke  of  Bel- 
fast, ViUe  d'EcoBse,  being  flooded  by  a 
most  serious  riot.  No  more  could,  how- 
ever, he  believed,  have  i>een  done  than 
had  actually  been  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  In  only  one  or  two 
instances,  as  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  had 
the  military  or  constabulary  force  fired  on 
the  people ;  and  indeed  the  great  desire  of 
the  Government  was  to  keep  their  hands 
dear  from  the  shedding  of  blood — they 
were  most  anxious  to  avoid  everything 
which  could  tend  to  the  exasperation  of 
the  feeling  which  already  prevailed,  and 
they  could  not  forget  that  there  were  at 
the  same  time  riots  both  at  Turin  and 
Geneva,  in  which  a  considerable  effusion 
of  blood  had  been  the  consequence  of  the 
discharge  of  shot  by  order  of  the  military 
Sir  Eoheri  Peel 


authorities.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
it  was  only  in  tho  second  week  of  the  riots 
at  Belfast  that  a  stipendiary  nsagistTste 
was  sent  down  there ;  bat  he  Mieved 
that  more  than  one  was  sent  down  before 
the  close  of  the  first  week. 

Mr.  O'REILLY:  I  quoted  the  hoo. 
Baronet's  own  words.  He  said  that  m  the 
second  week  of  the  disturbances  additioDsl 
magistrates  were  sent  down. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  :  Yet ;  but  two 
were  also  sent  down  the  first  week.  He 
might  further  observe  that  it  was  scareely 
fair  of  the  hon.  Member,  although  he  frit 
sure  that  he  had  no  wish  to  produce  an 
erroneous  impression,  to  allude,  as  be 
had  done,  to  an  expression  which  he  had 
used  on  a  former  occasion  in  reference  to 
an  ecclesiastical  dignitary  of  high  posi- 
tion in  Ireland.  It  was  not  through  anj 
want  of  respect  for  that  personage  that  be 
had  used  that  expression.  He  had  done 
BO  in  a  moment  of  haste.  He  admitted 
that  he  was  wrong,  and  the  circumstanee 
was  one  which  he  regretted.  He  felt  sure 
he  might  add  that  the  dignitaries  and  clergf 
generally  of  the  Romsn  Gatholio  Church 
would  admit  that  he  was  in  the  habit  of 
conducting  such  communications  as  he  bsd 
with  them  with  the  most  respectful  defe- 
rence to  their  position.  As  to  the  riotf 
which  took  place  in  1857,  and  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred,  he  would 
observe  that  they  were  not  carried  on  with 
the  same  intensity  of  feeling  as  those  of 
last  year.  In  1857  Lord  Carlisle  did  not 
take  a  very  active  part  in  the  transaetioB 
of  the  business  of  the  office,  beyond  girio; 
advice  on  important  questions,  and  recom- 
mending the  course  which  he  thought  osgbt 
to  be  adopted;  and  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
did  not  think  that  any  blame  attached  to 
the  Government  for  not  acting  in  1864  as 
they  acted  in  the  former  year.  As  to  the 
attacks  on  schools  and  chapels,  they  had 
no  doubt  taken  place — the  Report  was  full 
of  such  details,  and  they  were  to  every- 
body a  subject  of  regret.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose the  House  was  desirous  that  he  should 
enter  at  any  length  into  an  examinatioB 
of  the  evidence  contained  in  the  Report; 
but  he  must  remark  that,  while  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was,  in  the 
main,  substantially  correct,  he  did  not  think 
he  was  justified  in  seeking  to  east  blame 
on  the  magistrates.  The  Motion  had  re- 
ference chiefly  to  tho  conduct  of  the  ma- 
gistracy and  of  the  authorities  intrusted 
with  the  supervision  of  the  magistracy  in 
Ireland.     Now,  they  had  first  to  consider 
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whether  the  conduct  of  the  magistrates  of 
Belfmst  had  heen  such  as  to  expose  them 
to  the  judicial  censure  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. There  were  sereral  statements  in 
the  Report  before  them  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates;  hut  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  judge  whether  they  thought  they 
had  sufficient  ground  for  any  very  strin- 
H^nt  action  on  the  part  of  the  authorities. 
It  might  be  that  they  had  acted  with  want 
of  judgment— thnt  "  they  had  lost  their 
heads  on  the  occasion;  but  great  allow- 
ftnee  must  be  made  for  them,  and  the 
Commissioners  said  that,  in  their  opinion, 
the  existing  authorities  and  police  force  of 
Belfast  are  not  adequate  to  the  future 
maintenance  of  the  order  and  tranquillity 
of  the  borough.  He  did  not  think  they 
would  6nd  a  stronger  accusation  against 
the  magistrates  than  want  of  judgment. 
He  did  at  the  time  submit  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  whether  he  thought  it  desir- 
able that  any  action  should  be  taken  against 
the  magistrates  of  the  district.  The  Lord 
Chaocrilor  said  it  was  desirable  to  wait  till 
the  Commissioners  had  time  to  gife  their 
of^nion;  and  he  did  not  think  any  further 
inqotry  was  necessary  —  he  thought  the 
evidence  given  was  sufficient  to  show  that 
they  had  not  acted  with  that  prudence  they 
should  have  exhibited ;  but  it  would  be  most 
unwiae  and  even  dangerous  to  set  about 
an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
tratea  after  the  investigation  which  had 
taken  place  before  the  Commission.     He 

Sir  Robert  Peel)  hoped  that  inquiry  would 
final.  Every  one  knew  what  was  the 
great  blot  of  the  town  —  namely,  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  local  police;  but  he  believed 
it  would  have  led  to  exasperation  if  further 
action  had  been  taken  by  the  Government 
in  eonaequence  of  these  disturbances.  The 
bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  Mr.  Lyons  and  Mr.  Yemer.  Well,  the 
caae  with  reference  to  these  gentlemen  had 
been  aobmitted  to  the  authorities,  and  it 
waa  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Government,  looking  to  the  depositions, 
that  it  was  not  desirable  that  any  further 
action  should  be  taken  in  the  matter  be- 
yond passing  the  Bill  now  in  its  progress 
through  Parliament.  He  did  not  ^sh  to 
prolong  this  discussion.  His  belief  was 
that  a  better  feeling  would  spring  up  in  the 
town.  These  disturbances  had  been  the 
result  of  faction  fights  and  animosities,  the 
outbreak  of  which  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Oovemoient  to  foresee.  Every  one  would 
concur  in  the  hope  that  in  the  future  thoy 
wonid  aee  »  better  state  of  things  in  Bel- 


fast. Its  position,  its  prosperity,  its  chi^ 
ractcr  demanded  that.  If  there  was  to  be 
a  rivalry  in  Belfast,  for  God's  sake  let  it 
not  be  a  rivalry  of  one  creed  against  another 
creed,  but  of  all  classes  in  acts  of  forbear- 
ance and  charity  one  towards  another ! 
Looking  to  the  progress  which  Belfast  had 
made  under  all  disadvantages  in  everything 
tending  to  develop  trade  and  commerce, 
what  further  advances  might  they  not  ex* 
pect  if  all  her  sons  and  citizens  united  in 
one  harmonious  efibrt  to  promote  her  pros- 
perity, bearing  and  forbearing  one  another ! 
Sir  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  some  observations  had 
been  made  on  individuals,  many  of  whom 
were  intimate  friends  of  his,  and  he  was 
sure  the  House  would  extend  to  him  for  a 
limited  time  the  indulgence  which  was 
always  shown  when  individual  character 
and  reputation  had  been  assailed,  and  the 
defence  had  to  be  made  through  the 
mouth  of  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
might  take  exception  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
O'Reilly),  inasmuch  as  in  his  speech  he 
had  gone  into  matters  much  wider  than 
was  covered  by  his  Notice  of  Motion  on 
the  paper.  He  had  given  a  history,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  version,  of  these  most 
melancholy  riots,  and  put  his  own  con- 
struction on  their  origin^  cause,  and  pro- 
gress, and  on  the  various  occurrences  that 
took  place  while  they  existed,  altogether 
irrespective  of  the  persons  whose  conduct 
he  was  assailing.  Now,  he  wished  at  the 
outset  to  say  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  course. 
He  did  not  intend  at  present  to  resume 
the  discussion  as  to  the  real  cause  of  these 
most  unfortunate  riots,  indefensible  as 
they  were,  whether  they  had  or  had  not  a 
cause  ;  nor  did  he  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  mode  in  which  he  dealt 
with  the  evidence  before  the  Commission. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  selected  such 
evidence  as  in  his  opinion  made  out  his 
view  of  the  conduct  of  the  persons  engaged 
in  the  riots  during  the  time  they  prevailed. 
As  he  said  before,  no  person  could  doploro 
the  riots  more  than  he  did  ;  and  it  was  no 
consolation  to  him  to  say  that  one  party 
more  than  another  was  to  blame.  He 
said  much  blame  lay  on  one  side  or  the 
other.  The  occurrence  of  these  events 
was  a  matter  they  had  all  to  deplore,  and 
he  certainly  would  not  endeavour  to  keep 
alive  passions  which  he  hoped  would  now 
go  to  rest,  by  entering  on  on  investigation 
which  could  do  no  possible  good.     But  tho 


151 


IreUmir-' 


(OOXMOXSi 


BdfagtBioU. 


152 


etsa  was  altog^eiber  diffareni  when  they 
took  the  Motion,  whieh  dealt  with  the 
eharaeter  and  reputation  of  indindoals, 
and  abofe  all  the  eharaeter  and  r^otation 
of  that  class  of  men  of  all  others  entitled 
to  seek  fair  eonsideratiim  hoth  from  Par- 
liament and  the  pnhlie»-he  meant  the  nn> 
paid  magistracy  of  the  eonntry.  In  Eng- 
land they  had  horooghs  where  local  magis- 
trates were  appointed.  Their  doty  was  in 
the  horough.  There  was  nothing  of  the 
kind  in  Belfast.  There  were  no  magistrates 
appointed  for  Belfast,  except  the  stipen- 
disry  resident  magistrate.  Belfast  was 
sitasted  partly  in  the  county  of  Antrim 
and  partly  in  Down,  and  the  magistrates 
of  either  connty  mi^t  act  magisterially  in 
that  part  of  Belfast  which  lay  in  their  re- 
spectire  county,  but  there  was  no  obliga- 
tion on  any  particular  magistrate  to  leare 
his  residence  in  the  county,  go  into  Belfast, 
and  act  in  his  magisterial  capacity  for  the 
town.  There  was  one  magistrate — a  resi- 
dent magistrate — who  receifed  a  salary 
from  the  country  for  the  performance  of 
his  duties.  It  was  his  duty  to  perform 
magisterial  fonctions  in  the  town.  The 
name  of  the  Mayor  of  Belfast  had  been 
mentioned.  That  gentleman  had  filled  the 
office  of  mayor  for  two  snccessife  years, 
and  all  who  knew  him  must  admit  that  a 
more  upright,  estimable,  and  sagacious 
man  than  the  present  Mayor  of  Belfkst  did 
not  lire.  It  was  quite  true  that  during 
his  tenure  of  office  the  mayor  was  ex  officio 
a  magistrate,  hot  it  was  not  usual  to  con- 
sider that  his  authority  superseded  that  of 
the  resident  magistrate.  No  doubt  he 
was  in  the  habit  of  rendering  as  much  as- 
sistance as  he  could,  but  it  was  the  resi- 
dent magistrate  who  discharged  the  bulk 
of  the  duties  connected  with  the  town. 
The  charge  made  against  the  mayor  was, 
in  the  first  place,  that  during  the  earlier 
days  of  the  riots  he  slept  out  of  the  town. 
Now,  Belfast  was  a  business  town,  and 
there  was  not,  he  believed,  a  single  magis- 
trate who  did  not  sleep  out  of  it — indeed 
it  was  somewhat  remarkable  that  the  per- 
son who  enjoyed  the  name  of  "  Resident 
Magistrate,  '  Mr.  Orme,  had  always  been 
permitted  by  the  Goyernment  to  reside 
two  or  three  miles  from  the  town,  and  was 
so  residing  when  the  riots  took  place. 
And  that  was  the  explanation  of  part  of 
Mr.  Orme's  evidence  when  he  said  that 
upon  hearing  of  the  first  appearance  of  a 
riot  ho  came  into  the  town,  but  it  was  all 
orer  when  he  arrived  there.  The  accu- 
sation, therefore,  that  the  mayor  slept  out 
Sir  Hugh  Cairns 


of  the  town  during  the  first  days  of  the 
riot  had  nothing  it  it.  The  next  charge 
was  that  he  went  to  Harrogate,  where,  se- 
cording  to  the  hon.  Member,  he  heard 
nothing  about  the  riots  for  eight  days. 
He  (Sir  Hogh  Cairns)  did  not  know  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  telegraphic  commo- 
nication  between  Belfast  and  Harrogate, 
or  how  long  it  ought  to  take  to  communi- 
cate between  those  places,  but  they  had  s 
curious  instance  of  the  uncertain  way  in 
which  intelligence  travelled  in  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated — namely, 
that  the  first  information  he  had  of  the 
disturbances  was  from  a  French  newspaper. 
In  referring,  however,  to  that  point  he  did 
not  mean  to  attach  the  slightest  blame  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet;  and  he  at  once 
admitted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  the  most  satisfactory  reason  for 
his  absence  from  Ireland  at  the  time. 
But  to  return  to  the  mayor.  He  was 
in  ill-health,  and  had  been  ordered  to 
go  to  Harrogate ;  he  had  made  his 
arrangements  for«  going  some  days  be- 
fore, and  previous  to  setting  out  had 
consulted  the  resident  magistrate,  Mr. 
Orme,  who  told  him  he  might  safelj 
leave  the  town,  and  he  went  on  the  night 
of  the  11th.  Now  let  hon.  Gentlemen  be 
just  in  the  position  in  which  they  stood. 
The  mayor  went  on  the  11th  ;  he  got  a 
telegram  on  the  evening  of  the  16th  ;  and 
he  started  by  the  first  train  next  morning 
for  Belfast,  where  he  arrived  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  18th.  It  was  perfectly  idle, 
therefore,  with  the  knowledge  we  now 
possess  of  the  facts,  to  do  more  than  regret 
that  the  mayor  was  absent  during  those 
days.  It  was  but  fair  that  those  who 
wished  to  judge  his  conduct  should  put 
themselves  in  his  place.  But  in  the  mean- 
time the  Government  had  sent  down  to 
assist  Mr.  Orme  two  gentlemen,  whose 
names  he  desired  to  mention  as  being 
among  the  most  efficient  of  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  in  Ireland — Mr.  McCance  and 
Mr.  Coulson — who  remained  in  Belfast  with 
the  usual  resident  magistrate  during  the 
whole  of  the  period  of  the  absence  of  the 
mayor.  So  much  for  the  case  of  the  mayor, 
to  whom  no  impartial  man  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  prepared  to  assign  the  slightest 
blnme  in  connection  with  those  events. 
He  would  next  pass  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Verner.  He  should,  however,  first  of  all 
observe  that  the  resident  magistrate  did 
not  feel  it  his  duty  to  call  on  any  of  the 
county  magistrates  to  act  with  him  until 
after  the  12th,  although  the  riots  began  on 
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the  Stby  and  that  he  did  not  summon  any 
meeting  of  the  county  magistrates  until 
the  16th.  But  what  was  the  case  of  Mr. 
Verner?  Mr.  Yerner  was  a  well  known 
gentleman,  a  relative  of  the  Lord-lieute- 
nant of  the  county,  and  he  was  happy  to 
Bay»  was  a  personal  friend  of  his  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns),  and  he  could  state  that  a  more 
firm,  a  more  impartial,  or  a  more  prudent 
magistrate,  and  more  humane  man  never 
lived  ;  and  even  if  he  had  not  discovered 
tome  conflicting  evidence  in  the  Report — 
evidence  which  had  heen  wholly  disre- 
garded by  the  Commissioners — he  should 
say  with  as  much  confidence  as  he  ever 
felt  in  his  life,  that  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  taken  from  the  alle- 
gations of  one  or  two  witnesses  could  not 
be  true.  But  the  matter  did  not  rest  on 
his  mere  opinion,  he  was  in  a  position  to 
adduce  evidence  on  the  other  side,  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give,  and 
which  utterly  blew  into  the  air  the  idle 
and  malicious  statements  which  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  Mr.  Yerner.  There 
was  a  great  desire  on  the  part  of  some 
persons  in  Belfast  to  throw  blame  upon  the 
local  magistrates  ;  but  it  was  a  very  curious 
thing  that  against  not  one  of  them,  with 
the  exception  of  Mr.  Yerner,  was  a  single 
aceasation  brought*  But  it  so  happened 
that  at  the  time  of  the  inquiry  Mr.  Yerner 
was  the  only  one  of  the  magistrates  who 
waa  absent ;  he  was  in  the  south  of 
France  ;  he  did  not  hear  that  a  Commis- 
sioD  was  about  to  be  held,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  anything  would  be  done  in  tho 
matter  until  the  spring  assizes.  Now  it 
was  said  that  Mr.  Verner  saw  two  women 
being  beaten  by  a  mob  of  men,  that  one  of 
them  came  and  begged  for  assistance, 
thai  he  had  with  him  a  party  of  seventy  or 
eighty  soldiers,  and  that  he  declined  to 
interfere.  But  it  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  though  there  were  seventy  or  eighty 
soldiers,  and  two  officers,  with  Mr.  Yerner 
st  the  time,  the  witnesses  were  unable  to 
idenUfy  any  either  of  the  officers  or  soldiers, 
though  the  officers  must  have  been  very 
generally  known  to  the  inhabitants  of  Bel- 
fast. Suoh  a  circumstance  must  be  consi- 
dered fatal  to  the  credit  of  the  witnesses 
against  Mr.  Yerner.  But  two  men  of  re- 
speetability,  who  did  not  know  Mr.  Yerner, 
and  had  no  kind  of  connection  with  him, 
the  day  after  this  evidence  was  published 
in  the  papers,  volunteered  to  come  for- 
ward and  give  their  version  of  what  had 
oeeurred.  One  of  these  was  a  Mr.  James 
Fergusson,  a  Scotchman,  who  was  no  party 


man  and  had  never  been  in  a  witness-box 
before,  and  he  stated  that  he  saw  the  attack 
on  the  two  girls  :  that  Captain  Yerner  was 
not  near  where  the  assault  was  committed, 
that  no  appeal  was  made  to  him  in  wit- 
ness's presence,  and  that  he  saw  the  whole 
transaction.  Another  person,  Mr.  James 
Hill,  confirmed  what  Mr.  Fergusson  had 
stated  ;  and  so  little  weight  did  the  Com- 
missioners— having  heard  the  evidence  on 
the  one  side  and  on  the  other— attach  to 
the  charge,  so  utterly  exploded  did  they 
conceive  it  to  have  been,  that  they  did  not 
deem  it  worthy  of  notice  in  their  Report. 
With  that  explanation  he  would  leave  the 
case  of  Mr.  Yerner,  and  proceed  briefly  to 
notice  that  of  Sir  £.  Coey.  The  charge 
against  him  was,  that  when  there  was  a 
riotous  mob  in  the  street,  and  he  was  the 
magistrate  leading  a  military  force  com- 
manded by  Captain  Hale,  he  did  not  order 
that  military  force  to  disperse  the  mob  and 
to  take  prisoners.  Now  it  was  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
who  had  won  such  laurels  on  a  well-fought 
field,  to  imagine  that  once  they  had  soldiers 
they  must  have  extremely  easy  work,  and 
that  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  fight  and 
conquer.  But  the  House  would  remember 
the  position  of  a  magistrate  in  a  case  of 
that  kind.  The  magistrate  had  with  him 
a  certain  number  of  troops,  he  knew  that 
he  had  power  to  order  them  to  fire,  to  dis- 
perse the  mob,  and  take  the  prisoners  ;  but 
he  also  knew  that  if  he  gave  those  orders, 
it  must  lead  to  the  shedding  of  blood  ;  and 
it  was  the  part  of  a  sagacious  magistrate 
to  consider  whether  it  was  not  wiser  to 
allow  a  mob  to  pass  off  at  a  moment  wheu 
he  supposed  it  was  not  likely  to  do  any  par- 
ticular harm,  rather  than  force  the  troops 
under  his  charge  into  collision  with  it, 
when  it  was  not  doing  actual  injury  to 
anybody.  Captain  Hale  and  Sir  £.  Cooy 
were  at  issue  in  their  evidence  as  to  what 
then  took  place.  He  felt  sure  that  they 
each  stated  exactly  what  they  believed 
to  hare  occurred :  but  everybody  could 
easily  perceive  how  the  recollection  of 
two  persons  thrown  into  the  midst  of 
a  tumult  of  that  kind  might  differ  as 
to  what  had  happened.  Sir  Edward 
Coey  said  that  Captain  Hale  asked  him 
whether  he  should  order  the  troops  to  fire; 
and  Sir  Edward  Coey  replied,  '*  By  no  . 
means  ;  nothing  of  the  sort ; ''  and  Cap* 
tain  Hale  said  his  question  related  to 
whether  the  troops  should  disperse  the  mob 
and  take  prisoners,  and  that  Sir  Edward 
Coey  used  words  to  dissuade  him  from 
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doing  that.  Could  anything  he  more  na- 
taral  than  a  misunderstanding  of  that  kind 
hetween  a  magistrate  and  an  officer  ?  and 
could  such  a  circumstance  justify  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  Member's  Resolution — 
namely,  that  the  eyidence  contained 
'*  statements  so  seriously  impugning  the 
official  conduct  of  certain  magistrates  " 
that  *'  a  due  regard  to  the  vindication  of 
the  impartiality  of  the  administration  of 
justice  requires  that  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
truth  of  these  charges  should  be  instituted  ?" 
It  was  idle  to  assert  anything  so  prepos- 
terous. The  hon.  Member  also  told  them 
that  on  a  particular  day  during  the  dis- 
turbances there  were  some  three  or  four 
funerals  of  persons  who  had  lost  their  li? es 
in  the  course  of  the  riots  ;  that  those 
funerals  were  largely  attended,  and  that 
they  became  the  cause  of  increasing  dis- 
orders. Now,  he  felt  sure  there  was  not 
a  Gentleman  in  that  House  who  would  not 
agree  with  him  in  saying  that  it  was  a 
grave  error  of  judgment  to  have  permitted 
those  funerals  to  take  place,  accompanied 
by  such  numbers  of  people.  But  the  hon. 
Member,  in  his  jseal  to  attack  what  he 
called  the  local  magistrates,  had  rather 
overshot  the  mark.  Anybody  who  desired 
to  know  what  occurred  in  connection  with 
those  funerals  would  find  it  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commission.  There  were  in  the 
town  at  least  six  stipendiary  magistrates. 
A  meeting  was  held  in  the  morning  of  the 
day  when  the  funerals  were  to  take  place, 
at  which  six  stipendiary  and  three  or  four 
county  magistrates  were  present.  It  was 
the  stipendiary  magistrates  who  were  of 
opinion  that  the  funerals  should  proceed 
without  being  interrupted  ;  and  not  only 
were  they  of  that  opinion,  but  four  out  of 
the  six  were  told  off  to  accompany  each 
funeral  and  take  charge  of  it.  It  was  a 
curious  fact  that  at  that  meeting  the  only 
persons  who  suggested  that  the  funerals 
should  not  be  permitted  was  a  county  ma- 
gistrate, and  he  was  that  very  Sir  Edward 
Coey  whom  the  hon.  Member  attacked  and 
accused  of  want  of  discretion  I  But  Sir 
Edward  Coey  was  overruled,  and  the  sti- 
pendiary magistrates  were  assigned  to  at- 
tend the  different  funerals,  with  the  con- 
sequences which  the  House  had  heard. 
The  next  magistrate  who  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  Mr.  Lyons, 
a  gentleman  whose  reputation  was  well 
known  in  Belfast.  The  owner  of  a  large 
property,  Mr.  Lyons  had  had  the  good 
fortune  early  in  life  to  receive  a  legal  train- 
ing as  a  member  of  the  Bar.  For  many 
Sir  Hugh  Cairns 


years  past  he  had,  some  times  single* 
handed,  always  with  the  greatest  diligence, 
as  a  volunteer,  discharged  what  might  be 
thought  to  be  about  the  most  disagreeable 
of  duties — namely,  those  of  a  police  ma- 
gistrate  in  Belfast,  in  which  capacity  his 
services  had  been  of  the  greatest  advan- 
tage to  the  administration  of  justice.  A 
more  skilful  magistrate  from  long  expe- 
rience than  Mr.  Lyons  did  not  exist.  But 
it  did  not  at  all,  therefore,  follow  that  he 
was  necessarily  the  best  man  at  quelling  a 
riot  when  it  had  gained  considerable  head. 
The  charge  brought  against  him,  however, 
was  that,  having  gone  to  one  of  the  funer- 
als, when  he  found  that  the  crowd  was 
armed  and  was  firing  shots,  he  did  not 
order  the  military  force  accompanying  him 
to  disarm  it.  And  the  hon.  Member,  in 
martial  ardour,  brought  fbrward  the  testi- 
mony of  Lieutenant  Kennedy  and  Colonel 
Lightfoot  to  show  that  the  disarmament 
might  have  been  easily  effected.  Now,  it 
so  happened  that  there  was  then  a  greater 
military  authority  in  Belfast  than  those 
two  officers  —  namely,  General  Haines— 
who  differed  toto  ccelo  from  them  on  that 
very  point ;  and  the  Commissioners,  being 
a  little  more  impartial  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  their  Report,  after  mentioning  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Lightfoot,  went  on  to 
say — 

'^It  is  right  to  observe  that  General  IlaiiiM 
seemed  to  doubt  whether  the  crowd  oould  hsTO 
been  so  easily  dispersed  here." 

When  they  found  those  military  authorities 
differing  whether  it  would  have  been  a  pro- 
per strategical  movement  to  have  endea- 
voured to  disarm  a  mob  under  particular 
circumstances,  surely  it  was  rather  too 
much  to  say  that  an  unfortunate  peaceful 
magistrate,  who  had  never  seen  fields  of 
battle,  like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
was  to  be  called  upon  at  the  spur  of  the 
moment  to  decide  that  he  would  take  on 
himself  the  responsibility  of  ordering  such  a 
movement.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Membei^ 
also  remarked  that  on  a  particular  day — 
the  16th  —  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the 
county.  Lord  Donegall,  came  into  Uie  town, 
and  the  moment  he  appeared  everything 
was  reduced  to  peace  and  quietness,  and  a 
search  for  arms  was  made.  But,  if  ho 
recollected  rightly,  the  Lord-lieutenant 
was  in  the  town  during  the  whole  time, 
and  if  he  had  chosen  to  call  out  the  pou4 
comitatust  it  would  have  been  available  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  very  witness  cited  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  went  against 
him.     He  had  now  only  to  say  a  few  words 
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on  behalf  of  two  otiier  magistrates — ^Major 
Maokenzie  and  Mr.  Sinclair,  who  were 
mentioned  on  the  testimonj  of  a  witness 
about  which  he  would  sav  no  more  than 
that  any  person  who  read  it  throagh  would 
see  what  kind  of  evidence  it  was.  The 
witness  accused  Major  Mackenzie  of  neg- 
lect, and  of  refusing  to  perform  the  duties 
he  was  requested  to  discharge;  but  it  turned 
out  thati  although  Major  Mackenzie  was 
an  officer  in  a  militia  regiment,  and  hap- 
pened at  the  same  time  to  be  a  magistrate 
for  the  county  of  Antrim,  he  had  never  in 
hie  life  acted  as  one  of  the  borough  magis- 
trates, his  name  not  even  being  on  the  list 
of  borough  magistrates.  Under  such  cir- 
cnmstances,  he  was  justified  in  saying  that 
he  was  not  the  proper  person  to  act  in  the 
matter,  and  that  one  of  the  regular  borough 
magistrates  had  better  be  applied  to  in 
order  to  secure  the  peace  of  the  town. 
Mr.  Sinclair,  another  magistrate,  was  ac- 
cused by  the  same  witness  of  neglect  of 
doty.  Now,  that  gentlemen  was  one  of 
the  leading  merchants  in  the  town,  as  well 
as  one  of  its  most  efficient  magistrates, 
having  been  appointed  by  the  present  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  the  county.  It  appeared 
that,  at  the  time  spoken  of,  districts  were 
assigned  to  different  magistrates,  and  they 
most  naturally  and  properly  declined  to 
act  out  of  the  districts  assigned  to  them, 
and  when  a  man  came  up  in  breathless 
haste  to  him  to  summon  him  to  a  remote 
part  of  the  town,  he  properly  refused  to 
comply,  saying  that  as  it  was  not  his  dis- 
trict he  would  not  go  there.  And  so  little 
did  the  Commissioners  think  of  it  that 
when  Mr.  Sinclair  offered  himself  for  ex- 
amination, as  every  other  magistrate  had 
done,  the  Commissioners  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  put  a  single  question  to  him 
upon  the  subject  of  this  accusation.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  permitting  him,  on 
the  part  of  those  absent  gentlemen,  to 
make  the  observations  he  had  done  in  their 
behalf ;  and  he  would  only  in  conclusion 
remind  the  House  of  what  the  Commis- 
sioners said  with  regard  to  the  charges 
that  had  been  made  in  the  press  and  else- 
where against  the  local  magistrates  in  re- 
spect of  what  was  called  their  want  of 
firmness  during  the  riots.  They  stated  in 
their  Report  that  there  were  some  errors 
in  judgment  which  the  magistrates  might 
have  made ;  but  beyond  that  they  stated, 
in  the  words  of  one  of  the  most  sensible 
and  experienced  of  the  magistrates,  that 
they  were  most  anxious  to  do  their  duty  ; 
but  where  a  large  number  of  gentlemen 


were  armed  with  the  same  power  a  diver- 
sity of  opinion  and  contradictory  orders 
were  likely  to  prevail,  and  in  consequence 
the  military  and  the  police  were  crowded 
together  in  some  plaoes,  whilst  others  were 
not  attended  to  as  they  ought  to  have  been^ 
which,  no  doubt»  was  the  consequence  of 
having  no  head  over  them  ;  it  was,  there- 
fore, hardly  fair  to  criticize  too  closely  the 
conrse  that  they  pursued.  They  also  stated 
that  the  prevailing  idea  was  (and  that  idea 
he  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  thought  seemed  to 
prevail  in  the  hon.  Member's  mind)  thai 
from  the  8th  to  the  18th  of  August  there 
was  a  series  of  inoreasing  disorders  going 
on  in  the  town  owing  to  the  apathy  of  the 
magistrates.  But  the  Commissioners  stated 
that  this  was  a  mistake,  and  that  whilst 
they  felt  their  proceedings  were  open  to 
strong  disapproval  in  some  respects,  and 
two  or  three  committed  serious  errors,  they 
were  not  chargeable  with  such  a  neglect 
of  duty,  and  that  the  subsequent  riots  were 
wholly  unexpected.  He  concurred  in  the 
hope  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronot 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that,  the 
measure  which  had  been  passed  that  Ses- 
sion with  regard  to  the  cons^bulary  force 
would  be  useful  on  future  occasions ;  but 
he  did  not  augur  that  quite  so  much  good 
would  result  from  it  as  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet did.  He,  however,  hoped  and  trusted 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  people  of  Bel- 
fast would  see,  as  no  doubt  they  did,  that 
these  riots  brought  discredit  on  the  town, 
and  great  affliction  and  injury  to  the  peo- 
ple ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon, 
'  Baronet  in  hoping  that  for  tlie  future  a 
better  state  of  things  would  prevail,  and 
that  such  scenes  would  not  recur  in  Bel- 
fast. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland;had  found  fault  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  O'Reilly)  for  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  on  the  present  occasion,  on  the 
ground  that  the  subject  had  been  already 
discussed,  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Belfast,  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session.  He  thought  ho  re- 
membered, however,  that  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
brought  the  matter  forward  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  said  that  the 
House  could  not  then  properly  entertain  it, 
and  that  the  debate  ought  to  be  deferred 
until  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  evidence  they  had  taken,  were  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members ;  and  it  was 
that  plea,  and  the  feeling  that  the  debate 
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was  in  that  respect  premature,  which  io- 
daced  many  boo.  Friends  of  his  to  abstain 
from  taking  part  in  it,  especially  as  the 
debate  on  that  occasion  did  not  run  rery 
much  on  the  occurrences  which  took  place 
in  Belfast,  but  was  rather  confined  to  the 
question  of  the  advisability  of  appointing  a 
Royal  Commission  of  inquiry.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  '*  let  bygones  be  by- 
gones," and  deprecated  anything  calculated 
to  revive  ill-feeling  and  animosity.  He  could 
not  see  anything  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  of  this  character.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  said 
he  would  not  go  into  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Commissioners,  because  he  had, 
on  a  former  occasion,  introduced  a  Motion 
on  this  subject.  Yet  upon  that  occasion 
he  declared  that  he  had  nothing  to  say  to 
the  causes  of  the  riots,  but  only  as  to  the 
expediency  of  appointing  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
did  not  by  his  Motion  make  any  charge 
against  the  magistrates,  but  merely  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  public  docu- 
ments there  were  certain  grave  statements 
affecting  the  conduct  of  those  gentlemen 
which  ought* either  to  be  proved  or  dis- 
proved. The  right  hon.  Baronet  defended 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  the 
course  it  took  to  quell  the  riots,  and  said 
that  troops  and  police  were  sent  in  force  to 
Belfast  sufficient  to  put  down  the  riots. 
But  the  magistrates  did  not  use  that  force, 
and  that  statement  was,  therefore,  no  an- 
swer to  this  Motion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns), 
who  had  refused  to  go  into  the  case  before 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Commissioners 
was  before  the  House,  now  quoted  the 
testimony  of  two  amateur  witnesses  in  de- 
fence of  the  magistrates,  and  particularly 
of  Mr.  Vemer ;  but  that  evidence  appeared 
to  him  strongly  to  inculpate  Mr.  Vemer. 
These  witness  said  they  were  within  fifty 
yards  of  the  spot  at  a  time  when  a  woman  was 
ill-treated — and  the  fact  that  they  themselves 
did  not  interfere  to  prevent  the  outrage  no 
doubt  greatly  invalidated  their  testimony  ; 
but  they  also  said  that  Mr.  Verner,  with 
forty  or  fifty  soldiers,  was  almost  as  near. 
The  charge  against  Major  Mackenzie  and 
Mr.  Sinclair  was,  not  that  they  refused  to 
go  outside  the  particular  districts  allotted 
to  them,  but  that  they  refused  to  interfere 
at  all,  because  they  said  ''  they  were  so 
much  mixed  up  with  the  people  that  they 
could  not  do  so."  These  were  grave  charges 
against  any  gentleman,  especially  grave 
against  any  persons  in  the  position  of  ma- 
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gistrates,  and  he  had  not  jet  heard  anj 
answer  given  to  them. 

Captain  VERNEB  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  to  address  the  House  on  this 
painful  subject  but  for  the  personal  tone 
the  debate  had  assumed,  and  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  O'Reilly)  and  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  (the  0 'Conor  Don) 
had  spoken  of  a  relative  of  his.  The 
magistrates  of  Belfast  might  have  behavad 
with  indecision,  or  might  not  have  been 
equal  to  the  occasion  ;  but  they  had  never 
heard  of  riots  where  magistrates  had  ac- 
quitted themselves  otherwise,  and  he  did 
not  see  why  greater  sins  on  that  aecoooi 
should  be  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  Belfast 
magistrates  than  any  others.  Hia  cousin 
(Mr.  Vemer)  had  been  attacked  by  evi- 
dence not  received  upon  oath.  There  wu 
a  Commission  sent  down  to  Belfast  whidi 
received  evidence  from  witnesses  npon 
whom  no  reliance  could  be  placed,  and 
some  of  them  attacked  his  cousin,  who, 
they  knew,  was  absent  from  the  town  at 
the  time.  The  hon.  Member  (the  O'Conor 
Don)  said  that  two  volunteer  witnesses  had 
been  put  forward  in  defence  of  the  magis- 
trates ;  but  his  cousin  had  gone  abrad 
before  he  knew  of  the  Commission,  sad 
never  heard  of  these  witnesses  until  be 
saw  it  mentioned  in  the  newspapers.  His 
cousin,  therefore,  was  not  responsible  for 
anything  they  might  adduce;  but  be 
(Captain  Verner)  begged  to  say,  on  the  part 
of  his  cousin,  that  he  gave  the  fullest 
denial  to  all  the  charges  brought  against 
him,  and  treated  them  with  the  greatest 
contempt.  Those  charges,  however,  and 
the  evidence  by  which  they  were  suppcnte^ 
showed  an  animui  which,  he  was  sony  to 
say,  had  been  only  too  rife  in  Belfast  of 
late,  causing  the  worst  feeling  betweea 
different  classes.  He  ascribed  the  troubles 
which  Belfast  had  experienced  of  late  years 
entirely  to  the  existence  of  a  newspaper, 
the  editor  of  which  was  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal accusers  of  his  cousin.  Agreeing 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chid 
Secretary  that  bygones  should  be  bygones, 
he  should  be  sorry  to  retort  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  by  alluding  to  transac- 
tions in  which  magistrates  of  opinions  akin 
to  his  own  had  exposed  themselves  to 
censure  ;  but  he  put  it  to  the  House  whe- 
ther Motions  such  as  the  present  were 
likely  to  bring  peace  to  Belfast.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  only  actuated  by  a 
feeling  of  justice  towards  the  magistrates. 
The  magistrates,  no  doubt,  were  very  much 
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obliged  to  him  ;  bot  be  thought  the  faon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  the  last  person 
whom  thej  wonld  have  chosen  as  their 
ipokesman  and  defender. 

Mb.  M'MAHON  said,  that  while  the 
Speaker  went  oat  to  tea  he  had  looked  at 
Tke  Freeman^i  Journal  of  the  prefious 
nighty  and  there  found  an  account  of  riot- 
iDg  at  Lisbnm,  where  an  Orange  mob  had 
Muraded  the  town  with  the  usual  insignia. 
The  fact  was  that  rioting  was,  and  had 
long  been,  a  permanent  institution  in  the 
North — ^it  was  no  accidental  occurrence— 
and  that  no  steps  were  taken  for  its  pre- 
Tention.  At  Belfast,  where  the  riots  at- 
tained to  the  dimensions  of  a  civil  war, 
the  police  were  composed  of  young  Orange 
lads,  appointed  by  those  most  just  and 
impartiM  gentlemen  the  Belfast  magis- 
trates. [An  hon.  Member  :  Not  at  all ; 
bj  the  Corporation.]  He  was  told  that  the 
joang  Orangemen  of  the  surrounding  dis- 
trict looked  regularly  for  appointments  in 
the  Belfast  police,  and  that  the  Corporation 
employed  Orangemen  and  nobody  else.  The 
resalt  was  that  these  riots  were  continually 
oeenrring,  until  at  last  they  reached  such 
m  dimax  that  the  OoTcmment  had  been 
oUiged  to  supersede  the  local  and  substi- 
tate  the  general  police.  In  thus  remoying, 
bowerer,  the  humblest  instruments  of  the 
riot,  the  Goremment  had  not  done  enough, 
for  these  men  would  not  have  acted  as  they 
did  if  their  conduct  had  not  been  connived 
at  or  encouraged  by  the  magistrates.  Two 
instaoees  had  been  given.  The  police  in 
one  of  the  affrays  had  captured  only  navvies 
who  wore  Roman  Catholics ;  and  in  search- 
ing for  arms  they  had  found  arms  only 
in  the  Catholic  district.  This  showed  a 
Uaa  on  the  part  of  the  superior  authorities 
of  the  borough  in  favour  of  the  Orange- 
men* He  contended,  therefore,  that  the 
Homo  should  go  further,  and  instead  of 
Umittng  the  inquiry  to  the  conduct  of  par- 
tieular  magistrates  should  inquire  into  the 
whole  system  of  government  in  Belfast. 
Did  the  corporation  of  Belfast  represent 
the  toleration  and  intelligence  of  the  whole 
oonntry?  As  to  anv  hope  that  rioting 
woold  cease,  it  was  idle  to  expect  such  a 
result  until  you  checked  the  dominance  of 
the  Orange  oligarchy  in  Belfast  and  the 
oeigfabourhood.  The  barbarous  bigotry  of 
that  part  of  Ireland  was  perfectly  shocking. 
There  was  nothing  like  it  in  any  other  part 
of  Ireland  or  in  England.  A  distineuished 
writer  had  spoken  of  the  barbarous  bigotry 
of  Scotland,  and  had  compared  it  with  that 
of  Spain ;  and  perhaps  some  of  the  in- 
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habitants  of  the  North  of  Ireland  had 
brought  their  bigotry  from  Scotland.  At 
all  events,  he  was  sore  that  until  some- 
thing was  done  to  check  the  present  system 
of  local  government  in  Belfast  there  would 
never  be  anything  like  order  and  content- 
ment. 

Mr.  WH alley  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  M'Mahon)  had 
raised  the  question  from  one  of  details  to 
one  of  much  general  importance.  ~  When 
he  characterised  the  peculiar  feelings  of 
the  people  of  the  North  of  Ireland  by  the 
term  '*  bigotry,"  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  given  some  defini- 
tion of  the  term.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  in- 
quiry should  be  somewhat  more  extensive 
than  was  proposed;  in  his  opinion,  it  ought 
to  extend  to  the  nature  of  the  influence 
exercised  by  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood at  Belfast,  and  in  what  particular 
direction  it  had  been  exercised.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  stated  that  riots 
had  taken  place  at  Lisburn — but  had  no 
riots  taken  place  in  London  and  Birken- 
head ?  The  difference  between  Orangemen 
and  Roman  Catholics  was  this  •—  that 
Orangemen  only  thought  themselves  ag- 
grieved when  their  heads  were  broken  or 
they  were  otherwise  maltreated;  but  Bo- 
man  Catholics  had  such  sensitive  feelings 
that  they  could  not  bear  a  particular  song, 
and  they  could  not  bear  to  see  certain  ban- 
ners, or  to  hear  certain  tunes.  There  had 
been  that  evening  a  manifestation  of  singu- 
lar humility  by  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  had  apologized  to  a  dignitary  of  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Church  for  the  ex- 
pression "two  rows  of  pins,"  said  he  had 
regretted  this  expression  ever  since,  and 
professed  the  greatest  .possible  respect  and 
deference  for  the  heads  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood.  What  did  this  mean  ? 
It  must  be  because  Roman  Catholics  were 
supposed  to  control  the  minds  and  feelings 
of  the  people  under  their  charge;  and,  m 
point  of  fact,  they  received  from  the  State 
some  hundreds  of  thousands  a  year  for  no 
other  purpose  that  he  could  conceive,  ex- 
cept that  of  influencing  the  population  on 
the  side  of  order  and  good  government* 
Well,  then,  it  was  too  much  to  demand 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  magistrates 
who  discharged  their  difficult  and  respon- 
sible functions  voluntarily  and  gratuitously, 
and  yet  not  call  in  question  the  conduct  of 
men  whom  we  thus  subsidised  to  the  extent 
of  something  like  a  million  a  year.  Th6 
Orangemen  in  Ireland  challenged  inquiry 
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into  the  statement  that  nerer  upon  any 
one  oecafiioo  within  living  memory  could 
thej  ho  accused  of  hegiuning  an  attack 
upon  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  contended 
that  thcj  were  entitled  to  keep  in  mind  the 
traditions  connected  with  such  tunes  as 
•*  Boyne  Water  ;  "  and  this  was  very  often 
the  beginning  and  the  end  of  their  offence. 
This  was  called  rioting.  The  suggestion 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  extended  was 
an  excellent  one  ;  the  Government  should 
investigate  how  far  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  acquiesced  in  or  stimulated,  or 
ought  to  have  interfered  to  preventi  the 
riots  at  Belfast. 

Ma.  TORRENS  said,  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
M'Mahon)  that  the  Belfast  police  had  been 
finiversally  recruited  from  Orangemen  was 
utterly  erroneous,  and  was  not  borne  out 
by  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  who 
said — 

"  A  reason  analogous  to  that  which  we  have 
been  just  considering,  assigned  for  the  distrust  in 
the  local  police,  is  that  Orangeism  prevaiLs  to  a 
considerable  extent  among  its  members.  Of  the 
fact  that  it  does  so  prevail  no  proof  was  offered 
us,  and  the  witnesses  connected  in  any  way  with 
the  force  declared  their  ignorance  of  its  existence 
among  them  ;  and  generally  expressed  a  belief 
that  men  who  are,  or  have  been,  members  of  the 
Orange  Society  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  police." 

With  respect  to  another  point  touched  on 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  might 
mention  that  of  the  twenty-two  magis- 
trates at  Belfast,  thirteen  magistrates  were 
Roman  Catholics  or  Liberals  and  nine  were 
Protestants,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  not  been  a  little 
more  accurate  in  his  statements. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  the 
Motion  would  be  satisfied  with  the  discus- 
sion which  had  taken  place,  and  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was 
impossible  to  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission without  deeply  regretting  the 
-events  which  had  taken  place  at  Belfast, 
and,  no  doubt,  errors  of  judgment  had 
been  committed  by  various  persons  ;  but 
lie  did  not  think  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
trould  be  productive  of  any  other  effect 
than  that  of  promoting  dissension.  If 
nothing  had  been  done  it  might  be  proper 
that  inquiry  should  take  place,  but  there 
^as  before  the  House  a  Bill,  the  principle 
of  which  had  met  with  general  concurrence, 
«nd  the  effect  of  which,  he  hoped,  would 
be  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  dis- 
orders in  future.  He  conceived  that  no 
|)ractical  benefit  could  result  from  the 
Mr.  Whalley 


adoption  of  the  present  Motum  ezeept  the 
revival  of  animosities  which  it  was  to  he 
hoped  were  now  allayed,  and  he  trusted  il 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  diTision* 

Mb.  MAGUIRB  wished  to  make  only 
one  observation.  He  admired  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lisbom  (Caption  Yemer) 
when  he  stood  up  to  defend  his  ahsetf 
relative,  but  he  did  not  admire  him  whes 
he  attacked  a  man  who  could  not  defend 
himself  in  that  Honse — a  man  who  was 
worthy  of  the  respect  of  all  who  knew  bus. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
morbid  and  wicked  feeling  which  existed 
in  Belfast  had  been  introdoced  by  oas 
gentleman,  the  editor  of  a  newspaper  la 
that  town.  He  had  the  honour  of  knowii|[ 
Mr.  M'Kcnna,  and  he  assured  the  hon. 
Member  that  Mr.  M*Kenna  could  not  be 
the  author  of  the  bad  feeling  that  exists! 
in  Belfast  in  1857,  as  he  only  went  then 
two  or  three  years  ago.  He  appealed  fl 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bel£ut 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns) — the  temper  and  mods- 
ration  of  whose  speech  that  CTcning  iak 
him  great  credit — whether  the  manner  ii 
which  Mr.  M'Eenna  had  condaeted  hua- 
self  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  was  not  such  as  entitled  him  to  tht 
good  opinion  of  all  who  had  read  his  ef»- 
dence.  If  Mr.  M'Eenna  was  placed  in  s 
position  which  called  upon  him  to  defend 
his  co-religionists,  and  to  expose  abuss 
which  every  Irishman  deplored,  that  was 
not  a  reason  for  attacking  him  for  haviBg 
instigated  riots  the  causes  of  which  he  had 
laboured  to  vindicate. 

Mb.  O'REILLY,  in  reply,  stated  thsft 
he  had  himself  made  no  attack  on  the  msr 
gistrates  of  Belfast,  and  declined  to  take 
upon  himself  the  <mu%  of  proving  theeharges 
made  against  them.  All  he  said  was,  thst 
certain  allegations  stood  in  record  against 
them  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Commission,  and  that  those  statements 
required  investigation.  He  expressed  his 
determination  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  di> 
vision. 

Question  put: — The  House  divided:'^ 
Ayes  39  ;  Noes  132  :  Majority  93. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE. 
RESOLUTION. 

Sib  FREDERIC  SMITH  said,  he  rose 
to  move^ 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  now  adopt  measures  ftr 
the  construction  of  some  of  the  Harbours  of  Re- 
fuge on  the  coast  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
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eommwidud  by  a  Committee  of  this  Home  in  1858, 
and  hj  a  Royal  GommiBsion  in  1859." 

If  neb  at  he  htd  regretted  the  absence  of  his 
koo.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Lindsay)  from  the  House,  he  never 
regretted  it  more  than  on  the  present  oc- 
tasion*  for  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  been 
Ihere  he  would,  no  doubt,  have  brought  the 
aabjeci  before  the  House,  and  he  (Sir 
Frederie  Smith)  would  hafe  liked  to  have 
the  honour  of  seconding  him.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  devoted  himself  for  years  to 
this  great  question,  and  he  (Sir  Frederic 
Smi^)  was  a  humble  follower.  It  was 
within  the  knowledge  of  many  Members  of 
the  Hooae  that  in  consequence  of  the  great 
nambar  of  casualties  on  our  coast  a  Com- 
mictae  of  the  House  of  Commons  investi- 
gated  the  subject  in  1857-8.  The  Commit- 
tee was  presided  over  by  the  late  Mr.  James 
Wilson,  and  the  Chairman  and  nearly  every 
Member  of  the  Committee  were  of  opinion 
QuJL  harbours  of  refuge  ought  to  be  con- 
strocted,  and  that  their  construction  would 
resoU  in  the  saving  of  one- third  of  the  num- 
ber of  lives  and  the  same  proportion  of 
propertj.  that  were  now  annually  lost,  and 
thej  recommended  that  a  Royal  Com- 
■ission  should  be  issued,  as  being  more 
able  to  investigate  the  subject  than  a 
Gommittee  of  that  House.  A  Commis- 
skm  was  accordingly  appointed,  composed 
e(  Bsen  well  qualified  to  conduct  such 
aa  inquiry.  Sir  James  Hope,  one  of  the 
best  officers  in  the  naval  service,  pre* 
sided;  and  the  late  Admiral  Washington, 
Hjdrographer  of  the  Navy,  Admiral  Sul- 
Hvao,  and  other  men  of  ability  and  ezpe- 
rieoee.  as  naval  officers  and  engineers, 
and  the  Member  for  Sunderland  and  himself 
were  Members  of  the  Commission.  They 
eiamined  witnesses  at  every  port  in  the 
kingdom,  and  they  reported  in  favour  of 
the  formation  of  various  harbours  of  refuge, 
giving  estimates  for  the  works  which  they 
leeommended,  and  in  short  coming  to  con* 
dosions  not  very  different  from  those  of 
the  Committee.  As  showing  the  accuracy 
of  the  calculations  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  might  observe  that  contractors 
were  to  be  found  who  would  undertake  the 
eonstmction  of  those  harbours  of  refuge  at 
the  estimated  cost.  Unfortunately  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  was  followed 
«p  by  a  docnment  emanating  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  1861— the  work  of  a 
eirilian,  though  of  great  talent,  yet  totally 
mfit,  from  his  want  of  knowledge  of 
MWtical  affisurs,  for  the  task.  If  his  right 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 


of  Trade,  with  his  great  nautical  skill,  had 
drawn  nn  that  document  of  course  the  re- 
sult would,  no  doubt,  have  been  different. 
The  document  of  1861  attacked  the  Com- 
missioners' Report  as  to  the  estimates  and 
the  probable  saving  of  life  and  property, 
and  the  Commissioners  were  accused  of 
speaking  of  the  foundering  of  vessels  as  if 
such  foundering  could  be  avoided  by  har- 
bours of  refuge.  But  was  not  the  cause 
of  these  disasters  the  very  fact  that 
harbours  of  refuge  did  not  exist  ?  The 
harbours  <on  the  East  coast  were  tidal 
harbours,  and  could  only  be  entered  at 
or  nearly  at  the  top  of  the  tide.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  very  wind  which 
stopped  the  laden  vessels  coming  from 
the  north  was  the  wind  which  took  the 
light  vessels  down  from  the  south,  and 
that  at  Flamborough  Head  collisions  took 
place,  and  that  these  collisions  would 
not  take  place  if  harbours  of  refuge 
were  provided,  as  the  laden  vessels  would 
put  in  there,  and  the  light  vessels  would 
pass  on  to  their  destination.  They  were 
told  by  the  document  in  question  that  the 
age  of  vessels  was  a  fruitful  cause  of  do* 
struction  and  wreck.  What  said  the  Wreck 
Report  of  1863  ?  Why,  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  vessels  lost  did  not  in  age  exceed 
seven  years.  Another  cause  assigned  by  the 
document  of  1861  for  this  loss  of  vessels 
was  bad  seamanship.  How  could  this  be 
proved  when,  in  most  cases,  all  hands  were 
lost?  The  statistics  of  the  Wreck  Chart 
of  1863  gave  some  extraordinary  facts.  The 
annual  average  of  wrecks  for  eight  years  to 
1863,  inclusive,  amounted  to  1,298;  in  1863 
they  were  no  less  than  1,664 — and  no  won- 
der, looking  at  the  vast  increase  that  had 
taken  place  in  our  shipping.  In  the  year 
1843  the  total  tonnage  of  the  United  King- 
dom was  7.000.000  odd  British,  and  the 
foreign  2,600,000,  or  an  aggregate  of  more 
than  9,000,000  tons.  At  the  present  moment 
the  aggregate  was  not  9,000,000,  but  actu- 
ally 26,000,000  tons-.17,000,000  British, 
in  and  out — 9,000,000  foreign,  in  and  out ; 
showing  an  increase  quite  marvellous.  Bnt 
this  great  increase  in  tonnage  made  the 
necessity  for  harbours  of  refuge  still  greater. 
No  sailor  would  get  up  in  that  House  or 
elsewhere  and  say  that  harbours  of  refuge 
were  not  needed  for  our  coasting  trade,  for 
it  was  in  that  trade  that  the  casualties  chiefly 
occurred.  Notwithstanding  that  the  coal 
trade  was  now  chiefly  canried  on  by  means 
of  steamers,  yet  the  casualties  in  that 
branoh  were  still  increasing.  The  total 
number  for  the  fi?e  years  ending  1858  wss 
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5,594,  but  in  the  five  years  which  followed 
it  had  risen  to  7,441,  being  an  increase  of 
1,847  in  fire  years.  This  was  a  question 
of  humanity.  We  were  spending  money 
in  all  directions  on  objects  which  were  not 
necessary,  and  yet  in  a  matter  of  this  sort^ 
where  lives  were  to  be  saved,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  spend  a  single  farthing. 
Much  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  one  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  to  lend  money  to  in- 
habitants of  places  willing  to  construct 
harbours  of  refuge  on  their  own  account ; 
but  where  were  the  Gofernment  them- 
■eWes  forming  such  harbours  ?  700  or 
800  of  our  sailors  and  marines  were  lost 
every  year,  and  in  1863  there  were  lost 
2,001  ships,  of  these  1,600  were  known 
to  be  British,  and  of  them  443  were 
foreign  going  ships ;  and  therefore  the 
large  proportion  of  the  entire  must  have 
been  coasters;  533  were  total  wrecks,  332 
owing  to  stress  of  weather,  and  only  31 
from  defects  of  ship.  These  were  faces 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
ought  to  take  into  account.  With  regard 
to  the  cost  there  had  been  great  exag- 
geration, and  some  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  different  estimates  made  by  the 
Committee  and  the  Commission.  The 
Committee  only  recommended  an  expendi- 
ture of  £2,000,000,  but  when  the  Com- 
missioners went  about  and  inspected  the 
Tarious  sites  they  found  it  necessary  to 
increase  the  number  of  harbours  and  the 
expenditure.  Certainly,  as  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  he  could  say  that  they  had 
entered  on  their  task  with  an  anxious 
desire  to  do  their  duty  to  the  country. 
For  himself,  he  could  say  that  he  had 
never  undertaken  any  duty  with  more 
anxiety,  and  while  desirous  not  to  impose 
any  unnecessary  charge  on  the  taxpayers, 
he  was  also  desirous  to  provide  places  of 
■afety  for  these  poor  mariners.  In  the 
report  to  which  he  bad  alluded  it  was  said 
that  so  much  was  not  needed  for  the  East 
coast,  but  the  Returns  showed  that  it  was 
on  the  East  coast  that  the  casualties  chiefly 
occurred.  The  value  of  property  lost  in 
the  last  five  years  amounted  to  £4,292,812, 
and  that,  without  taking  into  account  the 
loss  of  life,  was  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance to  a  commercial  country.  The  Re- 
turns showed  that  8,1 14  sailors  were  lost 
in  the  same  period,  a  great  portion  of 
whom  would  have  been  saved  had  there 
been  harbours  of  refuge.  That  was  surely 
a  matter  of  national  importance,  and  one 
which  the  Government  might  well  be  asked 
Sir  Fr$imc  Smith 


to  consider.  He  was  one  of  %  deputatioo 
of  Members  of  the  House  of  Conunons 
who  waited  on  the  Prime  Minister ;  and 
the  noble  Lord,  having  listened  for  two 
hours  to  their  tale  of  sorrow,  gave  then 
reason  to  believe  that  his  sympatbiea  wen 
with  the  sailors,  and  that  he  would  ton 
his  attention  to  the  subject.  He  (Sir 
Frederic  Smith)  hoped  that  the  Chancdisr 
of  the  Exchequer  would  devote  a  portici 
of  his  surplus  to  the  relief  of  the  sailon, 
the  only  class  for  which  he  bad  as  jet 
done  nothing.  Of  the  wrecks  and  easiml- 
ties  for  five  years,  which  amounted  to 
1,971,  there  were  1,200  from  stress  of 
weather,  and  the  men  lost  in  the  ten  yesn 
would  have  been  enough  to  man  fifteen  or 
twenty  line-of-battle  ships.  The  scope  of 
the  Motion  did  not  point  out  what  was  to 
be  done,  but  left  to  the  OoTemment  to 
consider  what  most  required  assistance.  lo 
1863  be  brought  forward  a  much  narrower 
Motion,  in  which  he  specified  the  harboon 
of  Wick,  Carlingford,  and  Waterford;  bat 
it  was  raised  as  an  objection  that,  in  thai 
selecting  harbours,  he  was  taking  the  mst- 
ter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government; 
but  that  could  not  be  said  upon  the  present 
occasion.  He-  only  wished  that  the  hoe. 
Member  for  Sunderland  had  been  pressot 
with  his  manly  eloquence  and  praetiesl 
knowledge  to  support  him  upon  this  occa- 
sion. It  was  said  that  shipowners  did  not 
care  for  those  harbours;  but  it  was  natuil 
that  in  the  case  of  largo  vessels  they  woold 
not,  for  these  were  sent  out  to  sea,  and 
avoided  the  dangers  of  the  coast.  It  wss 
in  behalf  of  the  coasters,  which  were  liable 
to  be  dashed  on  a  rock-bound  coast,  that 
he  spoke.  But  it  was  objected  that  these 
were  too  fully  laden.  If  they  did  not  Ukt 
heavy  cargoes  they  could  not  compete  with 
the  railways,  and  the  trade  would  leave 
them,  and  thus  the  best  school  for  tbe 
navy  would  be  lost  to  the  country.  Tbes 
it  was  said  that  harbours  of  refuge  wouU 
tempt  men  to  go  to  shore  when  they  ought 
to  keep  out  at  sea ;  but  this  was  absuid. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  estimates  for 
this  subject  could  not  be  relied  on.  He 
admitted  that  the  estimates  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  sufficiently  detailed  and 
carefully  prepared  ;  but  those  prepared 
by  the  Commission  were  made  by  com- 
petent men,  who  would  be  responsible 
that  the  works  would  be  done  for  die 
money  ;  and  although  Holyhead  and  Port- 
land were  given  as  instances  of  harboon 
the  construction  of  which  exceeded  tbe 
estimates  for  them,  it  was  to  be  recollected 
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ihal  the  change  was  the  cause  of  the 
increase  in  the  plans  made  hj  successive 
OoTernments.  if  an  action  took  place 
between  the  Humber  and  the  Firth  of 
Forth  there  was  no  harbour  into  which  a 
disabled  man-of-war  could  betake  itself, 
and  it  would  be  liable  to  be  dashed  ashore 
not  being  able  to  weather  the  headland. 
All  that  was  wanted  was  a  sum  of 
£1,3409000  to  be  spread  OTcr  a  period  of 
ten  jears,  or  an  annual  outlay  of  £134,000, 
which  would  be  sufficient  for  the  construe- 
tion  of  harbours  along  the  most  important 
points  on  our  coast^harbours  that  would 
lead  to  the  saving  of  a  vast  amount  of  life  ; 
and  it  would  be  niggardly,  on  the  part  of 
this  great  country,  to  refuse  so  moderate 
an  expenditure  for  the  accomplishment  of 
so  desirable  an  object.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  concluded  by  moving  the  Re- 
solntion. 

Mb.  BLAKEi  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
saidy  that  although  Waterford  Harbour 
was  one  of  those  recommended  for  a 
refuge,  it  was  not  altogether  on  that 
aeeonnt  he  desired  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  pass,  as  the  en- 
trance to  the  port  was  deep  enough  for 
the  local  shippmg  ;  but  many  of  his  con- 
stitnents  were  shipowners,  and  a  large 
number  of  the  inhabitants  followed  mari- 
time pursuits  ;  both  classes  were  therefore 
interested  in  having  proper  precautions 
taken  round  the  coasts  of  the  United 
Ungdom  for  the  preservation  of  life  and 
property  from  shipwreck.  In  selecting 
Waterford  as  an  instance  of  the  good  that 
might  be  done  in  that  way  for  a  small 
ouSay,  he  only  did  so  because  he  was 
better  acquainted  with  it  than  with  any  of 
the  other  narbours  of  refuge  recommended. 
He  most  express  his  regret  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  and  of 
the  Commission  had  not  been  carried  into 
efEsci.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Lindsay),  who  had  rendered  such  im- 
portant services  in  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, had  shown  that  during  ten  years 
the  average  loss  of  life  on  the  coast  had 
been  800,  and  of  property  £1,500,000 ; 
and  he  had  expressed  his  opinion  that 
from  the  increase  of  trade  these  losses 
would  probably  be  increased  during  the 
next  ten  years  unless  harbours  of  refuge 
were  constructed.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  Frederic  Smith)  had  appesled 
Co  the  humanity  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Blake)  was  not  sanguine  as  to  the  success 
of  the  appeal,  because  he  feared  that  the 


holding  of  office  had  rather  hardened  than 
softened  the  heart  of  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. It  would  be  interesting  to  con- 
trast the  sentiments  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  expressed  by  him  five  years 
since  with  those  to  which  he  gave  utter- 
ance the  previous  Session.  In  1860  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  the  neces- 
sity which  existed  for  the  construction  of 
those  harbours  of  refuge,  and  repudiated 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  attempting  to  shuffle  out  of  the 
Resolution  which  the  House  had  arrived 
at  upon  this  subject.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  on  the  same 
occasion  admitted  the  absolute  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  construction  of 
these  works.  A  year  or  so  afterwards  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  the  Har- 
bours Improvement  Bill,  a  very  useful  mea- 
sure, undoubtedly,  but  not  calculated  to 
afford  any  compensation  for  the  absence 
of  those  harbours  of  refuge.  As  he  had 
said,  his  (Mr.  Blake's)  constituents  did  not 
personally  suffer  from  the  want  of  a  har- 
bour of  refuge  at  Waterford,  because  the 
harbour  was  at  present  sufficiently  deep  for 
the  purposes  of  the  local  trade ;  but 
nine-tenths  of  the  English  ships  going  to 
America  passed  close  to  the  harbour,  and 
those  large  ships  could  only  enter  it  at 
particular  states  of  the  tide.  In  1861 
eight,  and  between  1850  and  1860  forty- 
two  large  vessels  were  lost  close  upon  the 
coast  of  Waterford,  and  not  one  of  those 
vessels  intended  entering  the  harbour. 
Between  1850  and  1860,  673  lives  were 
lost  in  the  same  neighbourhood.  No 
doubt  it  might  be  urged  that  a  good  many 
of  these  vessels  would  still  have  been  lost 
even  if  the  harbour  had  been  improved, 
and  he  was  not  disposed  to  deny  that  this 
would  have  been  the  case ;  but  still  the 
benefit  would  be  incalculable  if  only  the 
smnll  sum  of  £50,000,  which  was  all  they 
asked  for,  were  expended.  Harbours  of 
refuge  were  also  very  much  wanted  for 
our  new  iron-dad  fleet,  which,  though  very 
well  suited  for  attack  and  defence,  were 
not  so  well  qualified  to  contend  with  a 
tempestuous  sea.  It  had  been  said  that 
most  of  the  vessels  lost  were  insured,  but 
the  loss  of  property  was  still  the  same, 
although  it  was  shifted  on  to  other  should- 
ers ;  and,  in  addition,  there  was  heavy 
loss  of  life.  It  might  also  be  said  that  a 
great  many  of  the  vessels  would  still  be 
lost  even  if  there  were  harbours  of  refuge; 
but  if  only  one-sixth  of  the  loss  were  pre- 
vented this  would  be  amply  sufficient  to 
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jvftifj  the  propoied  ezpenditore.  He 
eftrnettlr  joined  in  the  appeal  made  to  the 
Home  bj  bit  boo.   and  gallant  Friend, 

believinflTt  **  ^^  ^i^>  ^^^  ^^  interetta  of 
eooinieree  and  the  claimt  of  hamaoitj  were 
alike  affected. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houm,  Her  Ma- 
JMtf'i  Mioiitera  ibonld  now  adopt  meatares  for 
tbe  eoostrocUoo  of  lome  of  the  Harbonn  of 
RoAigs  on  tb«  eoatt  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
roeommended  hj  a  Committee  of  this  House  in 
1858,  and  bj  a  Rojal  Commission  in  1859."— (5ir 
Frederic  Smith.) 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  I  do  not  rise  to 
adfocate  the  claims  of  any  particular  port, 
for  this  seems  to  me  hardly  a  fitting  time 
to  do  so.  I  cannot,  however,  help  ex- 
pressing mj  regret  at  the  apatbj  which 
the  Government  has  shown  with  respect 
to  this  question  since  the  departure  from 
EngUna  of  that  most  able  public  servant, 
Mr.  James  Wilson,  who  had  it  so  much  at 
heart,  and  whose  premature  death  in  a 
distant  portion  of  the  empire  was  not  the 
least  of  the  misfortunes  which  have  fallen 
upon  the  Liberal  party  during  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Parliament  that  is  now  draw- 
ing to  a  close.  That  nothing  should  have 
been  done  during  the  earlier  years  of  that 
Parliament  towards  carrying  out  even  the 
schemes  of  the  Royal  Commission,  is  in- 
telligible enough,  for  vast  and  immediate 
national  exigencies  had  to  be  satisfied, 
which  left  no  sufficient  surplus  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  do 
trust,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  presides  over  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  give  us  to-nif;ht  some  brighter  hopes 
for  the  future.  Making  due  allowance  for 
the  unseaworthy  state  in  which  vessels  are 
too  often  sent  out,  and  for  those  chances 
und  changes  of  the  seas  which  harbours  of 
refuge  could  not  remedy,  I  do  think  that 
•uch  harbours  would,  if  judiciously  placed, 
be  of  great  benefit.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  another  sub- 
ject. It  seems  to  me  that  the  nation 
would  find  its  advantage  in  aiding  the 
seafaring  population  of  Scotland,  and  pro- 
bably of  other  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, in  obtaining  better  boat  refuges  than 
are  at  present  at  their  command.  The 
aiie  of  fishing  boats  has  much  increased 
of  late  years  upon  our  north-eastern  coast, 
and  harbours  which  might  once  have  an- 
swered very  well,  are  now  quite  inade- 
quate. In  the  long  nights  of  summer  as 
nasi  aa  10,000  men  are  often  at  sea  in 
tkt  Mw«|  Flrthi  and  if  a  ittdden  gale 


eomea  on  are  placed  m  the  greatest  danger. 
I  shoold  like  to  see  the  Government  take 
this  matter  serioosly  in  hand,  and  whether 
by  a  Commiasion  or  otherwise  investigate 
the  question,  whether — ^aa  was  suggested 
by  my  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for  Banff- 
shire— some  additional  small  portion  of  the 
taxation  which  Scotland  pays  to  the  Im- 
perial Treasury  might  not  be  applied  to 
making  boat  refuges  at  Tarious  points  on 
the  south  side  of  the  Moray  Firth,  as  well 
as  at  whatever  other  points  in  other  parti 
of  Scotland  there  may  be  proved  to  be 
an  equally  pressing  need. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  obserred,  that 
the  Resolution  they  were  called  on  to  affirm 
was  in  these  words  :^ 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her  lls- 
jestj's  Ministers  should  now  adopt  measnrei  for 
the  construction  of  some  of  the  Harbours  of  Re- 
foge  on  the  Coast  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
recommended  bj  a  Committee  of  this  House  in 
1867,  and  by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1859." 

Now,  he  begged  to  remind  the  Honse  Uiat 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not 
advised  them  to  really  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee.  What  wsi 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  over 
which  the  lamented  Jamea  Wilson  pre- 
sided ?  The  recommendation  was  to  spend 
£2,000,000  on  harbours  of  refuge  ;  bat, 
looking  to  the  considerable  benefit  which 
was  to  be  conferred  on  the  shipping  interest 
by  the  saving  of  their  property,  the  Com- 
mittee also  recommended  that  three-fourths 
of  the  cost  of  those  harbours  of  refuge 
and  three-fourths  of  the  expenses  of  their 
maintenance,  should  be  defrayed  by  the 
shipping  interest  to  be  benefited  by  the 
outlay.  Now,  the  shipping  interest  ob- 
jected altogether  to  pay  for  harbours  of 
refuge.  They  had  never  so  appreciated 
the  benefit  to  their  property  by  the  con- 
struction of  these  harbours  as  to  be  willing 
to  submit  to  any  toll  or  tax  for  their  con- 
struction and  maintenance.  Then  as  to  the 
Commission,  it  was  not  authorised  to  make 
any  recommendation  to  Parliament  on  the 
question  of  finance.  All  it  was  authorised 
to  do  was  to  point  out  what  were  the  sites 
on  which  harbours  of  refuge  might  be  most 
advantageously  constructed  by  the  outlay  of 
£2,000,000,  which  the  Committee  had  re- 
commended should  be  expended  It  must 
strike  every  one  as  most  extraordinary,  if  sll 
those  millions  of  property  were  to  be  saved 
by  so  small  an  expenditure,  that  the  grest 
shipping  interest  of  England  shoold  be 
unwilling  to  contribute  to  that  outlay.  If 
the  benefit  was  ao  indisputable,  why  was 
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this  cue  to  be  an  exception  to  all  ruloB? 
wbj  were  they  to  find  that  a  great  interest 
coold  not  be  made  sensible  of  the  benefits 
which  harbonrs  of  refuge  were  to  confer 
on   it  and  willing  to  contribute  to  their 
eonstmotion  f      He  received  a  few  days 
since  a  deputation  from  shipowners  urging 
the  erection   of  a  lighthouse   upon    the 
eastern  coast  of  England  in  order  to  faci- 
litate the  na?igation.     He  asked  at  once 
whether  they  were  willing  to  pay  the  re- 
qniaite  tolls.      The  reply  was,  certainly  ; 
they  were  quite  willing  to  pay  the  additional 
toll  that  would  be  cast  on  them,  because 
they  were  couTinced  of  its  utility  ;  but  he 
could  truly  say  that  since  he   had   been 
connected  with  the  Board  of  Trade  he  had 
never  had,  to  his  recollection,  any  repre- 
sentation  from  any  shipowners  on  the  sub- 
ject of  these  harbours  of  refuge.     On  the 
contrary,  so  far  as  his  communications  had 
gone  with  them,  they  had  shown  in  some 
cases,  if   not   opposition,  at   least  great 
indifference.     He  had  not  found  the  same 
indifference    in    the    persons    inhabiting 
the   particular  localities  in   which  it  was 
proposed  to  expend  these  large  sums  of 
money.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
mropcMcd  as  the  best  sites  Filey,  Wick, 
Waterford,  and  Carlingford.    [Sir  Frede- 
Bio  Smith  :    That  was  in  18o3  ;  now  he 
left  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.]  He  must  decline  the  respon- 
,   aibility  of  agreeing  to  such  a  Resolution. 
It  would  be  very  unwise  and  imprudent  for 
the  House  to  bind  itself  by  a  proposition  so 
very  indefinite  as  this.     He  did  not  deny 
that  it  was  a  great  advantage  when  a  ship 
was  in  difficulties  to  have  a  good  port  under 
her  lee,  but  he  entirely  denied  that  there 
*  waa  any  evidence  to  show,  if  the  larger 
expenditure    recommended    on    particular 
harbonrs  of  refuge  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  took  place,  it  would  have 
any  perceptible  effect  on  the  loss  of  life 
which    unfortunately  took  place  annually 
on  onr  coast  and  in  seas  adjacent  to  the 
coaat.     He  held  in  his  hand  a  statement  of 
the  number  of  lives  lost  in  certain  districts 
en  the  coast  of  the  United  Kingdom.     In 
1863  the  whole  number  of  lives  lost  on  the 
eoaat  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  620. 
That  was  considerably  less  than  the  ave- 
rage of  the  last  five  years — the  average 
being  875.    But  if  they  took  the  lives  lost 
aetoally  on  the  coast,  in  order  to  see  what 
benefit   harbours  of   refuge   would  give, 
they  mnat  to  a  great  extent  confine  them> 
selves  to  ships  lost  along  the  coast  and  in 
a  aitnation  to  aTml  themselves  of  harbours 


of    refuge.     The  total  loss  on  the  coast 
during   1863  was  330,  which  was  nearly 
400  below  the  average  of  the  previous  five 
years.      There   were    many    losses   dur- 
ing the    last  year,  but    they  were   not 
attributable  to  the  absence  of  harbours  of 
refuge  in  this  country,  but  rather  to  those 
violent  westerly  gales  which  drove  many 
vessels  on  the  coast  of  Holland.     Taking 
the  year  1863,  he  found  that  between  the 
Farn  Islands  and  Flamborough  Head  there 
were  in  all  only  three  lives  lost ;  so  that  if 
a  harbour  of  refuge  had  been  constructed 
at  Filey  that  was  the  highest  amount  of 
life  which  could  by  its  means  have,  during 
the  year,  possibly  been  saved.     But  it  was 
not  on   the  east  coast  that   the  greatest 
loss  of  life  occurred — it  was  between  the 
Skerries,   Lambay,   and    Fair   Head ;    it 
was  where  lesser  sacrifice  of   life  took 
place  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man   wanted    to    have    harbonrs   of   re- 
fuge constrncted.     Be  that  as  it  might, 
he   would  venture  to  say  that  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  took  the  trouble  to  enter 
into  the  statistics  on  the  subject  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  in  a  fair  and 
impartial  spirit,  could  not  fail  to  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  harbours  of  refuge 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  recom- 
mended would  have  but  a  very  small  effect 
in  reducing  the  loss  of  life  on  the  coasts  of 
these  kingdoms.    There  was,  he  might  add, 
a  gradually  increasing  saving  of  life  on  our 
coasts.    By  a  judicious  and,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  successful  expenditure  on  lifeboats, 
rocket  apparatus,  and  such  other  appliances 
as  could  with  facility  be  made  available  at 
the  spot  required,  much  had  been  effected  in 
the  saving  of  lives.     In  the  case  of  a  ship  in 
danger,    there    was    comparatively  small 
chance  of  her  being  in   such  a  position 
as    to   be  able    to   avail   herself    of   the 
shelter  of   a   single   harbour  on   a    con- 
siderable extent  of  coast ;  but  if  the  ap- 
pliances which  he  had  just  mentioned  were 
placed  along  the  whole  coast,  ships,  when 
stranded,  would  almost  invariably  find  that 
aid  could  be  afforded  and  life  saved.    There 
had,  he  might  observe,  of  late  years  been 
many  important  changes  in  the  law,  all  tend- 
ing to  the  saving  of  life  from  shipwreck. 
At  the  present  moment,  under  the  operation 
of  a  Bill  which  had   been  introduced  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the    Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,   there  was   a   salvage  claim 
on  ships  for  the  rescue  of  lives  therefrom, 
which  had  been  recently  extended  to  the 
cargoes,  so  that  an  inducement  was  held 
out  to  persons  to  exert  themselves  for  the 
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mirpose  of  saTing  life  at  well  m  property. 
Boonties  for  the  laying  of  life  were  also 
giyen  out  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Faod, 
and  his  belief  was  that  such  means  tended 
to  secure  the  end  which  they  who  advo- 
cated the  construction  of  harbours  of  re- 
fuge professed  to  have  in  riew.  He,  at 
all  eyents,  felt  satisfied  that  the  construc- 
tion of  one  or  two  such  harbours  would  not 
be  followed  by  the  results  which  they  seemed 
to  imagine.  While  these  were  the  yiews 
which  he  entertained  on  the  subject, 
he  retained  the  opinion  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  aid  yoluntary  efforts  in  im- 
proving the  harbours  which  were  al- 
ready in  existence,  and  which  were  the 
natural  places  of  resort  for  large  numbers  of 
yessels.  That  had  been  done  to  a  consi- 
derable extent  under  the  Harbours  Act.  Up 
to  the  present  time,  under  the  Harbours 
Act,  money  to  the  amount  of  £1,000,000 
had  been  advanced,  or  promised  to  be 
advanced  at  a  low  rate  of  interest.  The 
money  so  advanced  had  been  laid  out 
in  many  cases  in  the  actual  improve- 
ment of  the  entrances  to  harbours,  where 
formerly  yessels  were  compelled  to  lie 
•atside  during  the  long  nights  under 
eireumstances  of  great  danger ;  and  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  found  that  sailors 
preferred  bearing  up  for  their  own  port, 
though  it  might  be  more  distant,  to  putting 
into  a  strange  harbour,  where  they,  per- 
haps, had  no  friends  or  connections.  In 
the  case  of  the  Tyne  £100,000  had  been 
advanced.  At  Wick,  too,  the  people  had 
set  to  work  themselves,  and  were  receiving 
under  the  Harbours  Act,  something  like 
£60,000.  They  had  applied  for  £20,000, 
and  their  request  was  under  consideration. 
Other  harbours,  the  names  of  which  he 
could  mention,  had  also  received  sums  of 
money.  Carlingford,  he  believed,  had  ob- 
tained a  provisional  order,  and  was  applying 
for  an  advance  from  the  Public  Works 
Lfoan  Commissioners.  Now,  that  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  more  wholesome  system 
than  the  giving  the  grants  to  places  through 
the  operation  of  Parliamentary  influence  in 
that  House.  The  grants  were  made  at  a 
lower  rate  of  interest  than  that  at  .which 
the  money  could  be  obtained  in  the  market, 
and  were  therefore  so  far  in  favour  of  the 
particular  localities  which  received  them  ; 
but  they  were  advanced,  on  good  security, 
to  persons  who  were  desirous  of  helping 
themselves,  and  who  were  engaged  in  many 
cases  in  the  improvement  of  harbours  which 
were  likely  to  contribute  to  the  saving 
of  ships   and  life.     He  hoped,  nnder  all 
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these  cirenmstanoes,  the  question  having 
repeatedly  been  discussed  before,  that  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  the  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  KENDALL  thought  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  dealt 
unfairly  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Frederic  Smith),  who  stated 
distinctly  that  he  did  not  wish  to  name  any 
specific  harbour  on  which  that  money  shoild 
be  expended.  A  Committee  and  a  Royil 
Commission  had  reported  on  this  aubjeet ; 
the  House  of  Commons  had  voted  in  hjom 
of  harbours  of  refuge;  hopes  had  been 
held  out  that  something  would  be  done ; 
and  what  they  asked  the  Government  to 
do,  was  to  do  something  in  aoeordanee 
with  the  recommendations  that  had  been 
made. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  the  House  wai 
placed  in  some  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
question  before  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Sir  Frederic  Smith)  had  not 
specified  any  particular  harbour  to  whidi 
he  wished  money  to  be  applied,  but  left  it 
to  the  choice  of  the  Government  to  sdeet 
the  harbours  which  should  be  assisted; 
and  the  Government  absolutely  refused  to 
assist  any  harbour.  This  was  a  matter 
which  had  attracted '  public  attention,  so 
much  so  that  a  Committee,  of  which  bo 
(Mr.  Liddell)  was  a  Member,  sat  for  throe 
years ;  a  Royal  Commission  had  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
Parliament  had  discussed  it  over  and  over 
again.  The  claims  of  the  coast  with  which 
he  was  connected  had  been  repeatedly  ad- 
mitted. It  was  the  most  defenceless,  botfi 
for  purposes  of  war  and  trade*  of  any 
coast  in  the  world.  The  loss  of  life  and 
property  was  augmenting  annually.  Thv 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  sail 
that  great  efforts  were  made  to  save  life ; 
but  he  wanted  to  know  how  the  Govern- 
ment aided  those  efforts,  which  were  the 
result  of  the  voluntary  subscriptions  from 
private  individuals.  [Mr.  Milneb  Gibsok: 
We  give  a  subsidy  to  lifeboats.]  He  was 
glad  that  the  Government  at  last  did 
something.  But  he  wanted  to  call  tbo 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  really  na- 
tional question.  The  Government  had 
been  for  years  apathetic  on  this  subject 
What  was  now  asked  for  was,  not  that 
public  money  should  be  expended  on  any 
particular  port,  but  for  the  benefit  gene- 
rally of  the  commerce  of  the  world,  in  snch 
places  as  the  Government  might  consider 
oest.  He  objected  to  a  Minister  of  tbo 
Crown  forcing  figures  on  the  attention  of 
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the  HooM,  b«eaii8e  that  was  easily  to  be 
dooe  in  a  ease  of  this  kind.  If  the  moDOj 
was  not  fortbooming  let  the  question  be 
deferred,  beeanse  it  was  probably  not  a 
fitting  time  to  bring  it  forward  in  an  ez- 
fiiring  Parliament ;  bnt  it  was  the  bounden 
doty  of  the  Goremment  to  promise  to  do 
something. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  thoaght  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  made  a  mistake  in  stating  that 
Uie  OoTwnment  made  a  oontribution  to- 
wards lifeboats.  There  was  one  from  the 
Ifereantile  Marine  Fond,  hot  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  publio  money  was  voted  by 
the  HoQse  for  that  purpose.  He  ouiteagreed 
with  his  hen.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Govemment  to  do  something  to  alleviate 
the  dangers  to  which  our  shipping  were 
ezpoaed  ;  and  he  most  say  that  the  oon- 
dnet  of  the  GoYemmeut  in  this  respeet 
was  not  creditable  to  them.  He  had  re- 
oenllj  Tisited  Harwich,  and  he  found  that 
the  Goremment  in  getting  rid  of  Felix- 
slow  Point  had  diverted  the  course  of  the 
tide  to  inch  an  extent  that  it  had  narrowed 
the  harbonr  from  400  yards  to  100  yards, 
to  that  they  had  considerably  damaged 
that  harbonr.  It  had  been  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commission  could  advance 
Boney  for  these  improvements ;  but  as  one 
of  the  Commissioners,  he  (Sir  John  Hay) 
was  able  to  state  that  at  many  of  the 
plaees  where  harbours  of  refuge  were  re- 
qairedt  there  was  no  property  upon  which 
sneh  loan  could  be  satisfactorily  granted, 
and  those  places  were  of  the  greatest  im- 
portanee  to  the  commerce  of  this  country. 
Tdke  Filey,  for  instance,  and  there  was 
DO  loeal  property  upon  which  they  could 
grant  loans.  And  yet  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importanoe  that  contributions  should  be 
made  in  the  very  way  that  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
loss  by  gales  on  the  eastern  coast  would  be 
very  little  lessened  if  harbours  of  refuge 
existed  ;  hut  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
if  there  had  been  such  harbours  the  vessels 
that  had  been  wrecked  on  the  coast  of 
Hdland  would  have  been  at  anchor  in  the 
harhonrs  and  the  losses  would  not  have 

Sn  FREDERIC  SMITH  reminded  the 
Hoose  that  it  was  the  Government  and  not 
the  loealities  who  first  instituted  this  move- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Pieaident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  stoted 


that  vessels  would  bear  up  for  their  own 
ports  instead  of  going  into  harbours  of 
refuge.  No  doubt  they  would  do  so  if  they 
could ;  but  what  he  wanted  was  harbours 
of  refuge  for  them  when  they  could  not 
bear  up  to  their  own  ports. 

Question  put:^The  House  divided  ;— 
Ayes  99;  Noes  111 :  Majority  12. 

THEATRES,  Ao.,  BILL— {Bzu.  e4.] 
SECOND  READDfO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  LOCKE,  in  moving  the  second 
resding  of  this  Bill,  explained  that  such 
a  measure  had  been  rendered  necessary 
in  consequence  of  the  action  taken  by  the 
managers  of  certain  theatres.  Having 
obtained  a  monopoly,  they  wished  to  pre- 
vent all  other  persons  who  did  not  possess 
the  Lord  Chamberlain's  licence  from  giv- 
ing any  stage  performances  which  inter- 
fered with  such  licence.  These  powers 
were  claimed  under  the  6  Ac  7  Viei.  c. 
61,  called  the  Dramatic  Licensing  Act, 
which  empowered  the  Lord  Chamberlain  to 
license  theatres  (not  being  patent  theatres) 
in  certain  districts  of  the  metropolis  — 
namely,  in  London  and  Westminster,' Fins- 
bury,  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Southwark, 
Lambeth,  and  Marylebone.  Theatres  situ- 
ate in  other  parts  of  the  metropolis 
and  the  country  generally  were  licensed 
by  the  magistrates —•  with  the  exception 
of  certain  places  in  which  there  were 
Boyal  residences,  concerning  which  there 
If  as  some  dispute.  Previous  to  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act  the  patent  theatres^Drury 
Lane,  Covent  Garden,  and  the  Haymarket 
— poBseased  the  exclusi?e  right  of  per- 
forming the  legitimate  drama — although 
what  that  was  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
cover, for,  with  the  exception  of  Sadler's 
Wells  and  one  or  two  other  theatres,  the 
performances  were  by  no  means  legitimate. 
Besides  the  Dramatic  Licensing  Act,  the 
6  k7  Viei.  c.  61,  there  was  the  Act  of  the 
25  Geo.  II.  c.  36,  which  was  commonly 
called  the  Music  and  Dancing  Act,  and  was 
passed  to  restrain  persons  from  having  pub- 
lic music  or  dancing  on  their  premises  with- 
out the  licence  of  the  msgistrates  granted  at 
quarter  sessions,  the  object  being  mainly 
to  restrain  what  were  called  disorderly 
houses.  By  section  2  of  that  Act,  the 
Justices  in  London  and  Westminster,  or 
within  twenty  miles  thereof,  after  the  1st 
of  December,  1752,  were  empowered  ••  to 
grant  licences  for  public  dancing,  music,  or 
other  entertainments  of  the  like  kind.*' 
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Under  that  Act  the  minor  theatres,  as 
distinguished  from  Drurj  Lane,  Covent 
Garden,  and  the  Haymarket,  were  in 
the  habit  of  playing  what  were  called 
burlettas  and  melodramas,  which  were  not 
prohibited  under  the  10  Qeo,  II.  o.  28,  the 
Act  which  established  the  licensing  of 
plays  by  the  Lord  Chamberlain  as  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act,  this  de- 
scription of  performances  was  unknown, 
the  words  in  that  Act  were  "any  interlude 
tradegy,  comedy,  opera,  play,  farce,  or 
other  entertainments  of  the  stage,  or  any 
part  or  parts  therein."  It  was  also  the 
custom  to  keep  the  piano  going,  so  as  to 
bring  the  performance  within  the  25 
Oeo,  II.  c.  36.  It  was,  howeyer,  decided 
hy  the  cases  of  Rez  v.  Nefille,  1  B  and 
Ad.  489,  in  the  year  1830,  and  Levy  v. 
Jales,  8  A  d?  E  129.  that  the  licence  for 
music  and  dancing  did  not  authorise  the 
acting  of  plays,  and  the  Victoria  Theatre 
was  held  not  to  be  a  licensed  theatre.  This 
being  the  state  of  things  in  1831-2  a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject  of  dra- 
matic literature.  The  Committee  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  trade  in 
theatres  ought  to  be  thrown  open,  that 
the  peculiar  privileges  of  the  three  prin- 
cipal theatres  should  be  done  away  with, 
and  that  all  the  theatres  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  performing  any  plays  they 
thought  proper.  The  Report  of  this  Com- 
mittee gave  rise  to  the  present  Dramatic 
Licensing  Act,  under  which  Act  the 
term  "  stage  plays  *'  was  taken  to  include 
"every  tragedy,  comedy,  farce,  burlet- 
ta,  interlude,  melodrama,  pantomime,  or 
other  entertainment  of  the  stage,  or  any 
part  thereof."  The  words  burletta,  melo- 
drama, and  pantomime,  being  for  the  first 
time  introduced  into  the  definition  of  "  stage 
play."  What  was  the  course  which  the ! 
grasping  managers  of  these  theatres  had 
taken  on  the  present  occasion  ?  A  ballet  had 
been  performed  at  the  Alhambra  and  other 
places.  The  managers  of  the  theatres  laid 
an  information  against  Mr.  Strange,  the 
proprietor  of  the  Alhambra.  The  case  came 
before  Mr.  Tyrwhitt,  at  the  Marylebone 
Police  Court,  and  he  decided  that  the 
performance  was  within  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Mr.  Strange  appealed  to  the 
Middlesex  magistrates,  and  they  quashed 
the  conviction.  The  theatrical  managers 
were  not  satisfied,  and  Mr.  Tyrwhitt  had 
since  granted  a  case  for  the  opinion  of  the 
Queen's  Bench.  It  was  not  only  in  London 
that  a  erusade  had  been  commenced  against 
J£r.  Locke 


the  music-halls,  for  proceedings  bad  been 
taken  in  Birmingham  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter. There  was  not  a  literary  instita- 
tion  in  the  country,  if  these  managers  of 
theatres  had  their  way,  that  woold  be 
permitted  to  perform  a  scene  out  of  Shakes- 
peare's plays  or  a  portion  of  an  opera. 
Under  these  circumstancea  the  House 
was,  he  thought,  called  upon  to  interfere 
by  legislation.  The  managers  formerlj 
complained  that  they  had  not  the  same 
privileges  as  the  patent  theatres;  they  theo 
cried  out  for  free  trade;  but  they  were 
now  monopolists.  They  claimed  to  go 
further  than  the  proprietors  of  the  patent 
theatres,  and  wanted  to  have  a  monopolj 
of  every  species  of  stage  performanee. 
Such  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  be 
permitted.  The  theatrical  managers 
alleged  that  they  were  actuated  by  the 
desire  to  uphold  the  true  drama — but,  in 
fact,  they  hardly  ever  performed  a  piece 
that  came  within  the  definition  of  the 
legitimate  drama.  It  was  said  that  in 
some  of  those  music-halls  eating  and 
drinking  and  smoking  were  allowed.  Well, 
was  the  House  aware  that  a  licence  to  a 
theatre  to  perform  stage  plays  carried  with 
it  a  wine,  beer,  and  spirit  licence  ?  This 
was  in  consequence  of  a  clause  having  been 
introduced  into  an  Act,  the  5  &  6  WiU.  lY. 
c.  39,  the  7th  section  of  which  Act 
authorized  the  Commissioners  of  Excise  to 
grant  retail  licences  to  sell  beer,  spirits, 
and  wine,  in  any  theatre  established  under 
a  royal  patent,  or  licensed  by  the  Lord 
Chamberlain,  or  by  the  Justices.  Until 
the  year  1858  this  section  of  the  Act  bad 
been  considered  as  making  it  optional  with 
the  Excise  to  grant  such  licence,  but  a  case 
was  submitted  to  the  Law  OfiScers  of  the 
Crown,  and  Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly  gave  it  ss 
his  opinion  that  the  Commissioners  bed 
no  option  whatever,  and  that  the  prodae- 
tion  of  the  Theatrical  Licence  entitled  the 
holder  of  it  to  demand  the  licence  to  sell 
beer,  wine,  and  spirits  in  the  theatre  as  a 
matter  of  right.  It  appeared  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  opinion  given  bj  Sir 
FitzRoy  Kelly,  was  a  correct  opinion,  at 
all  events  it  had  been  acted  upon  ever  since, 
and  it  was  the  custom  for  the  officers  of 
Excise  to  bring  the  beer,  spirits,  and  wine 
licences  to  every  new  lessee  of  a  theatre 
as  a  matter  of  course,  and  receive  payment 
for  them.  He  (Mr.  Locke)  had  endea- 
voured, when  the  Refreshment  House  Li- 
cences Bill  was  in  Committee,  to  introduee 
a  clause  repealing  the  7th  section  of  the 
5  &  6   Wm.  IV.  c.  39,  but  he  was  met 
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with  tfaa  objeetioii  that  inoh  a  olauu  vu  balls,  moaio-IiallB,  and  entertunment  galle- 
aot  gwinaDV  to  the  anbjeot  of  tlioBill  then  ries.  These  places  would  accommodate 
b«fM«  the  HoQH.  ThU  Bill  provided  179,000  people,  and  he  believed  that  they 
that  althongh  tbe  licence  to  be  obtained  were  conducted  with  the  greateat  pro- 
under  the  25  Oeo.  II.  c.  36,  should  extend  priety.  The  number  of  theatres  in  Len- 
to the  public  performance  of  atage  plajs,  don  waa  twenty-three ;  the  number  of 
atill  that  lieenee  ahonld  not,  any  more  than  these  ptacea  of  entertainment  forty-fire. 
it  did  at  preaent,  authorize  the  sale  of  beer.  Stated  shortly,  the  object  of  the  Bill  waa  to 
wine,  or  apirita,  and  that  the  7th  aection  legalise  the  performance  of  atage  playa  at 
of  tha  5  4  6  Will.  17.  c.  39,  should  any  place  for  whioh  the  magiatratea' muaio 
not  apply  to  any  place  lo  licenaed.  In  and  dancing  licence  had  been  obtained, 
many  theatres  there  waa  a  beer-engine  in  But  iF  the  House  thought  that  tbe  per- 
tbe  pit,  gin  and  cordials  were  sold  there,  formance  of  every  apeciea  of  stage  playa 
and  ao  in  the  gallery  and  at  the  back  of  ought  not  to  be  sanctioned  at  any  but 
Uie  boxes;  but  the  managers  irere  not  licensed  theatres,  could  there  be  any  ob- 
contant  with  this,  for  between  the  acta  cana  jection  to  tbe  niuaic-halls  having  the  aame 
of  beer  were  carried  through  the  theatre,  pririlege  which  the  minor  theatres  poa- 
graatly  interfering  with  the  knees  and  seseed  before  the  monopoly  waa  broken 
backs  of  the  audience.  Was  it  not  betterto  up — namely,  the  performance  of  burlettas, 
sit  in  a  chair  before  a  little  table  and  drink  interludes,  and  melodramaa  ?  It  niuat  he 
year  sherbet  or  what  not!  But  then,  remembered  that  the  Lord  Chamberlain's 
foraootb,  the  theatre  managers  said.  "  Oh,  aurveillance  would  still  apply  to  tbe  per- 
yon  degrade  the  drama  by  allowing  ita  fonnarice  at  these  places,  as  the  Bill  re- 
performance  in  thesetnnaic-halls  I  "  After  served  to  the  Lord  Chamberlain  the 
what  he  had  told  the  House  about  the  sale  licensing  of  the  plays  performed  ;  and 
of  tiqaor  in  theatres,  he  thought  they  be  proposed  certain  proviaiona  to  insure 
woald  not  be  of  opinion  that  the  dignity  the  safety  of  the  audience.  He  ro- 
of the  drama  had  much  to  do  with  the  gretted  that  at  that  late  hour  (five  mi- 
Jueation.  And  now  what  bad  been  the  nutea  paat  one  o'clook)  he  bad  not  the 
enaioni  upon  the  music-hall  perform-  opportunity  of  explaining  the  provisions  of 
aneea !  In  the  Birmingham  case  there  the  Bill  as  he  should  deiire  to  do.  Al- 
waa  what  appeared  to  be  dancing  and  though  he  could  scarcely  expect  that  the 
talking  upon  tbe  stage;  but,  in  point  of  messure  would  become  law  this  Session, 
fact,  nobody  was  on  tbe  stage  at  all,  tbe  be  hoped  the  House,  by  reading  it  a  teoond 
Igarea  of  the  actora  being  reflected  on  the  time,  would  affirm  the  principle  that  alte- 
Mago  from  a  looking-glass  placed  out  of  rations  ought  to  take  place  in  the  present 
tight  of  the  audience.  The  manager  syitem,  and  that  the  unseemly  struggles 
thought  he  was  safe,  but  the  case  waa  which  now  took  place  between  managers 
brought  before  tbe  Common  Pleaa,  which  ought  no  longer  to  continue. 
held  that,  nnder  the  Dramatic  Lioencea  y„ji(,„  ^^^^^  ^„j  Queation  proposed. 
Act,  thia  was  a  sUge  performai.eo  In  „  T^at  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tbe  eaae  of  ti<«  Canterbury  Hall  perform-  tio,a."_{jft..  Lodce.) 
anoe,  whieb  he  invited  hon.  Member,  to  NEWDEGATB  said,  it  was  evi- 
n  and  in,  shadows  were  also  thrown  upon  ,  .  ,  .>  .  ,  .  r  .l  i  j 
S».U«..»d  Kr.  N.,.on  ..nt  to  C.n^r-  ?""'  '"?  ''l'  ""•»•»'  ».'  '^'  '■»°-  ■""' 
1.  I?  11  J  I.  ■  .1  .  f  ~  earned  Gentleman  the  subject  was  a  very 
burr  iTall.and  having  seen   the  perform-  ^                    / 

a«»a  •*' J  tk»t.  though  very  unw.llmgly  .^^^^^  ^f  ^^^  j^^ate. 

be  waa  obliged  to  give  judgment  against  J""""""'  •  "•  -  " 

the  proprietor,  expressing  his   opinion,  at  Amendment  proposed,   "  That   the  de- 

tboacme  time,  that  it  was  an  admirable  bate  be  now  adjourned." 

os«,  and  was  more  amusing  than  moat  of  Sir  GEORGE  GREY  aaiil,  if  his  hen. 

the  performanoes  he  saw  at  the  theatre,  and    learned  Friend  meant   to   press  the 

Pot  bii  own  part  he  coald  not  understand  Bill,  it  was  quite  necessary  that  tlie  debate 

bow    tbe   reflection   of  a  person  dancing  should  be  adjourned.    Consideringtherery 

icen  in  %  mirror  was  anything  improper  so  lata  hour  to  which  the  House  had  sat  that 

long  as  that  person  waa  decently  gerbadi  momiog,   that  there  had  ainee  been  both 

Why  should  the  atage  be  the  only  place  a  day   and  an  evening  aitting,    and  that 

wbare  there  was  not  free  trade  %     No  less  the  House   would    again   assemble  a  few 

aanm  than  £1,667,000  had  been  spent  hours  benee,  he   should    not  attempt  to 

in  baildiag  and  fittiDg  the  Loadon  concert  enter  upon  a  diaouition  of  tba  det*ila  of 
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the  measure.  He  suggested  for  the  eon- 
sideration  of  his  hon.  and  learaed  Friend 
whether,  haWng  called  attention  to  defects 
existing  in  the  present  law,  it  woold  not 
he  well  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  present, 
and  re-introduce  it  in  a  new  Parliament, 
where  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
hoped,  would  find  a  place.  In  the  state 
of  puhlic  husiness,  an  adjournment,  more- 
OTcr,  really  implied  a  relinquishment  of 
the  Bill  for  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  believed  that  if 
this  Bill  became  law  it  would  hate  the 
effect  of  turning  everj  pothouse  into  a 
theatre,  and  every  theatre  into  a  pothouse. 

Mb.  BRADT  also  thought  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  would  reduce  the  drama  to  the 
lowest  pitch  it  had  ever  stood  at  in  the 
country. 

Mb.  LOCKE  ssid»  he  was  not  disposed 
to  accept  mere  assertions  as  an  answer  to 
his  arguments.  As  for  the  comment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Berkeley), 
he  had  heard  it  before  ;  it  was  not  original, 
and  he  knew  where  it  came  from.  Being 
anxious  that  the  subject  should  be  fully 
discussed,  he  would  not  oppose  the  Motion 
for  adjournment. 

Question,  ''That  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourMd  till  Tkareday, 

ROADS   AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLiLND) 
(re-eammUUd)  BILL-{Bill  165.] 
OOMUITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  suggested  that  this 
Order  should  be  discharg^.  The  Bill  was 
one  of  140  clauses,  and  there  was  not  the 
least  likelihood  of  its  passing  this  Session. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  they 
nerer  could  pass  any  Bill  unless  they  tried 
to  do  so.  It  was  only  fair  towards  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire (Lord  Elcho),  who  had  taken  such 
pains  with  this  important  measure,  that 
the  Government  should  afford  him  all  the 
assistance  in  their  power. 

Committee  deferred  till  Thunday, 

EXPnUNO  LAWS. 

Select  Committee  appoiniedf "  to  inquire  what 
temporary  Laws  of  a  pubUo  and  general  nature 
are  now  in  foroe,  and  what  Laws  of  the  like 
nature  have  expired  sinoe  the  last  Report  on  the 
subject ;  and  also  what  Laws  of  the  like  nature 
are  ahout  to  expire  at  particular  periods  or  in 
consequence  of  any  contmgent  public  eyent,  and 
to  report  the  same,  with  their  Observations  there- 
upon, to  the  House :— Mr.  Pul,  Mr.  Dodsov,  Sir 

Sir  George  Orey 


Staftobd  Nobthoor,  Mr.  Actobxbt  GsnnuL, 
Mr.  SoucrroB  Gswbral,  Mr.  Aj>dkblbt,  Mr.  Cow. 
FSB,  Sir  WiLUAif  Jolutfb,  Colonel  Fbbhoh,  Mr. 
Babibg,  Mr.  Bbabp,  Mr.  Dumop,  and  Lord  Jon 
Mahitbbs: — ^Power  to  send  for  persons,  paperi, 
and  records;  Three  to  be  the  quommw— <JMr. 
Pea.) 

LOCAL  OOTEBinCBNT  SUPPLBMEHTAL  (HO.  5) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baboto,  Bill  to  confirm  ee^ 
tain  Provisional  Orders  under  "  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Act,  185B"  relating  to  the  distriets  of 
Nottingham,  Rusholme,  Plymouth,  Redear,  Car- 
diff, Kingston-upon-flidl,  Quildford,  Ran^gite, 
Ryde,  Workington,  and  Oidbrd ;  and  for  otiwr 
purposes  relative  to  oertain  distriets  under  the 
said  Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Bum 
and  SirGsoBOB  Gbbt. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  V.  [BiU  209.] 

PIER  AHB  HARBOim  OBDBBS  OOVFIBMATIOV. 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  givmi  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  oonflrming  oertain  Provisional  Oiden 
made  bj  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  "  The  Genenl 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to  Gimn, 
Mevagissey,  and  Stornoway. 

Rew>lution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mum 
Gibson,  and  Mr.  Hutt. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  I*".  [Bill  210.] 

ULSTBB  OAKAL  TBAHSFBB  BILL. 

On  Blotion  of  Mr.  Pbbl,  Bill  for  transftfriag 
the  Ulster  Canal  to  the  Commissioners  of  Pohlie 
Works  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Pbbl  and  Mr.  Lubb  Wbztb. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  R  [BiU  211.] 

FOBTIFIOATIONS   AKD  WORKS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  providing  a  forther 
sum  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  oonstme- 
tion  of  works  for  the  defence  of  the  Royal  Dodc- 
yards  and  Arsenals,  and  of  the  Porta  of  Dover 
and  Portland,  and  for  the  creation  of  a  Central 
Arsenal,  a  sum  not  exceeding  £660,000  be  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  that  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  be  authorised  and  empowered  to 
raise  the  said  sum  by  Annuities,  for  such  a  term 
not  exceeding  thirty  years ;  and  that  sooh  An- 
nuities shall  be  charged  upon  and  payable  out  of 
the  said  Consolidated  Fund. 

2.  Resolved,  That  the  said  Oommissionen  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to  direct 
the  payment  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  out  of  the  said  Consolidated 
Fund,  of  the  sum  of  £600,  for  the  management 
of  the  contributions  to  be  received  by  tbe  said 
Governor  and  Company  in  respect  of  the  said 
Annuities. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-^noirow, 

House  a<youmed  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o  olook. 
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HOirSB    OF    COUHONS, 
WifiH$iday,  Jtma  14,  1865. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Biuj^—Beiolutioni  [Jane 

13]    rtiported  ^  Record    of    Title    (Ireland) 

[SUmpe] ;  Foriifloationi  and  Worki.* 
Order§d — ^Fortifloationa  and  Worki ;  *   Harbonrs 

Tranafier.* 
JVnf  iSMuIti^— Fortifloationi  (ProTiaion  for  Ex* 

penaae)*  [315] ;  Harboan  Trander*  [2161. 
Secmd   jBmi^  — Tetta    AboUiion    (Oxford) 

[86];  Arrert  for  Debt  AboUUon  (Ireland)* 

[1261 :  PheannU  (Ireland)  •  [193]. 
Comm\tt§e    Penaltiei  Law  Amendment*  [202]. 
Btnari  —  Penalties    Law  Amendment*   [202]; 

Harwiflh  Harbour*  [137]. 
Third  Reading^Fier  and  Harbour  Orden  Con- 

flrmatioii*  [193];    Colonial  Laws  Validity* 

[183];    Colonial  Marriages  VaUdity*  [184]; 

Lnnatio  Aqriiim  Aot  (IS63)  Ac.  Amendment* 

[196]. 

TESTS  ABOLITION  (OXFORD)  BILL. 
£bIU.  85.]      SECOND  RBADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:*  Sir,  two  opposite 
eriticitms  ha?e  been  paued  upon  the  mea- 
eure  now  before  the  House.  Some  ha?e 
called  it  too  small,  and  some  ha? e  called  it 
too  large.  It  has  been  called  too  small  bj 
those  who  assumed  that  the  privileges 
which,  under  the  present  Bill,  are  to  be 
acquired  bj  a  Master  of  Arts  without  a 
theological  test  might,  and  probably  would, 
be  cut  down  in  Committee,  and  not  ex- 
tended to  the  enjoyment  of  a  share  in  the 
goTemment  of  the  UniTcrsity.  It  has  been 
called  too  large  by  those  who  assumed  that 
the  privileges  would  be  granted  in  their 
entirety.  A  measure  which  would  confer 
the  barren  prifilege  of  Master  of  Arts 
upon  those  candidates  for  that  degree,  who 
are  sot  prepared  to  comply  with  existing 
regnlatiflaiay  was  thought  not  to  be  worth 
the  time  and  attention  of  this  House.  A 
aearare  which  bestowed  not  a  barren  pri- 
filege. but  a  substantial  pri?ilege,  a  privi- 
Sp  carrying  with  itself  all  the  rights 
ieh  belong  to  the  Master  of  Arts  under 
the  present  STstem,  was  accused  of  tending 
to  rerolntionise  the  Uni? ersity  and  re?olu- 
tioniae  the  Church.  I  could  not  agree  in 
either  of  those  positions.  Any  progress 
fluida  in  the  relaxation  of  tests  and  sub- 
seriptiona— and  I  need  hardly  remind  this 
Honae  that  by  tests  and  subscriptions  I 
mean  not  creeds,  not  formularies  of  faith, 
but  forms  of  inquisition  —  any  progress 
made  in  the  relaxation  of  tests  and  sub- 
scriptions I  consider  to  be  most  worthy  of 
our  time  and  attention ;   and  if,  on  the 


other  handy  all  testa  and  subscriptions  at 
the  Unirersity  were  relaxed  or  abolished, 
I  do  not  bdicTC  that  the  Uniforsity  would 
be  refolutionised  or  the  Church  destroyed. 
If  the  dilemma  is  forced  upon  me,  that  the 
change  we  adyocate  is  either  small,  and 
not  worth  making,  or,  if  large,  then  dan- 
gerous, I  will  frankly  accept  the  premise 
of  the  latter  horn,  while  I  repudiate  the 
conclusion.     The  change,  I  admit,  will  be 
large  and  substantial.     So  far  from  being 
dangerous,  it  is  in  our  eyes  not  only  safe, 
but  expedient,  wise,  and  e?en  necessary, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Uniyersity,  in  the 
interest  of  the  country,  and,  I  would  yen- 
ture  to  say,  in  the  interests  of  the  Church 
itself.     Were  I  prepared  to  allow  that  the 
Bill  admitted  of  being  so  cut  down  in  Com- 
mittee as  to  giye  a  fresh  legislative  sanc- 
tion to  the  exclusion  of  Dissenters  from 
the  most  important  privileges  of  an  aca- 
demical  degree  —  for  instance,  if  I  were 
prepared  to  accept  what  is  called  the  Cam- 
bridge compromise  —  I  should  indeed  lay 
myself  open  to  the  criticism  of  haying  in- 
troduced for  the  second  time  a  measure 
of  no  urgent  importance.     But  after  the 
Liberal  party  has  decided  once  for  all  to 
accept  the  larger  issue,  and  bestow  the 
privileges  of  a  degree  without  limitation, 
independently  of  a  theological  test — if  we 
remember  that  the  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  last  year,  and  only  lost  in  the  final 
stage,  after  three  divisions,  by  a  majority 
of  two  in  a  full  House — I  am  sure  no  one 
will  be  surprised  if  I  say  that  I  feel  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  holding  out  any  hope 
that  limitations  such  as  I  have  indicated 
could  be  admitted  in  Committee,  at  least 
with  the  consent  of  the  friends  of  the  Bill, 
or,  I  think  I  may  say,  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  Liberal  party.     The  Bill  must  stand 
and  fall  upon  the  broader  issue,  whether 
the  privileges  can  be  bestowed  in  their 
entirety,  if  a  degree  is  given  at  all.     It 
was  said  last  year  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  to  admit  Dissenters  to  the  govern- 
ing body  of  the  University.     This  I  must 
take  leaye  emphatically  to  deny.      It  is 
not   the  principle   of   the  Bill,   although 
unquestionably  one  of  its   results.     The 
removal  of  the  evils  attending  subscrip- 
tion  is   another  result.     What,  then,  it 
may   be   asked,  is  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  ?     The  principle  of  the  Bill  is  what 
the  title  indicates,    and    what   the  pre- 
amble   expands  —  namely,    the    principle 
that  academical  degrees  in   the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  should  for  the  future  be 
independent  of  religious  tests.    Of  course 
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it  is  open  to  hon.  Members  to  take  ez- 
ceptioQ  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  or 
to  take  exception  to  the  results  of  the 
Bill,  or  to  oppose  both  the  principle  on 
its  own  account,  and  its  results,  direct 
and  indirect.  But  let  it  not  be  said  bj 
hon.  Members,  as  it  was  said  last  year, 
that  under  co?er  of  a  specious  principle  we 
are  trying  bj  underhand  means  to  bring  in 
larger  results  which  we  should  be  afraid  to 
bring  in  nakedly.  We  contend  for  the 
principle  for  its  own  sake.  We  avow  the 
results,  and  are  prepared  to  defend  them. 
Our  position  is — that  our  Universities,  his- 
torically, for  all  general  purposes,  are  na- 
tional institutions,  and  legally,  lay  cor- 
porations. That  their  exclusive  connection 
with  the  Church  of  England  is,  if  I  may 
use  a  technical  term,  "accidental,  not 
essential."  That  our  clergy  merely  happen 
to  be  educated  there,  as  they  are  educated 
at  our  schools,  for  purposes  of  general 
training,  before  their  own  special  studies 
begin.  That  theology  is  taught  at  Oxford, 
like  history,  or  philosophy,  simply  as  a 
part,  and,  it  must  be  confessed,  a  very 
small  part,  of  the  general  curriculum. 
That  education,  not  professional,  but  gene- 
ral, and  general  in  its  widest  sense,  is  in 
proctice  the  education  given  at  Oxford, 
looked  for  in  Oxford,  and  I  hope  to  be 
maintained  in  Oxford.  That  to  this  gene- 
ral education  it  is  in  the  general  interest 
of  the  country  toattract  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  Englishmen.  That  no  class  of 
Englishmen  can,  as  a  class,  be  attracted  so 
long  as  they  are  placed  under  humiliating 
restrictions,  or  invited  to  occupy  a  position 
of  legal,  social,  and  academical  inferiority. 
That  any  regulations  which  exclude  from 
academical  degrees,  and  all  the  privileges 
connected  with  these  degrees,  are  a  badge 
of  that  inferiority  and  that  humiliation. 
That  the  imposition  of  religious  tests  falls 
under  the  head  of  such  regulations,  exclud- 
ing those  whom  it  is  for  the  general  good 
to  include,  humiliating  those  who  ought  to 
be  attracted,  and  running  counter  to  the 
national  and  unprofessional  character  of 
our  Universities.  This,  Sir,  is  our  posi- 
tion. These  are  the  principles  upon  which 
the  Bill  is  founded,  leading  to  results  by 
which  we  are  prepared  to  stand.  And,  in- 
dependently of  the  character  of  our  Uni- 
versities and  their  history,  independently 
of  law,  independently  of  the  expediency  of 
making  the  area  of  the  University  co-ex- 
tensive with  the  area  of  the  nation  ;  as  a 
general  principle,  we  contend  that  it  is  a 
solecism  in  science  to  connect  academical 
Mr,  Goschen 


degrees  with  compulsorj  professions  of 
faith,  and  worse  than  a  aoleciam  in  religioD 
to  secure  a  regulation  ortbodozj  by  the 
temptation  of  secular  rewards.  I  do  not 
say  that  there  is  no  other  line  of  argument 
by  which  the  present  system  may  be  effse- 
tually  condemned.  If  I  could  even  grant 
that  the  policy  of  exclusion  were  ezp^irat 
and  just,  I  should  still  call  the  present 
system,  by  which  that  policy  is  attaaptad 
to  be  carried  out,  a  short-sighted  systen, 
an  ineffectual  system,  an  immoral  system. 
And,  unquestionably,  it  will  be  a  grett 
gain  if,  while  we  carry  out  the  prioei^ 
of  making  academical  degrees  indepesdeot 
of  theological  tests,  we  sweep  awsy  a 
system  which,  in  its  very  application,  inde- 
pendently of  its  objects,  inyolves  so  great 
an  amount  of  evil.  But  for  the  present  I 
will  confine  myself  to  the  arguments  which 
I  have  stated. 

I  have  said.  Sir,  that  our  Universitiei 
are  lay  corporations  by  the  law  of  the 
land.  And  when  I  say  this  I  am  not  speak- 
ing at  random  ;  indeed,  I  fear,  that  to 
some  hon.  Members  I  may  seem  to  be  sim- 
ply stating  a  truism.  It  is,  however,  s 
truism  so  often  forgotten  that  I  maybe 
excused  if  I  insist  upon  it.  The  doetrins 
that  our  Universities  are  lay  corporatknu 
is  laid  down  as  the  established  law  in  onr 
text  books.  Stephen,  in  his  Comtnenia/niit 
speaking  of  lay  corporations,  divides  them 
into  civil  and  eleemosynary,  and  says  that 
civil  corporations  are  established  for  s 
variety  of  purposes,  "and  among  tbeis 
corporations,'*  ho  tells  us — 

**  The  general  corporate  bodies  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  must  be  ranked  ;  for  it  is  clear,"  he 
says,  "  that  these  corporations — namely,  Oxibid 
and  Cambridge,  are  not  spiritual  or  ecclesiastioa], 
for  they  are  composed  of  more  laymen  than  elergy; 
neither  are  they  eleemosynary  foundations,  thongli 
stipends  are  annexed  to  certain  magistrates  and 
professors,  any  more  than  other  oorporaUoos 
where  the  acting  ofi9cers  have  standing  salariei^ 
for  these  are  rewards  pro  opere  et  kUMnre,  not 
charitable  donations  only,  since  every  stipend  is 
preceded  by  service  and  duty;" 

This  applies,  of  course,  to  the  UnireFsities 
in  their  collective  capacity.  But  eren  the 
colleges  which  might,  without  impairing 
the  strength  of  my  argument,  be  eoeleii- 
astical  foundations,  this  text-book  of  Eng- 
lish Law  asserts  to  be — 

"Lay,  and  not  ecclesiastical,  fiJling  nndff 
the  head  of  eleemosynary  oorporations  ibmdsd 
for  the  promotion  of  piety  and  leamiog.  AU 
these  eleemosynary  corporations,  though  in  aome 
things  partaking  of  the  nature  of  ecclesiastical 
bodies,  are,  strictly  speaking,  lay,  and  not  ecde- 
siastical,  even  though  composed  of  ecoleaiastieal 
persons." 
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<«  The  Popish  Clergy/'  we  are  told,  "did, 
it  is  tnie,  consider  them  as  EoelesiaBtical 
oorporations."      Bat    it  is    emphatically 

"  WloitoTer  might  be  formerly  the  opinion  of 
the  eivrgf,  it  is  now  held  m  eitablithed  law,  that 
eoUegea  are  lay  oorporations,  though  they  may  be 
totally  composed  of  ecolesiastical  persoDi." 

Or  if  aoj  hon.  Members,  learned  in  Eccle- 
siastical Law,  should  appeal  to  collateral 
eftdence,  and  cite  various  ancient  practices 
to  proTO  the  ecclesiastical  character  of  the 
UoiTersitj — if,  for  instance,  they  wish  to 
appeal  to  the  right  of  yisitation  claimed  hy 
the  Ordinary  of  the  diocese — I  would  ask 
them  whether  they  are  not  aware  that 
the  same  OTidenee  may  he  brought,  and 
the  existence  of  the  same  claims  may  be 
prored,  in  the  case  of  many  other  in- 
stitutions of  which  the  warmest  Anglican 
would  not  Tonture  to  assert  that  they  are 
ecclesiastical  corporations.  Hospitals  were 
under  the  same  laws  of  visitation  as 
Universities.  They,  as  well  as  many 
other  institutions,  were  under  the  control 
of  the  clergy,  precisely  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  seats  of  learning,  and  that 
which  is  called,  with  suggestive  vagueness, 
the  connection  of  the  Church  with  the 
University,  is  historically  nothing  more 
than  the  tie  which  bound  the  priesthood 
of  the  middle  ages  to  the  whole  of  the 
charitable,  educational,  and  even  profes- 
sional institutions  of  the  country. 

It  is  thus,  Sir,  that  I  have  ventured  to 
assert  that  the  Universities  are  not  only 
legally  but  historically  national  institutions. 
The  Universities  were  connected  with  the 
Chorch,  not  as  a  corporation,  but  simply 
with  the  priests  as  the  depositaries  of 
learning.  The  union  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  the  Church  was  not  an  inten- 
tional and  historical  alliance,  for  offence 
and  defence,  between  secular  education 
and  ecclesiastical  dominion.  It  arose 
simply  and  nnintentionally,  ex  necessitate 
ret,  from  the  fact  that  out  of  the  priest- 
hood secular  knowledge  was  scarcely  to  he 
foand.  The  Popish  clergy  were  sufficiently 
usurping  in  their  claim  to  supremacy  over 
every  department  to  which  ecclesiastical 
influence  could  in  any  way  be  applied.  But 
no  rational  advocate  of  Church  influence 
in  the  present  day  ever  ventures  to  assert 
that  the  sphere  of  clerical  domination  in 
present  times  should  be  coincident  with  the 
sphere  occupied  by  the  priests  in  old  times. 
The  exclusive  connection  of  the  University 
with  the  Church  was,  as  I  have  said,  a 
matter  of  accident — the  result  of  the  acci- 


dental fact  that  secular  knowlege,  profes- 
sional knowledge,  political  knowledge,  all 
practically  lay  concentrated  in  the  hands 
of  the  clergy.  It  is  true  that  the  Catholic 
religion  claimed  the  education  of  the  people 
as  one  of  its  special  functions.  Could  that 
claim  have  been  granted,  it  would  hy  no 
means  follow  that  the  Protestant  successors 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  might  assert 
the  same  pretensions.  The  very  essence 
of  the  Reformation  was  surely  the  emanci- 
pation of  the  lay  intellect.  But  the  curious 
feature  is  this  —  that  while  abroad  the 
ultimate  effect  of  the  Reformation  has  been 
to  secularise  the  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sities, our  Protestant  Universities  (Oxford 
will  forgive  me  for  using  this  offensive 
epithet)  claim  to  maintain  a  character 
exclusively  ecclesiastical.  So  little  are 
the  Roman  Catholic  Universities  abroad 
afraid  of  admitting  heretics,  that  I  have 
been  informed,  and  I  confess  I  heard  it 
with  surprise,  that — 

"  No  creed,  or  dogma,  or  eonfeasion  of  £iith, 
has  been  imposed  in  any  of  the  Roman  CathoUo 
Universities  of  Austria  since  1782." 

Take    the   University  of  Prague  as  an 

illustration.     I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 

from    a    very   excellent    authority,    who 

informs  me  that—- 

'*  After  the  proclamation  of  the  Patent  of 
Toleranoe  (1781,  by  the  Emperor  Joseph  II.) 
many  of  the  formulas  still  then  in  use,  by  which 
the  University  was  designated  as  exclusively  Ro- 
man Oatholie,  were  likewise  abrogated.  At  the 
*  promotionsT  to  dootorship  (eorresponding  to  onr 
higher  degrees)  the  profession  of  &ith,  till  then 
used,  was  abolished.  The  Jews  were  admitted 
to  the  academical  degrees." 

Of  Austria  and  Bavaria  it  may  be  said, 
without  exaggeration,  that  they  are  far 
more  Roman  Catholic  than  England  is 
Anglican,  and  yet  only  a  short  time  ago 
the  Rector  of  the  University  of  Munich 
— an  office  corresponding  partly  to  the 
Vice  Chancellor  and  partly  to  the  Master 
of  a  College  in  our  Universities  —  was 
a  Protestant.  What  do  we  find,  then, 
to  be  the  case  ?  The  Church  of  Rome, 
with  her  traditional  hatred  of  the  progress 
of  human  thought,  with  her  confessed 
aversion  to  the  pursuit  of  truth,  and  her 
avowed  hostility  to  scientific  inquiry,  has 
been  compelled  to  surrender  to  the  State 
the  keys  of  Continental  Universities,  where 
no  theological  tests  bar  the  way  to  acade- 
mical distinction,  where  degrees  and  emolu- 
ments are  bestowed  without  enforced  decla- 
rations of  theological  conformity  ;  and  tho 
Church  of  England,  placed  in  tiio  midst  of 
the  most    libersl  country  in   the  world. 
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boaBtiDg  its  hold  ofer  the  most  enlightdDed 
portion  of  that  coantrj,  claimSy  with  the 
Charoh  of  Spain  alone,  the  anenTiahle 
priyilege  of  intolerant  exclusion,  the  right 
to  a  monopoly  o?er  the  academieal  ednca- 
tion  of  the  coantry,  a  monopoly,  whieh  in 
England  excludes  half  the  population  from 
the  traditional  seats  of  the  country's  learn- 
ing. Sir,  I  could  almost  imagine  that 
many  persons,  hoth  here  and  out  of  doors, 
may  think  that  I  am  fighting  irith  a 
shadow,  when  I  so  strenuously  deny  the 
ecclesiastical  character  of  our  Uni?er- 
sities.  But,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  if 
petitions  are  realities*  and  not  shadows,  the 
ecclesiastical  character  of  our  Universities 
is  held  to  he,  not  only  a  fact,  hut  a  fact  for 
which  the  petitioners  are  prepared  to  sacri- 
fice, I  will  not  say  their  liyes,  I  will  not 
say  their  endowments,  hut  unauestionahly 
their  reputation  for  charity  and  discretion. 
Here  is  what  I  may  call  the  typical  peti- 
tion of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill : — 

"  Tear  Petitioners  woald  represent  to  year 
honourable  House  that  the  UniTersity  of  Oxford 
is  essentially  (observe  the  word  "eaenUcUlff") 
essentially  a  UniTersity  in  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England,  having  been  originally 
founded  and  subsequently  endowed  and  main- 
tained, and  even  at  the  present  time  is  mainly 
supported  by  members  of  the  Church  of  England." 

**  Mainly  supported  !  "  There  is  an  un- 
conscious candour  about  that  word.  And 
observe  the  contrast.  It  is  stated  broadly, 
without  any  qualification,  or  any  such  can- 
did word  as  "mainly,"  that  the  University 
was  originally  founded  and  endowed  by 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  (Ro- 
man Catholic  members,  I  presume.)  Ac- 
cording to  this  view,  then,  the  University 
was  exclusively  maintained  by  the  Churcli 
of  England  when  the  Church  of  England 
was  Papist,  and  is  only  mainly  supported 
by  the  Church  of  England  now  that  the 
Church  of  England  is  Protestant.  But 
let  me  just  say  here  quite  incidentally  that, 
on  the  showing  of  these  orthodox  and 
candid  petitioners  it  would  be  enough  to 
answer,  that  as  the  University  is  mainly 
supported  bv  members  of  the  Church, 
justice  will  be  satisfied  if  her  academical 
degrees  are  mainly  given  to  members  of 
the  Church  ;  and  that  as  they  clearly  con- 
templated a  margin  of  support  coming 
from  other  quarters,  so  a  margin  of  acade- 
mical degrees,  with  all  their  privileges, 
would  be  due,  on  their  own  showing,  to  the 
various  quarters  (whatever  they  may  be) 
whence,  according  to  the  petitioners,  that 
support  is  derived.  But  I  lay  no  stress  on 
this  petition  myself.  Far  from  it.  And  I 
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hare  only  quoted  it  aa  a  sample  of  the 

vagne  and  even  inconsistent  eharaeter  of 

the  claims  pot  forward.     Bat  the  impofw 

tant  point  of  the  petition  I  have  quoted  is 

that  it  takes  the  bull  by  the  homst  aal 

bluntly  declares  thal^— 

'<  Tests  are  neeessary  to  the  proteetioa  of  tks 
eeelesiastical  obaraoter  of  the  Univeratj." 

And  this  petition  is  the  petition  of  the 
English  Church  Union.  The  clergy  of  tlio 
ruial  deanery  of  Bamburgh  are  a  little 
more  diplomatic,  and  the  petitionera  eonfins 
themselves  to  *' feeling^'  that  the  Bill 
would  *'  do  injury  to  the  distinctive  Churdi 
character  of  the  University."  Well,  thii 
sounds  a  little  better  than  the  '*  eoclesiastiesl 
character  *'  of  the  University.  Bat  I  pre- 
sume the  sense  and  the  drift  are  the  sane. 
The  University  is  claimed  as  the  ezdoaiTe 
property  of  one  creed.  The  real  troth,  oo 
douDt  is,  that  in  the  early  days  of  the 
University,  its  founders  did  not  foresee  the 
national  diversities  which  have  sinoe  arises. 
The  colleges  were  foonded  when  the 
nation  was  of  one  belief,  not  for  the  be- 
nefit of  one  special  creed  independently 
of  the  nation.  If  diversities  had  not 
arisen,  and  all  England  were  Angiissa 
(or  rather  Roman  Catholic,  as  it  wooU 
be  if  no  diversities  had  arisen),  tbea 
a  University  which  admitted  only  Catholies 
(or,  if  you  prefer  it,  only  Anglieans)  woaU 
still  be  a  national  University.  Bat  the 
diversities  have  arisen.  You  have  reeog- 
nised  them  in  this  House.  And  it  is  a 
strong  assumption  to  make,  that  becaoss^ 
when  the  Universities  were  founded,  the 
nation  and  the  Roman  Catholic  reUgioo 
were  co-extensive,  now,  when  that  eo- 
extension  no  longer  exists,  a  cl«m  to  the 
exclusive  possession  of  the  University  can 
hold  good,  not  in  favour  of  the  Romsn 
Catholics,  but  in  favour  of  their  episcopa- 
lian successors.  In  this  assumption  there 
is  a  double  fallacy — the  fallacy  that  the 
Universities  were  founded  for  one  creed, 
and  the  fallacy  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land has  now  become  the  natural  heir  to 
the  privileges  granted  to  the  favoured 
creed,  although  that  creed  is  still  alive. 
Nay,  Sir,  there  is  another  fallacy,  the  &1- 
lacy  of  supposing  that  if  the  An^^iesa 
Church  were  in  possession  of  such  privi- 
leges, and  the  Roman  Catholic  Choreh, 
the  original  claimant,  were  defunot»  the 
inheritance  would  have  come  to  the 
Church  of  England  through  a  natural  Uw 
of  succession,  instead  of  through  the  ac- 
tion of  the  State.  With  the  first  of  these 
fallaoies  I  have  ahready  dealt.     I,  for  my 
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puiy  ID  eommont  I  tbiDk,  with  the  fast 
majoritj  of  this  Houae  and  of  the  country, 
do  not  belteve  that  the  Universities  eter 
vera  eoelesiastioal  "  property,"  because  I 
hold  that  they  belong  to  the  State.  Sup- 
poaing,  however,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  they  did  not  belong  to  the  State,  and 
MoDged  originally  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Charob,  then  we  come  to  the  second  fal- 
laey»  that  the  Church  of  England  is  the 
Baioral  heir  to  Roman  Catholic  founda- 
kioiis.  But,  Sir,  let  me  ask,  is  the  Roman 
Catholie  Church  extinct?  Can  the  Church 
of  Bngland  inherit  from  a  Church  which 
itni  IWea  amongst  us  ?  And  especially  I 
aak,  bow  comes  it  that,  under  this  theory, 
the  Roman  Catholics  are  at  this  moment 
exdudad  from  the  foundations  which  were 
created  out  of  the  funds  of  their  co-reli- 
gioDista  ?  How  came  the  Church  of  £ng- 
wad,  if  it  ever  came,  by  their  property  ? 
By  natoral  descent,  or  by  a  transfer  made 
bj  the  State  ?  I  am  well  aware  of  the 
ingenioua  theory  which  loves  to  represent 
the  present  State  Church  of  England  as 
the  original  Church  of  the  land,  and  tho 
Boman  Catholics  as  a  species  of  Dissenters. 
Coald  this  theory  be  admitted  we  should 
only  come  to  the  awkward  fact  that  the 
Usiveraities  were  founded  by  those  very 
Diaaenters.  But  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
hi  Bneland  had  died  out,  how  could  tho 
Chareh  of  England  claim  to  be  their  heir  ? 
Sorely  the  endowmenta  would  escheat  to 
Che  State.  We,  Sir,  are  in  no  such  diffi- 
eslty.  We  maintain  that  the  UniTorsiiies 
aeeeaaarily  belong  to  the  State.  The  State 
aaaamed  the  right  to  deal  with  the  Uui- 
veraitiee  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation, 
OQSted  the  Roman  Catholics,  closed  the 

eaa  upon  those  who  had  been  their 
nder»9  barred  them  with  theological 
teata»  and  to  this  day  excludes  the  very 
■MB  who,  if  any  man  ever  had,  would  have 
the  only  semblance  of  a  title  derived  from 
hiatory  and  law. 

I  cannot  conceal  from  myself.  Sir,  that 
the  arguments  which  I  have  answered 
hitherto  would  only  be  important  if  1  had 
loft  them  unanswered.  The  strongest  ar- 
gumenta  are  those  which  rely  on  the  con- 
neetion  between  the  Church  and  the  State. 
The  State,  it  will  be  said,  has  founded  a 
State  Church,  and  handed  over  the  State 
Uoiverstties  to  that  State  Church.  Our 
aaawer  ii  simple — What  the  State  trans- 
ferred for  the  good  of  the  country  once,  the 
State,  on  your  own  admission,  can  transfer 
again  for  the  good  of  the  country.  But 
we  aak  for  no  transfer.     What  we  ask  for 
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is  a  simple  extension,  an  extension  which 
will   not  impair,   nay,  we    honestly   and 
firmly  believe,  will  enhance  the  welfare  of 
the  Church,  while  it  benefits  the  country 
at  large.      To  this  our  opponents  reply. 
No,  the  State  may  have  given  the  State 
Universities  to  tho  State  Church,  but  what 
the  State  has  given  it  cannot  take  away. 
The  Church  has  a  claim  to  those  Univer- 
sities.   This  claim,  strong  as  it  may  appear 
at  first  sight,  again  rests  on  a  double  fal- 
lacy.    It  is  assumed,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  Church  has  a  monopoly  of  tho 
education  of  the  country.     That  is  a  claim 
which   has    never    been   allowed   in    this 
House.      The  Church  might  as  well  set 
up  a  claim  to  a  monopoly  of  Parliament 
itself,  as  set  up  a  claim  to  a  monopoly  of 
the  national  education.  But  it  is  assumed, 
in  the  second  place,  that  education,  in  tho 
limited  sense  in  which  the  word  is  applicable 
to  school  training,  is  tho  sole  function  of 
the   University.     Sir,  I  cannot  agree  in 
this  view.     Education,  properly  so  called, 
is  only  a  part  of  University  life.     Another, 
and  even  a  higher  function  of  a  University, 
properly  so  called,  is  the  pursuit  of  truth. 
It  has  been  said,  on  very  high  authority, 
from  which,  however,  I  beg  respectfully  to 
dissent,  that  free  inquiry  can  only  be  con- 
ducted  by  free  inquirers,  and  that,  accord- 
ingly, such  free  inquiry  cannot  be  loyally 
conducted  in   the  Church.      But,   Sir,  if 
this  wore  true,  which  it  is  not,  would  it 
not  prove  conclusively  that  there  can  be  no 
exclusive  connection  between  the  Church 
and  the  University  ?     For  if  free  inquiry 
cannot  be  conducted  in  the  Church,  where 
is  it  to  be  conducted  ?     Why,  of  course, 
in  our  Universities.     To  our  Universities 
we  must  look,  not  only  for  the  education 
of  our  youth,  but  for  the  unimpeded  pur- 
suit of   free  inquiry.      If,    then,  it  wero 
truly  contended  that  free  inquiry  cannot 
loyally  be  conducted  in  the  Church,  whereas 
it  is  evidently  an  organic  function  of  tho 
University,  this  argument  alone  would  ef- 
fectually disprove  the  essential  connection 
between  the  University  and  the  Church. 

I  have  attempted.  Sir,  to  dispose  of  tho 
essential  connection  between  the  Church 
and  the  University.  A  connection  no  doubt 
exists,  but  not  an  essential  connection,  not 
an  exclusive  connection.  The  next  argu- 
ment, however,  which  is  put  forward  is 
that  the  Uuiversities  belong  to  the  Church 
of  England,  because  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  are  educated  there. 
The  Universities,  it  is  said,  are  the  train- 
ing schools  of   the   English  clergy.     To 
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this  I  reply,  in  similar  terms,  thai  although 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  hap- 
pen to  be  educated  there,  and  I  trust  will 
long  continue  to  be  educated  there,  no  es- 
sential and  no  exclusive  connection  exists 
between  the  clerical  profession  and  the 
UniTcrsities,  any  more  than  between  the 
Universities  and  other  liberal  professions. 
To  represent  Oxford  as  a  clerical  seminary 
is  to  rob  Oxford  of  its  title  to  be  a  Uni- 
versity at  all.  It  is,  indeed,  true  enough, 
or  it  was  until  lately  true  enough,  that  the 
majority  of  those  who  take  holy  orders 
were  educated  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
But  what  was  the  education  they  received 
there  ?  Why,  Sir,  the  common  education 
of  every  English  gentleman,  and  the  ho- 
nours and  distinctions,  which  were  the 
best  passports  to  the  Church,  were  also 
the  best  passports  to  the  bar.  A  small 
class  of  men,  it  is  true,  may  wish  to  give 
a  more  professional  and  one-sided  educa- 
cation  to  our  clergy,  but  the  country  at 
large,  I  am  sure,  recognises  the  immense 
advantage  of  educating  laity  and  clergy 
together,  and  developing  rather  a  lay  cle- 
ment in  the  clergy  than  a  clerical  element 
in  onr  laity.  And  here  I  may  say  that 
strange  and  inconsistent  views  are  no  doubt 
very  frequently  put  forth  by  the  champions 
of  the  clerical  character  of  the  Universi- 
ties. On  the  one  hand,  to  hear  them  speak, 
one  might  almost  suppose  that  the  laity 
were  admitted  to  the  Universities  on  suffer- 
ance, and  that  it  is  a  high  privilege  to  be 
allowed,  as  a  simple  layman,  present  and 
future,  to  associate  with  sucking  curates 
in  posse.  To  the  fact  of  this  association 
they  point  as  the  main  safeguard  for  our 
future  piety  and  principles.  On  the  other 
hand,  still  under  the  hallucination  that  the 
Universities  are  the  monopoly  of  the 
Church,  they  degrade  them  in  their  theory 
to  a  place  where  young  curates  are  to  sow 
their  wild  oats,  and  where  the  laity  may 
be  invited  in,  as  the  children  of  darkness, 
to  supplement  the  learning,  and  lend  a 
worldly  grace  to  the  children  of  light. 
Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  that  it  is 
of  infinitely  greater  advantage  to  the  clergy 
to  sow  their  wild  oats  among  the  laity  than 
in  a  special  theological  locality  devised  for 
that  purpose.  But  I  would  lay  it  down  in 
the  strongest  terms  that  the  education  of 
the  country  is  not  to  be  sacrificed  to  the 
exigencies  of  the  clergy,  present  or  future. 
There  are  many  arguments  in  connection 
with  this  subject  which  deserve  to  be 
treated  with  respect ;  but  the  argument 
that  in  logislating  for  Oxford  we  are  simply 
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to  consider  the  education  of  our  clergy  ii 
an  argument  which,  stated  in  its  naked 
form,  no  one  of  us  woold  be  prepared  to 
admit.     A  fair  share  in  that  edacation  is 
common  with  other  professions  the  clergj 
may  legitimately  demand.      They  cannot 
demand    to    monopolise  that    educatioo; 
they  cannot  even  claim  to  render  it  leu 
effcctuol  to  others,  in  order  to  render  it 
more  effectual  to  themselves.  But  some  peo- 
ple may  fear  that  the  admission  of  Disaeo- 
ters  to  the  University  might  discourage  (he 
study  of  theology  altogether.     Those  who 
entertain   this    fear'  evidently   think  thit 
theology  enters  as  a  large  part  into  Uni- 
versity education.     But  I  may  confidentlj 
appeal  to  those  who  are  at  all  conversmt 
either  with  the  studies  or  the  life  at  Oxford 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from  tbe 
practical  and  common-sense  point  of  view, 
theology  enters  as  an  important  eleoient 
into   University   training   at   all.     I  well 
remember  the  theological  studies  to  which 
undergraduates  were  subjected  as  a  msttsr 
of  form.     One  hour  a  week  was  cut  off 
from  our  secular  studies  for  a  lecture  oa 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles ;  and  in  the  col- 
lege to  which  I  had  the  privilege  to  belong 
we  had   the   further  advantage  of  being 
called  upon  every  week  for  an  abstract  of 
a  University  sermon.      It  was  a  current 
libel  in  the  town  that  a  pastrycook  far* 
nislicd  these  abstracts  at  a  few  shillings 
apiece.     I  do  not  wish  to  deny  that  at  all 
times  there  are  to  be  found  at  Oxford  men 
who  devote  themselves  zealously  to  eccle- 
siastical learning.      There  is  scarcely  any 
branch  of  science  that  has  not  some  enthu- 
siastic votaries  at  Oxford.     But  I  repeat 
that,  as  a  matter  of  practical  experience, 
every  one   must  admit  that  theology,  to 
the  great  body  of  Oxford  men  who  seek 
an  academical  degree,  is  but  a  part,  and  a 
very  small  part,  of  tho  studies  proscribed, 
and  a  still  smaller  part  of  the  actual  studiei 
undertaken.    The  education  which  is  given, 
that  which  ought  to  be  given,  at  Oxford, 
and  given  to  clergy  and  laity  alike,  is  s 
general  education.      And  we  have  to  ask 
whether  it  is  wise,  expedient,  or  just,  to 
connect  this  general  education  and  its  legi- 
timate rewards,  not  indeed  with    religion 
and  that  piety  which,  together  with  learn- 
ing, appears  in  the  phraseology  of  so  many 
University  grants,  but  with  the  enforced 
acceptance  of  dogmatic  formulas  not  con- 
templated in  those  grants,  and  the  enforced 
assent  to  hundreds  of  propositions,  wliich 
no  two  men  interpret  alike,  much  less  un- 
derstand  alike,   and   which,  so  far  from 
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haTiog  promoted  that  ooitj  and  spirit  of 
ooneord  which  we  are  conjured  in  eferj 
tone  of  entreaty  not  to  disturb,  have  been 
a  soaree  of  more  firulenoe,  more  bitternesa, 
more  malignitj,  than  any  one  of  those  poor 
seeolar  subjects,  the  study  of  which  we  are 
told  would  be  demoralised  if  withdrawn 
from  the  hallowing  influence  of  enforced 
theological  unanimity. 

Boty  independently  of  the  wisdom   and 
eipediency,   as    an   abstract    question   of 
poiiey*  of  connecting  academical  degrees 
with  theological  tests,  the  House  is  bound 
to  eonaider,  whether,  if  we  believe  the  ge- 
neral education  given  at  Oxford  to  be  of 
aucb  infinite  importance,  and  to  have  con- 
ferred soch  inestimable  benefits  upon  those 
who  have  been  admitted  there  hitherto, 
whether,  I  say,  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
we  should  not  desire,  nay,  insibt,  that  the 
fall    privileges  of   that  general  education 
ahould  be  extended  beyond  the  area  of  the 
Church  to  the  nation  at  large.     It  is  the 
boaat.  Sir,  and  privilege  of  our  Universities 
to  give  the  highest  and  most  general  edu- 
cation of  which  this  country  is  capable. 
Oxford  aspires  to  give  a  certain  tone  and 
character  to  the   intellect  and  feeling  of 
the  nation,  and  the  establishment  of  her 
middle-class  examinations,  and  the  success 
which  has  attended  them,  show  a  growing 
bond  of  sympathy  between  herself  and  the 
countrr.     There  was  a  time  when  a  gulf 
seemed  to  lie  between  academical  education 
and  the  practical  self-culture  of  the  coun- 
try.    Oxford  looked  upon  the  unprivileged 
with  arrogance,  and  the  unprivileged  looked 
upon  Oxford  with  suspicion.    1  regret  to  say 
that  this  separation  is  a  matter  almost  of 
eonffratulation  to  many  friends  of  the  Uni- 
versity.    I  met  with  a  curious  proof  of  this 
the  other  day,  and  one  I  think  well  worth 
the  attention  of  tho  House.     An  Oxford 
friend  aaid  to  me,  "  So  you  are  going  to 
make  a  manufacturing  college  of  Oxford." 
I  aaked  him  ••  Uow  ? "    ••  Why,  of  course," 
he  BMd,  "  by  the  abolition  of  tests."     I 
think,   Sir,  this  candid  friend  of  mine  has 
let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag.     Theological 
tcata  are,  you  observe   valued  as  Social 
testa.     Whether   this    curious    theory    is 
founded   on    the  assumption  that  country 
gentlemen    and    other    classes,    whoever 
they  may  be,  who  are  not  manufacturers, 
can   digest  tests   which   a    manufacturer 
cannot  even  swallow,  or  whether  there  is 
a  vague  idea  in  tho  minds  of  Oxford  men, 
that  manufacturers  are  all  Dissenters,  I 
cannot  tell.     Probably   my   friend    never 
thought  aboot  the  matter.     But  his  remark 


conveys  tho  general  idea  of  social  exclu- 
siveness    which    underlies    the    cloak   of 
theological  tenderness.    It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  exclusiveness  of  the  Univer- 
sity,   more  than  any  other   circumstanco 
perhaps,  has  imperilled  the  cause  of  classical 
learning  in  this  country,  that  cause  which 
next  to  clerical  ascendancy  over  the  na- 
tional intellect,  lies  nearest  to   the  heart 
of  the  Conservative  party.     And,  sympa- 
thising as  I  do,  with  classical  education. 
I  lament  that  ecclesiastical  usurpation  and 
theological  intolerance  should  seriously  have 
endangered   tho    popularity  of    a   system 
which,  I  may  confidently  say,  is  quite  as 
dear  to  me  as  it  is  to  them.     It  is  a  de- 
plorable coincidence  that  classical  and  cleri- 
cal, when  applied  to  education,  should,  in 
the  mind  of  half  the  country,  have  come 
to  be  considered  as  convertible  terms.  This, 
Sir,  is  the  true  historical  key  to  the  aver- 
sion in  this  country  of  the  Dissenters  to  a 
classical  education.     The  utilitarian  view 
is  little  more  than  a  pretext.     And  if  that 
utilitarian  view  in  matters  of  education  is 
to  bo   successfully   combated,    ^rou    must 
separate  academical  degrees  from  theolo- 
gical prejudices,  and  hold  them  out  os  the 
highest  prizes  and  patents  of  refinement 
to  the  nation  at  large.     If  the  Universities 
are  really  thrown  open,  if  they  are  freely 
recognised  as  national  institutions,  if  they 
are  made  to  feel  responsible  for  the  edu- 
cation  of  tho   country  at  large,  if  they 
recognise  the  duty  of  supplying  candidates, 
not  only  for  the  Bar  and  the  Church,  but 
for  every  department  of  national  life,  the 
Universities  will  not  have  been  lowered  in 
character,  their  tone  will  not  have  become, 
as  hon.  Members  are  not  ashamed  to  in- 
sinuate, more  vulgar,  but  they  will  have 
established  a  fresher  and  a  surer  hold,  not 
only  upon  the  intellect,  but  upon  the  affec- 
tions and  reverence  of  the  nation.  Surely, 
Sir,  Churchmen  least  of  all  can  deny  that 
it  would  be  of  immense  advantage  to  the 
Dissenters  themselves   to  be   admitted  to 
the  University.     But  probably  they  will 
continue  to  assert  that  it  involves  danger 
to  the  Church.     Now,  if  thore  is  one  line 
of  argument  which  is,  if  I  majf  use  the 
term,  irritating  to  liberal  Churchmen,  it  is 
the  constant   assumption  which  underlies 
the  views  of  hon.   Members   opposite  — 
namely,  that  not  only  in  every  intellectual 
conflict,  but  even  in  all  friendly  intellectual 
intercourse,   our   Church    must    certainly 
succumb  to  every  other  creed.     Pushiog 
its  missionary  labours  abroad  into  every 
quarter  with  almost  indiscreet  energy,  it 
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pretends  at  home  to  shrink  from  all  con- 
tact with  other  denominations.  Dissenters 
and  Catholics,  if  admitted  to  Oxford,  would, 
it  is  feared,  leaven  the  mass  of  orthodox 
Churchmen  instead  of  heing  leavened  by 
them.  I  am  sure  hon.  Members  will  for- 
give me  if  I  have  no  great  confidence  in 
the  candour  of  that  argument.  A  want 
of  courage  is  the  last  charge  that  I  feel 
I  could  bring  against  the  great  Oxford 
party  who  resist  the  abolition  of  tests  and 
subscriptions.  I  think  it  is  rather  aversion 
than  fear  on  which  the  policy  of  exclusion 
rests.  And,  indeed,  it  appears  tome  merely 
idle  to  suppose  that  if  this  Bill  were  to  pass 
there  would  be  such  a  rush  of  heretics  into 
Oxford  as  to  swamp  its  Anglican  element. 
Under  what  circumstances,  and  how  could 
that  element  bo  swamped  ?  Intellectually 
or  numerically?  The  first  alternative  I, 
as  a  Churchman,  cannot  for  a  moment 
admit,  nor  can  I  see  how  any  Churchman 
can  admit  it.  The  second  alternative  runs 
exactly  parallel  with  the  admission  of  Jews 
and  Dissenters  to  this  House.  Have  the 
Jews  and  Dissenters  in  this  House  swamped 
every  other  element  ?  Are  they  likely  to 
swamp  it  ?  And  on  what  conceivable  prin- 
ciple would  they  swamp  the  University  ? 
Both  in  Oxford,  and  in  this  House,  they 
will  obtain  that  influence,  and  that  influence 
only,  which,  as  citizens  of  this  country, 
they  would  in  free  competition  for  power 
and  position  naturally  secure,  were  they 
not  unequally  weighted  by  the  arbitrary 
legislation  which  the  Bill  before  us  is  in- 
tended to  remove.  Sir,  the  argument  of 
swamping  the  Universities  does  not  deserve 
one  moment's  consideration.  It  is  not  only 
improbable,  but,  I  venture  to  say,  impos- 
sible,  at  all  events  only  possible  if  the  in- 
tellectual supremacy  of  the  Church  and  her 
own  predominance  at  Oxford  were  lost  by 
her  own  default.  I  know  it  is  said,  "  Let 
Dissenters  come  to  the  Universities,  but 
do  not  admit  them  to  the  governing  body 
of  the  University." 

Sir,  a  very  great  fuss  is  made  about  ad- 
mitting Dissenters  to  the  government  of 
the  University.  I  say  we  have  admitted 
them.  We  have  admitted  Jews,  Catholics, 
Dissenters,  to  Parliament.  Here  they  are, 
sitting  and  legislating  for  the  University 
at  this  moment — legislating  with  infinitely 
greater  effect,  than  if  they  themselves  in 
cap  and  gown  were  sitting  in  Convocation, 
making  speeches  in  Latin.  Is  it  not  per- 
fectly clear  that  they  are  infinitely  more 
powerful  here,  legislating  for  a  University 
from  which  they  are  excluded,  and  if  they 
Mr.  Goschen 


were  engaged  in  local  legislation  within 
the  pale  of  a  University  in  which  they 
were  included.  There,  as  here,  they  would 
be  in  a  minority — probably  in  a  much 
smaller,  certainly  in  a  much  less  bitter, 
minority — in  proportion  as  Oxford  softened 
and  disarmed  by  admission  those  whom 
now  she  professes  to  fear. 

And  now.  Sir,  I  may  ask — if  there  is 
any  force  in  the  arguments  which  I  have 
urged,  if  there  is  any  truth  in  the  assertion 
that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  to 
attract   the  greatest    possible   variety  of 
Englishmen  to  the  University — can  we  ex- 
pect to  attain  this  desirable  consummation 
so  long  as  whole  classes  are  subjected  to 
humiliating   restrictions  and  distinctions? 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  you  are  willing 
to  educate  them,  willing  to  admit  them  on 
sufferance,  willing  to  allow  them  to  tres- 
pass  within    the   sacred    precincts  of  s 
clerical  University.     You  know  very  well 
that  they  will  not  come  in  the  charact^  of 
interlopers  to  "  sit  below  the  salt."    Call 
it  sentimental,  call  it  by  whatever  name 
you    please,    the   fact    remains.      To  be 
excluded   from    academical    degrees  is  s 
penalty,  a  penalty  on  nonconformity  staring 
the  Nonconformist  in  the  face  from  the 
first  instant  when  he  enters  the  University. 
Nor   are   Dissenters   alone   liable  to  fall 
under  the  weight  of  this  penalty.     Every- 
one who  in  the  pursuit  of  truth  stumbles 
on  an  unexpected  difficulty,  or  whose  theo- 
logical   studies,   studies   theoretically  en- 
couraged at  Oxford,  have  awakened  instead 
of  blunting    his  conscience,  may  at  any 
moment  see  the  blank  wall  of  theological 
uniformity  barring  his  progress  to  academi- 
cal distinction.      Probably  half  the  men 
who  are  excluded  by  theological  tests  are 
the  very  men  who  would  most  value  and 
most  be  benefited  by  an  academical  degree. 
There  are  men  to  whom  to  be  a  gradu- 
ate of  Oxford  means  only  to  write  M.A. 
after  their  names,  and  to  be  canvassed  at  a 
University   election.     There  are  numbers 
of  others  to  whom  to  be  a  Master  of  Arts 
at  Oxford  conveys  more   substantial  and 
nobler  advantages.     What  they  value  is 
the  acquisition   of  a  position  in  the  Uni- 
versity itself.     But  to  remain  permanently 
at  Oxford,  and  to  take  part  in  that  Oxford 
life  which  begins,  strictly  speaking,  after 
the  career  of  the  undergraduate  is  past,  it 
is  necessary  either  to  proceed  to  the  higher 
academical  degree,  or  to  incur  that  odium 
of  nonconformity  or  eccentricity  so  often 
fatal   to  later  prospects   no  less  than  to 
present  comfort.     I  Icnow  a  case  in  point 
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at  this  momeot  A  Seotoh  PreBbjteriaD, 
highly  dittingaished  iq  Oxford  ezamina- 
tioii8»  who  as  a  Bscbelor  of  Arts  has  been 
most  useful  to  bis  college,  must,  by  the 
rales  of  thst  college,  proceed  to  the  higher 
degree  of  Master  of  Arts.  He  holds  a 
fellowship  now,  but  this  fellowship  must 
be  Tacated,  and  his  position  in  the  Uni- 
▼ersity  be  abandoned,  if  be  does  not  sign  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles  and  the  36th  Canon, 
now,  after  being  a  fellow  of  his  college  for 
•eferal  years.  1  ask  the  House,  is  this  a 
griefanee,  or  is  it  not  ?  And  is  it  a  griev- 
ance to  that  individual  only,  and  not  rather 
to  that  important  section  of  the  country 
to  which  he  belongs  ?  Sir,  I  cannot  un- 
derstand how  the  grievance  can  be  denied. 
I  eannot  understand  how  it  can  be  said 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  before  the  House 
consists  simply  in  the  removal  of  a  senti- 
mental difficulty.  But  if,  Sir,  I  were  eveu 
to  admit  that  the  difficulty  is  purely  senti- 
mental, let  me  ask,  what  is  it  that  is 
ehiefly  encouraged  at  Oxford  ?  Is  it  not 
the  sentiment  of  honour,  and  the  feeling  of 
a  gentleman  ?  Only  the  other  day,  in  an 
admirable  pamphlet  upon  this  subject,  I  saw 
it  stated  that  an  Anglican  paper,  in  con- 
eloding  the  notice  of  a  book  written  by  a 
Dissenter,  said,  "  It  was  a  great  pity  that 
Bo  Dissenter  could  write  like  a  gentle- 
man." I  call  it  a  national  outrage  upon 
Dissenters,  first  to  exclude  tliem  from  the 
UniTersities,  and  then  to  flout  them  for 
■ot  having  that  style  and  manner  which 
boo.  Members  opposite  boast  are  only  to 
be  acquired  there.  If  the  Bill  before  us 
did  no  more  than  remove  such  a  griev- 
ance, it  would  amply  repay  the  attention 
of  the  House.  But  it  does  more  ;  and 
here,  as  some  misapprehension  exists  as  to 
the  precise  effect  and  scope  of  the  Bill,  I 
will  ask  leave  to  state  distinctly  what  it 
proposes  to  do.  It  will  allow  every  degree 
which  is  given  at  Oxford  except  theological 
degrees,  to  be  taken  without  subscription 
to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  and  the  36th 
Canon.  And  these  degrees  will  not  be 
mere  eomplimentary  distinctions.  That 
hoB.  Members  opposite  would  have  no 
objection  to  grant.  They  will  carry 
with  them  votes  in  Convocation,  which 
is  called  the  governing  body  of  the  Uni- 
fersity.  A  further  effect  will  be,  that 
certain  other  privileges  and  emoluments 
for  the  tenure  of  which  a  degree  of  M.A., 
involving*  as  it  does,  subscription,  has 
hitherto  eonstitoted  a  qualification,  will  be 
entirely  thrown  open.  Such  is  briefly  tho 
effect  of  the  Bill.    As  for  the  subscription 


itself,  hon.  Members  ought  to  know  its 
exact  nature.  I  assume  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers, especially  those  who  have  been  at 
the  University,  are  minutely  acquainted 
with  each  of  the  600,  some  say  900  pro- 
positions, contained  in  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles.  But  perhaps  the  36th  Canon 
may  not  be  so  famiiJAr  to  tliem.  I  spoke 
to  a  distinguished  Oxford  graduate  the 
other  day,  who  actually  did  not  know  that 
he  had  signed  it.  Let  me  read  this  Canon. 
It  contains  three  articles.  The  first  con- 
tains the  usual  oath  of  supremacy.  The 
second  and  third  are  as  follows  : — 

"  Art.  II.  That  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
and  of  ordering  of  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons, 
cont&ineth  in  it  nothing  contrary  to  the  Word  of 
God,  and  that  it  may  lawfully  so  be  used  ;  and 
that  he  himself  will  use  the  Form  in  the  said 
Book  prescribed,  in  public  Prayer  and  admini- 
stration of  the  Sacraments,  and  none  other. 

'<  Art.  III.  That  he  alioweth  the  Book  of  Ar- 
ticles of  Religion  agreed  upon  by  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  of  both  provinces,  and  the  whole 
Clergy  in  the  Convocation  holden  at  London  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  God  one  thousand  five  hun- 
dred sixty  and  two :  and  that  he  acknowledgeth 
all  and  every  the  Articles  therein  contained,  being 
in  number  nine  and  thirty,  besides  the  ratification, 
to  be  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God.'' 

And  what  is  this  ratification  ?  Are  hon. 
Members  acquainted  with  this  ratification? 
I  may  say  that  it  is  not  only  a  surprising 
document — it  is  an  astounding  document. 
I  will  only  read  a  few  lines.  This  ratifi- 
cation, which  every  graduate  has  signed 
as  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God,  runs 
thus — 

"  RiTiFicATZoir. — This  Book  of  Articles,  before 
rehearsed,  is  again  approved  and  allowed  to  be 
holden  and  executed  within  the  Realm  by  the 
assent  and  consent  of  our  Sovereign  Lady  Eliza- 
beth, by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  England,  France, 
and  Ireland,  Queen,  Defender  of  the  Faith," 
dto.  d^. 

So,  then,  it  is  agreeable  to  the  Word  of 
God  that  our  Sovereign  Lady  Elizabeth 
was  Queen  of  France.  So  much  for  the 
36th  Canon.  Well,  Sir,  the  Bill  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  introduce  will  abolish 
subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles, 
and  to  this  wonderful  36th  Canon,  as  a 
qualification  for  all  hut  clerical  degrees, 
and  grant  the  privileges  involved  in  such 
degrees  without  theological  tests.  And 
these  privileges  are,  besides  the  vote  in 
Convocation,  the  right  to  open  private 
halls  under  certain  regulations,  and  the 
possibility  of  holding  fellowships  in  col- 
leges where  the  statutes  require  the  fellows 
to  proceed  to  higher  degrees.  The  re- 
quirement   that    those    who    have    been 
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elected  fellows,  muBt  proceed  after  a 
limited  time  to  take  higher  degrees,  exists 
in  most  of  the  colleges,  and  in?ol?ing,  as 
we  have  seen,  subscription  to  the  Articles 
and  the  36th  Canon,  contrives,  by  a  side 
wind,  to  introduce  a  theological  element 
where  the  object  avowed  is  clearly  to  give 
the  necessary  academical  status.  In  some 
colleges  fellowships  are  confined  to  mem- 


bers of  the  Church  of  England  by  express 
stipulations.  But  in  the  majority  the  lay 
fellows  are  only  incidentally  confined  to 
the  Church  by  the  statute  which  requires 
them  to  proceed  to  the  higher  degrees. 
The  number  of  fellowships  inrolved  is 
large.  Let  me  read  to  the  House  the  po- 
sition of  the  fellowships  in  the  different 
colleges — 


College. 


University . 

Balliol 

Herton    ... 


Exeter. 


Oriel    ...... 

Queen's  ... 
New  Coll. 


Lincoln    ... 

All  Sonl's... 
Magdalen.. 

B.  N.  C. ... 
C  C.  C.  ••• 
Ch.  Cb.  ... 
Trinity    ... 


Jesns    

Wadham  ... 
Pembroke  . 


12 
11 
18 
15 


18 
19 

so 


12 

30 
30 

15 
20 
28 
12 

18 
14 
10 


Worcester  .     15 
St.  John's .      18 


Total  I  340 


Clerical  Fellows. 


6 


0  mnst   take   orders  within 

five  years. 
All  to  take  orders  nnles  ez- 

oased  for  certain  iervioes 

as  tators. 
o  •••  ... 

V  ...  ... 

All  seem  to  be  required  to 
take  orders,  but  the  Col- 
lege has  power  to  grant 
exemptions. 

Ditto  within  ten  years,  with 
power  to  grant  exemptions. 

All  seem  to  be  open 

20 

Must  take  orders  in  ten  years. 

11 

19 

7 


$• 
$» 


9  M  »t 

Seems  to  be  no  limitation 

4 


10 
12 


>» 


$9 


Reitrictions  on  Fellowships  in  fiivour 
of  Church  of  England. 


Forbidden  to  maintain  doctrines  oontraiy  to 
Church  of  England,  on  pain  of  forfoitorB. 

Liable  to  be  deprived  for  contumacioot 
Nonconformity. 

No  restriction,  but  Act  of  Uniformity  ii 
used. 

Most  all  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 


Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 


Ditto  (and  must  be  members  of  the  Chnrdi 

of  England). 
Ditto. 
All  liable  to  be  deprived  for  contumaoioos 

Nonconformity. 
Ditto. 

Mnst  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 
Ditto. 
All  liable  to  be  deprived  for  contnmaoioM 

Nonconformity. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Forbidden  to  maintain  doctrines  contrary  to 

Church  of  England,  on  pain  of  forfeiUrs. 
Must  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 

Ditto. 


It  will  he  seen  that  in  one  college,  Mor- 
ton, Nonconformists  are  excluded  from 
fellowships  by  the  Act  of  Uniformity  alone. 
In  others  they  are  excluded  by  a  distinct 
college  statute  requiring  all  fellows  to  be 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
in  the  majority  they  are  only  shut  out  by 
the  side  wind  of  a  compulsory  higher 
degree,  clogged  with  subscriptions  and 
tests.  Practically,  as  matters  stand  now, 
if  the  present  Bill  were  to  become  law,  and 
present  regulations  should  remain  in  force, 
some  eighty  fellowships  out  of  340  would 
be  thrown  open  to  the  competition  of  Dis- 
senters (not  ••  handed  over  "  to  Dissenters, 
as  the  noblo  Lord  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford would  say),  but  at  least  be  open  to 
this  competition,  which  is  a  very  different 
Mr.  GoMch$n 


affair.  I  admit  that  I  fear  this  foil  resnU 
might  not  be  obtained.  No  doubt,  if  the 
higher  academical  degrees  are  conferred 
without  theological  tests,  most  of  the  ool- 
leges  may,  if  they  choose,  fall  back  upon 
the  Act  of  Uniformity,  which  is  now 
almost  dormant,  and  require  the  declara- 
tion of  conformity  from  their  fellows,  which 
they  do  not  now  require.  But  oven  this 
would  be  great  progress  as  compared  with 
the  present  system,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
claration of  conformity  is  infinitely  leu 
stringent  than  the  signing  of  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles  and  36th  Canon,  since  mere 
conformity  would  retain  numbers  of  men 
whom  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  keep  oat. 

Sir,  there  is  a  proviso  in  the  Bill  which, 
in  one  ease,  seems  to  limit  the  pririlege  of 
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a  ICfttter  of  Arts.  I  mean  the  elause  by 
whieh,  in  the  case  of  certain  offices, 
hitherto  exclasifely  tenable  by  members  of 
the  Chareh  of  England,  the  retention  of  a 
test  is  admitted.  These  offices  are  the 
masterships  of  certain  grammar  schools 
snd  other  similar  positions ;  and  as  the 
present  Bill  merely  aims  at  dealing  with 
the  UniTersities,  and  does  not  aim  at  deal- 
ing with  schools  by  a  side  wind,  this  pro- 
Tiso  has  been  introduced  leaving  the  abo- 
lition of  tests  and  subscriptions  without 
effect  upon  those  offices.  That  is  a  battle 
to  be  fought  fairly  on  its  own  merits.  I 
will  candidly  admit  that  many  of  us  would 
sooner  have  seen  this  proviso  omitted — 
the  more  so  as  it  is  a  fact,  and  a  most 
important  fact,  that  in  many  of  the  schools 
in  question  the  qualification  of  an  M.A. 
degree  was  impoaed  long  before  the  M.A. 
degree  was  clogged  with  tests.  The  char- 
ter of  Westminster  School  required  the 
head  Master  to  be  a  Master  of  Arts  ten 
years  before  the  Earl  of  Leicester  hsd 
introduced  subscription  to  the  University, 
a  distinct  proof  that  what  was  originally 
sought  was  academical  distinction  and  not 
academical  orthodoxy.  But  at  present  we 
will  waive  that  point.  One  change  is  cer- 
tainly proposed,  but  proposed  exclusively  in 
the  case  of  such  offices — namely,  the  sub- 
stitution of  what  has  been  considered  the 
lighter  test  of  a  bond  fide  membership  of  the 
Church,  in  place  of  the  intellectual  torture 
snd  declaration  of  assent  to  an  infinite 
number  of  intellectual  propositions.  There 
sre  many,  however,  in  whose  judgment -I 
have  great  confidence,  who  believe  the 
new  test  will  exclude  persons  whom  the  old 
test  did  not  exclude.  This,  Sir,  I  should 
infinitely  regret.  But  I  may  remind  them 
that  the  only  offices  affected  are  offices 
pointedly  defined  in  the  Bill  as  exclusively 
tenable  by  members  of  the  Church,  and 
for  Boeh  offices  surely  a  declaration  of 
belooging  hand  fide  to  that  Church  is  the 
lightest  possible  test.  Still,  in  a  Bill 
wboee  very  object  it  is  to  be  inclusive  as 
fsr  as  possible,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
iBtrodoce  any  clause  which  would  exclude 
say  individual  from  rights  or  privileges  to 
winehy  ander  the  present  system,  he  is 
sdmitted.  And  thus,  if  the  test  selected, 
sod  taken  from  the  Cambridge  Act,  should 
not  be  generally  acceptable,  it  is  a  question 
to  be  discussed  in  Committee  what  form 
shoald  be  introduced.  I  would  again 
remind  tha  House  that  all  these  observa- 
tions apply  only  to  offices,  not  fellowships, 
ind  to  oiffioea  hitherto  tenable  only  by 
oiembera  of  the  Church  of  England.    The 


degree  and  the  vote  in  convocation  will  be 
entirely  free. 

I  have  endeavoured,  to  the  best  of  my 
ability,  to  be  candid  at  least  with  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  have  endeavoured 
neither  to  underrate  nor  overrate  the  effect 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  far  better,  I  think,  that 
we  should  clearly  understand  each  other, 
and  raise  the  full  issues  broadly.  And  the 
issues  are  these.  Are  we,  or  are  we  not, 
to  maintain  a  system  by  which  the  highest 
rewards  of  academical  distinction,  the  prizes, 
the  franchise,  the  emoluments  of  a  national 
University,  are  confined,  not  only  to  those 
who  are  members  of  a  Church  which  in- 
cludes scarcely  half  the  population,  but  to 
those  alone,  even  in  that  Church,  who  are 
ready  to  accept  purely  and  simply,  willingly 
and  exanimo,  without  question  and  without 
doubt,  for  the  present  and  for  the  future, 
the  most  complicated  expression  of  its  most 
difficult  tenets  and  the  most  absolute  ad- 
hesion to  its  forms?  Are  we,  or  are  we 
not,  to  maintain  a  system  which  aims  at 
enforcing  theological  unanimity  by  tempt- 
ing the  consciences,  appealing  to  the 
ambition,  ond  even  appealing  to  the  pecu- 
niary interests,  of  those  for  whose  intellec- 
tual purity  and  devotion  to  truth  the 
University,  of  all  places,  must  be  held 
responsible  ?  The  University  did  not 
invent  these  tests.  They  were  thrust 
upon  her  by  the  State.  The  State  de- 
liberately invented  them  as  a  machinery 
to  be  avowedly  applied  by  the  dominant 
party  for  the  purpose  of  punishing  religions 
dissent  with  political  inequality.  Tests 
and  subscriptions  have  become  the  Protes- 
tant substitute  for  the  infallibility  of  the 
Pope.  And  of  the  two,  let  me  tell  the 
House  boldly  that  the  Protestant  substi- 
tute is  the  more  inquisitorial  and  the  more 
despotic.  For  the  Church  of  Rome  only 
says,  *'  You  are  bound  to  believe  what  I 
tell  you,"  while  in  England  the  State 
Church  not  only  imposes  the  same  obliga- 
tion, but  requires  a  declaration  of  un- 
feigned acceptance  of  that  obligation  under 
direct  temporal  penalties.  I  must  repeat, 
under  direct  temporal  penalties.  For  is  it 
not  a  direct  temporal  penalty  to  be  branded 
as  an  academical  pariah  ?  Is  it  not  a 
direct  temporal  penalty  to  be  shut  out  from 
the  University  except  on  humiliating  terms? 
Is  it  not  a  direct  temporal  penalty  to  have 
to  weigh  a  fellowship  for  life,  perhaps 
against  one  article  on  which  the  Privy 
Council  and  Convocation  may  be  hopelessly 
at  issue,  or  to  balance  a  vote  in  the  Uni- 
versity with  an  expression  in  the  Burial 
Service,  against  which  a  lat%<^  ^tXkoitk  ^\ 
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the  clergy  are  at  this  moment  protesting  ? 
It  is  not,  Sir,  bj  temporal  penalties,  such 
as  these,  that  the  supremacy  of  the  Church 
is  to  be  maintained.  Nor  do  I  belioYe  that 
their  removal  would  (if  I  may  borrow  elo- 
quent words  which  we  have  heard  through 
one  of  the  most  fortunate  "accidents  of 
history  ")  lead  to  the  "corruption  of  na- 
tions and  fall  of  empires."  For  my  part, 
I  do  not  apprehend  a  destruction  of  the 
supremacy  of  the  Church  if  it  will  but 
rest  its  defence  on  the  truth  of  its  Creed 
and  its  Articles,  not  on  an  assent  to  them 
extorted  by  force.  Between  a  State 
Church  and  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  I,  for  one,  see  no  necessary  anta- 
gonism. A  State  Church  may  exist  with- 
out trenching  on  the  liberties,  without 
oppressing  the  consciences,  without  offend- 
ing the  prejudices,  without  narrowing  the 
advantages,  of  those  portions  of  the  com- 
munity which  the  Church  does  not  embrace. 
But,  if  without  a  numerical  majority — in 
our  case  barely  reaching  or  passing  one- 
half  of  the  population — without  being  able 
to  pretend  even  to  a  hope  of  winning  over 
tho  remainder  within  any  period  which  a 
statesman  has  a  right  to  take  into  account 
— if  in  such  circumstance  a  church  claims 
to  veto  legislation,  which,  but  for  a  fancied 
infraction  of  its  own  rights,  it  would 
freely  confess  to  be  the  interest  of  all — 
such  a  cliurch  stakes  its  supremacy  and 
its  future  on  a  principle  which  this  country 
would  never  accept. 

Sir,  the  truest  connection,  the  surest 
connection,  between  the  University  and  the 
Church  can  never  be  severed  by  an  Act 
of  this  House.  It  must  rest  on  the  in- 
trinsic power  of  the  Church — on  the  hold 
of  the  Church  over  the  respect  and  the 
affection  of  the  nation.  And  if  the  Uni- 
versities, to  which  wo  look  for  the  progress 
of  education  and  the  development  of  truth, 
remain  bound  to  the  Church,  less  by  the 
legal  tie  of  tests  and  subscriptions  than  by 
the  bond  of  a  common  love  of  truth,  and 
n  common  sympathy  with  the  wants  and 
character  of  tho  nation,  we  may  hope  to 
realise  at  Oxford,  not  doctrinal  unanimity, 
not  the  unity  of  the  letter  in  the  bond  of 
subjection,  but  rather  the  beautiful  aspira- 
tion of  that  prayer  in  our  liturgy,  so 
inclusively  liberal,  so  splendidly  Catholic, 
which  prays  for  the  unity,  not  of  the  letter, 
but  the  spirit — the  bond,  not  of  subjection, 
but  of  peace.  Tho  hon.  Member  then 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  grant  duff,  in  seoondiDg  the 
Mr.  OoBchm 


Motion,  said,  it  aeema  to  me  thai  this  Bill 
deserves  support — firstt  on  aeconnt  of  the 
benefits  which    it   will   confer    upon  the 
Church ;  secondly,  on  aoconnt  of  the  benefits 
which  it  will  confer  upon  Dissenters;  and 
thirdly,  on  account  of  the  benefits  which  it 
will  confer  upon  the  University.  I  tbrok  it 
will  benefit  the  Church,  beeaose  notbisg 
that  can  in  any  way  contribute  to  making 
her  understand  that  her  true  strength  lies, 
not  in  her  dogma,  bat  in  her  action  upon  the 
nation,  not  in  the  infallibility  of  her  creed, 
but  in  the  purity  of  her  life,  can  fail  to 
benefit  her.     If  we  succeed   in   carrying 
our  Bill,  add  if  the  Church  finds  out  that 
all  the  prophecies  of    evil  that  are  nov 
made   by  her  alarmist  friends    with  rs- 
gard    to    the    relaxation    of     University 
subscription  turn  out  to  be  vain,  and  tbs^ 
ten  years  hence,  her  influence  at  Oxford 
is  greater  than  ever,  some  few  at  least  of 
those  who  honestly  fear  to  relax  clerical 
subscriptions  may  see  that  they  may  do 
so,  not  only  without  danger,  but  with  every 
prospect  of  obtaining  for   the  Chnroh  a 
greater  hold  over  England   than  shebta 
had  at  any  time  since  the  revival  of  learn- 
ing.     If  the  Angrlioan  Church  is  to  re- 
main the    national  Church,   even  in  the 
limited  and  imperfect  sense  in  which  it  is 
now  the  national  Church,  much  more  if 
she  is  ever  to  try  to  become  a  really  Ra- 
tional Church,  it  must  be  by  pledging  her 
ministers  to  act  together  against  what  all 
Christians  admit  to  be  evil,  not  by  pledg- 
ing them  to  the  many  hundred  separate 
propositions  contained  in  the  Thirty-nrae 
Articles,  in  addition  to  the  many  hundred 
propositions,  not  olways  perhaps  auite  re* 
concilablo  with  the  other  set,  to  be  found 
in  the  Prayer  Book.  The  Anglican  Church, 
as  we  now  see  it,  is  built  on  a  political 
compromise  which  is  crumbling  under  its 
weight.     If  it  is  to  be  propped  up,  it  must 
be  by  forcing  under  it  a  more  reasonable 
kind  of  compromise,  a  compromise  which 
takes  greater  account  of   the    indiTidual 
conscience.     Secondly,  I  think  that  this 
Bill  -will  be  useful  to  the  Dissenters,  be- 
cause it  will  do  something  towards  giTiog 
them  their  just  rights  at  our  Universities, 
and  it  is  always  useful  to  men  to  obtain 
justice.     I  think  it  will  be  useful  to  them, 
because  it  will  open  to  them  opportunities 
of  broader  culture  and  a  more  extended 
knowledge  of  some    sections  of  their  fel- 
low-countrymen than  they  have  ever  yet 
had.     I  cannot  honestly  say  that  I  think 
it  will  be  useful  to  the  especial  intereots 
of  any  one  of  the  sects  into  which  English 
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NooooDfomiitj  is  difided.  The  odds  in 
fmwont  of  the  Choreh  are  far  too  great 
at  Oxford  to  gi?e  anj  form  of  dissent  nny 
ehanee  whateyer;  and  if  the  Church  be- 
eomea  wiser  and  wider,  the  odds  in  her 
fiYoar  will  become  greater  still.  Looking 
at  the  matter  from  a  Protestant  point  of 
new,  it  seems  to  mo  that  the  authorities 
of  Propaganda  knew  their  own  interest 
when  toej  quashed  the  proposal  for  a 
Boman  Catholic  College  at  Oxford,  al- 
though that  proposal  was  supported  by  all 
the  beet  and  most  cultifated  adherents  of 
the  Roman  Catholio  Church  in  England. 
Here  we  haTO  another  illustration  of  the 
true  saying  that  the  children  of  this  world 
are  wiser  in  their  generation  than  thechild- 
dreu  of  light.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
was  Qtiite  aecurate  in  what  he  said  about 
the  Universities  of  Austria.  It  was  not 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  that  opened 
theae  Unirersities  of  her  own  free  will. 
It  was  the  State  that  made  her  do  so. 
Chorehes  are  not  apt  to  make  concessions; 
and  neither  the  Church  of  Rome  nor  the 
Church  of  England  haTO  ever  shown  a 
diapoeiUon  to  surrender  any  priTilege  which 
they  thought  they  could  keep.  I  was 
glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  explained  so 
fully  our  reason  for  retaining  the  proviso. 
Thai  ia  an  important  point,  and  cannot  be 
made  too  clear.  An  impression  preyailed, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  first 
Wongbt  in  his  Bill,  that  the  declaration  of 
homdjide  membership  which  he  proposed 
would  operate  in  the  case  of  some  few 
Noneonformists  as  a  more  stringent  test 
than  the  old  one;  but  this  impression  arose 
■imply  from  the  fact  that  people  forgot 
thai,  before  you  can  proceed  to  the  Master 
of  Arte  degree  at  Oxford,  you  are  now 
obliged  to  subscribe,  not  only  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles,  but  also  the  three  Articles 
of  the  36th  Canon — the  second  of  which 
eommita  the  subscriber,  in  the  most  posi- 
tive manner,  at  once  to  the  Anglican  Book 
of  Common  Prayer,  and  to  the  Episcopal 
form  of  Church  gorernment.  We  hare 
therefore  felt  that,  in  retaining  the  precise 
words  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex,  we  are  conferring  a 
very  eonaiderable  benefit  upon  the  liberal 
membera  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
doing  a  very  great  deal  for  all  classes  of 
Non  eonformists;  though,  of  course,  not 
so  mneh  aa  we  would  do  for  them  if  we 
Ml  anre  we  eould  persuade  the  House  to 
aboliah  the  present  test,  without  providing 
a  Miiiffated  aobetitute.  Thirdly,  and  lastly. 
I  Ibusk  tbia  BiU  would  be  useful  to  the 


University,  because  it  will  be  one  step 
towards  lifting  it  to  a  true  conception  of 
its  dignity  and  its  duty.  The  University 
of  Oxford,  which  is  now  little  better  than 
an  appendage  of  the  Anglican  Churchy 
was  great  and  famous  long  before  the 
Anglican  Church  existed ;  and  it  is  safd 
to  prophesy  that  it  will  be  great  and  famous 
long  after  the  Elizabethan  compromise, 
which  is  dignified  by  that  lofty  title,  has 
either  vnnished  or  become  so  much  altered 
that  those  who  now  called  themselves  its 
best  friends  will  hardly  recognise  it.  The 
University  must  learn  that  her  duties  are 
to  the  nation,  and  not  any  |sect  in  the 
nation,  however  powerful  and  respectable. 
She  must  cease  to  pride  herself  on  being 
tho  biggest  theological  seminary  in  Eng- 
land, and  learn  to  be,  what  her  splendid 
revenues  and  her  enormous  advantages  of 
every  kind  would  easily  enable  her  to  be 
— the  foremost  labourer  in  every  field  of 
thought,  and  the  first  seat  of  learning  in 
Christendom. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  Ooschen,) 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  moved  the  second 
reading  had  dwelt  a  good  deal  upon  the 
inferiority  of  the  position  in  which  Dis- 
senters found  themselves  when  taking  their 
degree  of  M.A.,  and  the  conscience  of  the 
hon.  Member  appeared  to  be  considerably 
afiected  by  having  had  to  give  an  opinion 
as  to  Queen  Elizabeth's  title  to  the  Crown 
of  France.  He  had  no  wish  to  put  any 
burden  on  the  hon.  Member,  and  as  the 
Committee  which  lately  sat  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  subscriptions  had  arrived  at 
results  which  were  generally  approved,  and 
which  the  Government  themselves  had 
embodied  in  a  Bill,  he  should  be  very  glad 
to  see  the  subscriptions  laid  down  for  the 
clergy  generally  extended  to  all  candidates 
for  all  degrees  in  the  University  of  Oxford. 
With  regard  to  the  degree  of  M.A.  ho 
would  say  the  same.  He  had  not  the 
smallest  objection  to  what  was  called  '*  the 
Cambridge  compromise" — that  was  to  say 
that  the  literary  dignity  of  M.A.  should  be 
given  to  every  Dissenter  who  showed  that 
he  deserved  it.  The  one  prominent  fea- 
ture of  the  Bill  to  which  he  objected  was 
that  it  would  give  over  the  Government  of 
the  University  to  the  Dissenters.  In  deal- 
bg  with  thia  measure  last  year  the  great 
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difficulty  which  the  opponents  of  the  mea- 
sure had  to  encounter  was  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  precise  object  which  its  supporters 
wished  to  attain.     One  Gentleman  tried  to 

f>cr8uade  the  House  that  there  was  not  the 
east  intention  of  altering  the  relations  be- 
tween the  UniTorsitj  and  the  Church,  and 
that  all  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  let  in  a 
chance  Presbyterian  or  mathematical  Wes- 
loyan  who  might  happen  to  be  excluded 
under  the  present  system.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  went  a  little  further, 
and  gave  the  Gentleman  sitting  opposite 
him  rather  a  severe  lecture  for  the  indis- 
criminate resistance  which  they  ofiFered  to 
University  reform.  On  the  present  occa- 
sion he  trusted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  find  it  more  expedient  to 
lecture  Gentlemen  sitting  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House.  There  were  Gentlemen, 
again,  who,  to  use  their  own  phrase, 
'*  showed  their  hands"  last  year.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  would  have  been  content  to 
abolish  tests  altogether,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Elgin  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  told  them 
that  the  less  the  clergy  had  to  do  with  the 
University  the  better  for  that  great  institu- 
tion. [Mr.  Grant  Duff  :  Hear,  hear  !J 
With  all  these  conflicting  statements,  the 
House  had  at  that  time  great  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  the  principle  upon  which  they 
were  voting.  But  all  these  difficulties  were 
removed  in  the  present  instance  by  the  ex- 
tremely laudable  candour  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  who  shrank 
from  no  logical  consequences  that  the  Bill 
might  seem  to  involve.  He  told  the  House 
that  he  wished  them  to  follow  the  example 
of  the  Universities  of  Germany,  and  espe- 
cially the  example  of  one  University  at 
the  head  of  which  was  a  Jew.  [Mr. 
Goschen  :  A  Protestant.]  Oh,  a  Protest- 
ant Jew,  was  it  ?  The  hon.  Member  boldly 
avowed  that  his  object  was  to  effect  a  seve- 
rance between  the  University  and  the 
Church,  to  declare  that  the  University  had 
no  special  connection  with  the  Church  ;  and 
he  went  further,  for  he  distinctly  laid  down 
that  his  principles  involved  the  Colleges  in 
the  same  category  with  the  University.  The 
hon.  Member  told  them  that  the  University 
was  a  lay  corporation,  that  the  Colleges 
were  lay  corporations,  and  having  been 
founded  by  Roman  Catholics  that  they 
ought  now  to  belong  to  Dissenters.  If, 
therefore,  the  Colleges  were  not  specifically 
included  within  the  present  Bill,  they  might 
conclude,  he  presumed,  that  the  omission 
was  in  deference  to  the  policy  of  reform  by 
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instaliDcnts,  rather  than  from  any  objec- 
tion to  throw  them  open  to  the  professors 
of  every  religious  creed.  Looking  at  the 
matter  from  this  point  of  view,  he  (Lord 
Robert  Cecil)  had  felt  pussled  as  to  the 
precise  aspect  in  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man regarded  the  study  of  theology.  He 
had  taken  great  trouble  to  prove  that  the 
University  was  a  lay  and  not  a  theologietl 
corporation,  and  he  seemed  to  conclude 
that  the  teaching  of  any  particnlar  form 
of  belief  was  inconsistent  with  the  privi- 
leges of  a  lay  corporation.  He  denounced 
the  study  of  theology  as  aomethiog  spe- 
cially belonging  to  the  dergj,  and  hit 
view  appeared  to  be  that  the  teacbisg 
of  any  form  of  religious  belief  was  a 
professional  peculiarity.  One  of  the 
arguments  which  the  hon.  Member  used  to 
induce  the  House  to  abandon  the  teaching 
of  any  special  form  of  religious  belief  at 
the  University  was  that  we  shoald  thereby 
attract  the  Dissenters  who  would  then  be- 
come greater  proficients  in  classical  litera- 
ture. Now,  if  the  House  of  OommoiM 
were  really  of  opinion  that  it  was  better  to 
teach  good  classics  than  good  religion,  he 
acknowledged  that  the  opponents  of  tbii 
Bill  had  no  further  case  whatever.  Hot, 
for  his  own  part,  he  was  nnable  to  take 
the  same  view  as  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
proposed  change.  He  did  not  look  oa 
religious  teaching  as  a  professional  peei* 
liarity.  The  parents  of  this  country,  more- 
over, had  been  accustomed  to  regard  re> 
ligious  teaching  as  an  indispensable  portion 
of  the  education  of  their  children,  and  tbey 
had  never  given  the  slightest  encourage* 
ment  to  any  form  of  education  from  whiek 
the  element  of  religion  was  excluded.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  they  ought  to  nuke 
the  Universities  national,  and  that  to  eos' 
fine  their  teaching  to  one  form  of  religiooi 
belief  was  to  prevent  them  being  national, 
because  the  nation  was  not  all  of  one  reli- 
gious belief.  If  that  argument  were  ea^ 
ried  out  strictly,  it  would  involve  thii 
necessary  consequence,  that  the  governing 
body  of  the  University  should  inelode 
Churchmen,  Roman  Catholics,  Presbyte- 
rians, Separatists,  Unitarians,  Mormons, 
Quakers — and  he  might  go  on  for  half-an- 
hour  enumerating  all  the  various  forms  of 
religious  belief  into  which  the  nation  was 
split  up.  He  did  not  think  he  should  excite 
any  controversy  when  he  stated  that  the 
addition  of  persons  representing  a  great 
variety  of  religious  beliefs  to  the  governing 
body  of  the  University  would  practically 
amount  to  the  teaching  of  no  religion  at 
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all.  It  WM  held  bj  a  good  manj  gentle* 
men  vhoee  opinion  was  worthj  of  respeet 
that  in  the  earlier  branohes  of  education 
the  teaching  of  religion  was  bo  elementary 
in  ita  character  that  a  great  roanj  sects 
might  be  combined  in  one  class  without 
anything  being  taoght  contrary  to  the 
belief  of  any  of  them.  Without  inquiring 
how  far  that  theory  was  true,  it  was  evident 
that  it  did  not  apply  to  persons  of  maturer 
ago,  or  to  more  advanced  stages  of  reli- 
gi<Nia  teaching.  It  might  be  the  dream  of 
politicians,  but  any  one  who  had  given 
attention  to  the  subject  of  religious  teach- 
ing would  know  that  it  was  a  simple  im- 
poaaibility  to  teach  the  truths  of  religion 
to  any  number  of  pupils  without  entering 
upon  matters  which  were  controverted  be- 
tween the  various  religious  sects.  The 
eooaequance  was  that  if  all  religious  sects 
were  represented  in  the  governing  body, 
and  if  all  had  an  equal  right  to  teach  its 
reiigioua  doctrine,  that  teaching  must  be  a 
compromise  between  them  all,  and  there 
waa  no  compromise  which  could  be  satis- 
factory except  the  abandonment  of  religious 
teaching  altogether.  The  hon.  Member's 
alignment  proceeded  throughout  upon  the 
asanroption  that  the  question  was  one  in- 
volving the  privileges  of  the  olergy,  and 
thai  an  attempt  would  be  made  to  treat 
the  Universities  as  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tiona.  He  had  no  intention  of  putting 
forward  any  such  view.  He  did  not  appear 
u  the  advocate  of  any  special  rights  or 
privileges  of  the  clergy,  but  as  the  advocate 
of  parents  who  had  hitherto  used  this  Uni- 
versity as  a  place  of  education  for  their 
tbildren.  Nothing  could  be  dearer  than 
that  religious  teaching  was  a  matter  upon 
which  parents  laid  great  stress.  They 
had  no  auch  dread  of  the  clergy  as  haunted 
Iha  minds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  bnrghs  ;  but  intrusted  their  children 
to  the  teaching  of  the  clergy  in  almost 
everr  stage.  The  first  schools  to  which 
children  were  sent  were  not  schools  in 
poasoasion  of  large  endowments,  but 
sehoola  selected  hy  clergymen,  and  nl- 
most  invariably  presided  over  by  them. 
In  the  public  schools  the  clergy  again 
were  the  main  teachers ;  and  in  the 
interval  elapsing  between  the  departure 
of  youths  from  them  and  their  entrance 
on  an  University  career,  in  the  great 
majority  of  instances,  clergymen  were 
selected  for  the  task  of  directing  their 
stndiea.  Some  years  ago  an  experiment 
waa  made  to  see  if  parents  were  willing 
lo  eonfide  their  children  to  secnlar  teach- 


ers. The  London  University  was  set  up 
amid  great  jubilations,  and  there  was  a 
great  belief  that  a  new  educational  era  was 
being  inaugurated.  But  what  had  been 
the  result  ?  Had  the  London  University 
obtained  such  a  hold  on  the  affections  of 
the  country  that  any  great  number  of  in- 
stitutions had  been  established  on  its 
model.  On  the  contrary,  parents  prefer- 
red to  send  their  children  to  the  educa- 
tionol  institutions  of  whatever  denomination 
they  might  belong  to,  showed  no  willing- 
ness to  exchange  the  benefits  of  religious 
training  for  any  educational  advantages 
the  University  might  have  to  offer.  That 
which  parents  would  not  do  was  to  send 
their  children  to  institutions  in  which  there 
was  no  religious  teaching.  And  so,  if  by 
this  measure  they  introduced  into  the  go- 
verning body  the  element  of  dissent  they 
must  extirpate  religious  teaching  from  the 
University,  and  so  deprive  the  clergy  of 
that  teaching  which  they  had  enjoyed  for 
three  centuries.  Let  it  not  be  said,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them,  that 
religious  teaching  went  for  a  small  niatter 
at  the  University.  There  was  something 
beyond  the  direct  teaching  of  religion. 
The  House  was  aware  that  moral  philo- 
sophy occupied  a  high  place  amid  the 
matters  taught  at  Oxford.  This  particular 
branch  of  study  has  probably  more  share 
than  any  other  in  forming  that  peculiar 
cast  of  mind  recognised  as  belonging  to 
the  University  of  Oxford;  yet  those  studies 
would  have  to  be  revolutionized  if  persons 
were  brought  into  the  governing  body 
whose  religious  belief  forbade  them  to 
suffer  those  studies  to  continue  in  their 
present  form.  These  were  the^-grounds 
upon  which  he  opposed  the  Bill,  and 
happily  there  was  no  doubt  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  as  to  its  scope  and  objects. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to  stake 
the  issue  upon  the  widest  interpretation  of 
the  principles  which  he  advocated  ;  he  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill,  hoping 
that  it  would  be  attended  with  no  particu- 
lar consequences,  nor  did  he  suggest  that 
persons  would  be  unwilling  to  avail  them- 
selves of  its  provisions;  the  hon.  Member 
was  quite  willing  to  join  issue  on  the 
question  whether  persons  differing  from 
the  Church  of  England  should  or  should 
not  form  a  considerable  element  in  the 
governing  body  of  the  University.  To 
that  proposal  he  (Lord  Robert  Cecil) 
objected,  because,  by  its  adoption,  they 
would  be  destroying  the  position  which 
the  University  had  so  long  enjoyed  with 
the  governing   classes  of  thia  QOvacLlv^\ 
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they  would  be  injuring  the  interests  of 
the  UniTersitj  in  a  manner  which  they 
could  never  repair;  degrading  it  to  a  ]e?el 
with  those  German  Universities  where 
intellectual  progress  and  intellectual  emi- 
nence were  combined  to  so  frightful  an 
extent  with  absolute  destitution  of  reli- 
gious belief;  and  because,  in  doing  all 
tills,  they  would  be  inflicting  the  severest 
blow,  not  only  on  our  education  and  the 
intellectual  progress  in  this  country,  but, 
what  was  of  much  greater  importance,  on 
the  purity  of  its  religious  belief. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." — [Lord  Robert  Cecil,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  because,  as  it  was  founded  up- 
on a  total  misapprehension  of  the  nature 
of  the  Bill,  when  its  provisions  were  satis- 
factorily explained  he  would,  no  doubt,  feel 
it  his  duty  to  give  the  measure  his  support. 
The  noble  Lord  asserted  that  the  Bill 
handed  over  the  government  of  the  Uni- 
versity to  Dissenters,  instead  of  the  Church 
of  England  ;  that  it  would  separate  Church 
and  State  ;  and  that  it  would  put  all  re- 
ligions in  the  same  position  at  the  Univer- 
sity. He  was  at  issue  with  the  noble  Lord 
on  all  these  points.  The  Bill  left  the 
religious  teaching  in  the  University  on  the 
same  footing  as  that  on  which  it  existed 
since  the  Restoration  ;  it  left  untouched 
all  the  University  statutes  and  qualifica- 
tions mM,o  Professors  and  teachers,  and 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
as  to  Fellows  and  Tutors.  It  carried 
out  the  principle  of  the  University  Re- 
form Act  of  1854  —  namely,  that  every 
person  was  entitled  to  go  to  the  University 
for  education,  irrespective  of  what  might 
be  his  religious  belief.  But  the  Act  of 
1854  carried  out  that  principle  in  an  im- 
perfect manner,  and  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  carry  it  out  more  fully.  Under 
the  Bill  the  religious  teaching  of  the  Uni- 
versity would  continue  to  be  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Church  of  England ;  a  test 
would  be  required  from  teachers,  but 
not  from  those  who  went  to  the  Uni- 
versity to  be  taught.  It  placed  the 
University  in  this  respect  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Church  occupied  towards 
the  nation.  A  policeman  was  not  stationed 
at  the  door  of  every  Choroh  to  Bay,  "  You 
Lard  Robert  Cecil 


shall  not  enter  here  unless  jon  promise  be- 
forehand to  agree  with  every  word  of  the 
Liturgy  and  every  portion  of  the  sermon." 
On  the  contrary,  the  clergyman  would  lie 
only  too  glad  at  the  presence  of  those  who 
differed    from    the    Church   of    England, 
hoping  that   they  might    hear  aomethiog 
to  change  their  views.     The  University, 
in  point  of  fact,  did  station  the  policemso 
at  the  door  to  exact  a  pledge  from  all  who 
entered.     It  was  true  that  a  modifieatioo 
to  some  extent  had  taken  place  ;    the  ab- 
surdity of  exacting  a  pledge  upon  entrssee 
regarding  the  truth  of  all  that  the  stodeot 
was  about  to  be  taught  had  been  removed 
in  1854.     But  the  impediment  was  only 
pushed  a  little  further  back.     It  was  ooir 
presented,  not  upon   entrance,  but  when 
taking  out  the  degree  of  M.A.     Every  mao 
wishing  to  go  to  Oxford  had   notice  thst 
the  test  would  hereafter  be   required  of 
him,  and  was  practically  told — '*  however 
eminently  you  may  become  qualified,  unless 
at  the  close  of  your  academical  career  yoa 
find  that  you  can  agree  with  all  that  yen 
will  have  been  taught  you   ahall  be  de- 
prived of  your  just  reward."     That  re- 
striction  was  therefore  almost  as  severe 
in  operation  as  the  one   which  was  fw' 
merly  imposed.      Now,   it   was  aud  by 
some  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  thst 
they  would  have  no  objection  to  allow  Dis- 
senters to  take  the  degree  of  A.M.,  bat 
they  could  not   admit  them  into  the  go- 
verning   body.       Well,    but    what    wsi 
the  constitution  of  the  governing  bodj ! 
There  were  three  bodies  which  regulated 
the  University  of  Oxford — first,  the  Heb- 
domadal Council  ;  secondly,  the  Congregs- 
tion  ;  and  lastly.  Convocation.      Now,  tbe 
Hebdomadal  Council  had  the  sole  and  ex- 
clusive power  of  initiating  measures  for  the 
government  of  the  University;  Congrrega- 
tion  might  suggest  amendments,  but  conld 
not  insist  on  their  acceptance  by  the  Heb- 
domadal Council.     As  to  Convocation,  sll 
they  could  do  was  when  a  measure  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Hebdomadal  Council  and  wss 
approved  of   by  the  Congregation,  either 
to  accept  it  in  toto  or  reject  it  in  tote. 
The  legislative  powers  of  Convocation  were 
therefore  of  the   most  limited   character, 
and  the  entrance  of  a  few  Dissenters  into 
that  body  could  have  no  practical  influeoee. 
The  Bill  before  the  House  did  not,  however, 
introduce  any  new  principle  as  to  the  go- 
vernment of  the   University.     Dissenters 
might  be,  and  some  actually  were,  mem- 
bers of  Convocation,  the  teat  being  ono 
expressive  of  their   willingness    to   sab* 
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scribe  to  the  Thirtj-nine  Artioles,   and 
the  36th   canon,   and  not  of    bond  fide 
inenibenhip  of  the  Church  of   England. 
Being  members  of  Conyocation  thej  were 
eligible    to     the     Hebdomadal    Council. 
MoreoTor,  six  members  of  the  Hebdomadal 
Council  were  selected  from   the  body  of 
Professors,  from  many  of  whom  no  tests 
were  required.     So  that  under  the  existing 
law  persons,    differing  from   the    tenets 
of    the    Church   of    England,    might    be 
and  were,  not  only  members  of  CouTOca- 
tion,  but  members  even  of  that  very  ex- 
closive  body,  the  Hebdomadal  Council.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford  evi- 
dently forgot  that  this  Bill  was  not  con- 
cocted and  framed  within  the  last  fortnight 
or  three  weeks,  or  month  ;  but  was   the 
same  measure  that  was  introduced  into  the 
House  last  Session,  mainly  at  the  instance 
of  Heads  of  Houses,  fellows  and  students 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  who  had  peti- 
tioned in  favour  of  the  principle  which  it 
sought  to  enact.     If  the  noble  Lord  were 
so  afraid  of  the  further  admission  of  Non- 
conformists into  the  governing  body,  he 
had  simply,  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  to 
move  the  insertion  of  words  rendering  the 
test  of  bond  fide  membership  of  the  Church 
of  England  the  condition  of  a  seat  in  the 
Hebdomadal  Council  for  any  Master  of  Arts. 
The  noble  Lord  need  not  then  be  guilty  of 
the  cruelty  of  refusing  to  relieve  Churchmen 
from  subscription  to  those  tests  whilst  he 
would  allow  Dissenters  to  take  the  degree 
of  A.M.,  and  to  become  members  of  Con- 
vocation, which,  in  fact,  was  little  more 
than  the  electoral  body  of  the  University. 
The  Bill  was  not  one  to  benefit  Dissenters  as 
regarded  the  University  so  much  as  Church- 
men, nor  was  it  one  to  alter  the  religious 
teaching  of  that  institution.    The  measure 
proposed  no  change  whatever  in  the  go- 
Tcmment  of  the  University.      He  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  evidently 
been   misinformed  on   every  one   of   the 
points  on  which  his  opposition  was  based, 
would  devote  the  few  minutes  that  would 
elapse  between  the  present  moment  and  the 
division  in  reading  the  Bill.     If  the  noble 
Lord  would  but  do  that  he  (Mr.  Dodson) 
would  not  despair  of  him   admitting  the 
totally  erroneous  view  he  had  entertained 
of  this  Bill,  and,  as  a  consequence,  of  his 
withdrawing  his  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  if  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  had  been  the  mover  of  the 
Bill,  and  if,  in  moving  it,  he  had  pro- 
uonnced  the  speech  which  he  made  last 


year  or  which  he  has  just  delivered,  I 
should  very  gladly  have  followed  him  into 
the  lobby;  and  that  for  reasons  to  which 
I  will  presently  advert.  But  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  very  much  depends  upon  the 
tone,  the  language,  and  the  views  of  those 
by  whom  it  is  mtroduced.  There  is  a 
very  great  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
House,  and  the  practicability  of  carrying 
any  measure  of  this  kind,  and  therefore, 
to  a  great  degree,  the  utility  of  entertaining 
the  question  at  all,  necessarily  depends  on 
the  language  and  views  of  those  who  pro- 
mote and  support  it.  No  Bill  of  this  kind, 
however  amended,  can  be  carried,  I  appro* 
hend,  in  opposition  to  the  declared  views 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Bill.  And  we  have 
heard  the  yiews  of  the  Mover  of  the  Bill, 
as  well  as  those  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down.  Each  hon.  Gentleman 
has  delivered  a  speech  of  great  ability. 
But  the  latter  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
stand  precisely  in  the  same  position  of 
authority  which  he  occupied  last  year.  The 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen),  like  all 
his  speeches,  was  also  one  of  great  ability, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  mistake  its  an\mu§ 
and  spirit.  It  went  the  whole  length  of 
dedanng,  if  I  understood  it  rightly,  that 
the  Church  of  England  was  entitled  to 
take  within  the  precincts  of  the  Univer- 
sity whatever  advantages  her  own  hold  on 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country  might 
give  her-^and,  in  saying  that,  1  know  well 
the  hold  of  the  Church  on  the  opinion  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  the  manner  in  which, 
in  practice,  he  exhibits  the  sincerity  of 
that  hold;  but  his  argument  went  to  this 
extent,  that  the  Church  must  depend  on 
such  numerical  support  as  she  could  obtain, 
and  on  nothing  else.  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  the  Church  has  no  title  to  an  organic 
recognition  in  the  constitution  of  the  Uni- 
versity. I  am  sorry  I  do  not  accompany 
him  in  the  assertion  of  that  principle.  Ho 
states  that  the  amount  of  theological  in- 
struction given  to  Undergraduates  is  very 
small.  That  amount  appears  to  bo  greatly 
understated  by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  and  I 
think  he  was  unfortunate,  so  far  as  my 
recollection  goes,  in  the  limited  modicum 
of  that  valuable  commodity  that,  accord- 
ing to  his  statement,  was  administered  to 
him  during  the  time  he  was  an  Under- 
graduate. But,  Sir,  whether  it  be  great 
or  small,  this  is  not  a  question  of  theo- 
logical instruction  alone.  It  is  true,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  says,  that  the  object  of 
the  University  is  to  give  a  general  educa* 
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tion;  but  tho  question  is,  can  that  educa- 
tion be  separated  from  the  spirit  of  a 
distinct  and  definite  religion  ?  It  is  not 
a  question  of  mere  lectures  or  book,  but 
of  that  general  education  as  it  is  under- 
stood in  an  English  University,  and  as  I 
trust  it  will  be  always  understood,  which 
consists  in  the  formation  of  character,  and 
the  regulation  and  the  government  of 
life.  Whether  the  precise  and  specific  theo- 
logical instruction  given  at  the  University 
be  more  limited  or  extended — whether  it 
be  desirable  in  the  education  of  an  English 
gentleman  to  carry  it  farther  or  less  far 
—I  am  very  glad  that  theological  instruc- 
tion is  definitely  recognised  as  a  proper 
subject  of  University  teaching.  That,  how* 
ever,  is  by  no  means  the  whole  question. 
The  question  is,  whether  the  religion  of  the 
Church  of  England,  or  of  some  Church, 
and  the  recognition  of  that  religion  in  the 
system  of  the  Uuiversity,  is  necessary  in 
order  to  enable  the  University  to  perform 
its  teaching  work  and  to  exercise  its  pro- 
per influence  upon  the  character  as  a  part 
of  the  discipline  of  life.  This  is  not  a 
mere  question  as  between  the  clergy  and 
laity — it  is  no  question  of  conflict  between 
the  Church  and  State,  but  of  the  convic- 
tions commonly  entertained  by  religious 
parents  concerning  the  kind  of  education 
and  training  to  which  they  desire  to  sub- 
mit their  children.  In  my  opinion  parents 
have  the  strongest  feeling  on  the  subject. 
There  is  no  separation  here  analogous  to 
that  which  divides  this  House.  Nay,  more; 
I  go  further  and  say  there  is  no  separa- 
tion analogous  to  that  which  divides 
religious  denominations,  for  tho  pro- 
fessors of  the  several  religious  creeds 
in  this  country  are  alike  anxious  for 
the  instruction  of  their  children  in  the 
specific  tenets  they  profess.  That  is, 
therefore,  reolly  the  nature  of  this  ques- 
tion; and  I  must  say,  that  as  far  as  any 
authority  of  precedent  can  be  drawn  from 
the  recent  proceedings  of  Parliament  ap- 
plicable to  this  matter,  I  must  say  it  is  not 
favourable  to  the  argument  and  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  And  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  it  would  be  idle  and  delusive 
for  me  to  vote  for  the  Bill  in  the  teeth  of  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  Friend.  In  I860 
Parliament  passed  with  general  assent  an 
Act  on  the  subject  of  endowed  grammer 
schools— 23  VicL  c.  II.  That  Act  pro- 
ceeded on  three  principles — first,  on  the 
principle  that  where,  in  the  deeds  of  the 
founder,  there  was  a  specific  condition  that 
all  the  children  should  be  educated  in  tho 
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belief  of  the  founder,  or  in  some  particular 
religious  belief,  the  Act  shoald  be  inopera- 
tive, and  the  will  of  the  founder  should  be  ob- 
served. In  the  next  place,  where  the  founder 
did  not  give  any  specific  instmction,  tlie 
trustees  were  not  only  enabled,  but  re- 
quired, to  admit  without  religions  distinctions 
all  children  to  the  benefits  of  the  general 
instruction  of  the  school,  but  without  any 
interference  with  their  religious  edneatioo. 
Thirdly,  Parliament,  in  thus  fixing  the  re- 
ligious basis  of  grammar  schools  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  comprehension, 
or  non-comprehension,  advisedly  refrained 
from  interfering  with  the  constitution  of 
the  governing  body.  Parliament,  in  1860, 
thought  fit  to  leave  the  governing  body  u 
it  was,  and  where  a  school  was  appointed 
to  be  governed  by  members  of  the  Chareli 
of  England  it  so  remains  by  the  authority 
of  Parliament.  That  authority  of  ParlU- 
ment  was  given  at  no  more  remote  date 
than  five  years  ago.  Now,  if  it  were 
reasonable  in  the  case  of  grammar  schools 
that  the  specific  denominational  religions 
character  of  the  governing  body  should  be 
retained,  is  it  less  reasonable  in  the  case 
of  the  University  ?  If  you  examine  the 
constituents  of  the  class  for  whom  the 
grammar  schools  were  intended,  you  will 
find  that  a  very  large  proportion — perhaps 
the  majority — of  those  who  avail  themselves 
of  these  schools  are  Dissenters,  for  thejf 
form  a  much  larger  portion  of  the  middle 
classes  than  those  who  repair  to  the  Uni- 
versity. When,  then,  you  have  a  system 
of  exclusion,  that  system  must  bo  more  or 
less  irrational  and  offensive  in  proportion  si 
those  in  whose  favour  it  is  enacted  com- 
prise or  do  not  comprise  the  bulk  and  msM 
of  the  community  at  large  ;  and,  therefore, 
if  half,  or  nearly  half,  of  those  who  go  to 
the  University  were  DissenterSi  the  main- 
tenance of  our  exclusive  system,  however 
it  might  be  right  and  sound  in  prinoipis, 
would  be  more  offensive  than  it  is.  The 
fact,  however,  cannot  be  disputed  that  an 
immense  proportion  of  those  who  resort  to 
the  University  are  the  children  of  Church- 
men .  A  smaller  proportion  in  the  case  of 
grammar  schools  are  the  children  of  Chorcb* 
men  ;  yet,  even  in  the  case  of  the  gram- 
mar schools.  Parliament  five  years  ago  did 
not  think  fit  to  interfere  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  tho  governing  bodies,  but  left  them 
with  perfect  justice  in  every  case  imprinted 
with  whatever  specific  religious  character 
the  founder  had  given  them.  I  confess  for 
myself  that,  apart  from  all  distinctions 
between  Churchmen  and  Dissenters,  I  am 
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coDyinced  of  tho  80uudne»s  and  wiBdom, 
under  the  circuinstaucea  of  this  coQQtry, 
of  that  vrhieh  ia  called  the  denominatioDal 
sjstem.  I  mean  that  we  should  not  en- 
deavoar  to  tamper  with  the  features  and 
principles  either  of  the  Estahlished  or  any 
other  religion.  I  would  recognise  the 
same  sacredness  against  political  invasion 
in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  To  main- 
tain a  definite  religions  teaching  is  the 
principle  on  which  we  have  proceeded  in 
the  whole  of  our  recent  and  most  important 
administrative  and  legislative  Acts  with 
regard  to  primary  and  popular  education. 
And  that  is  a  principle  to  which  I  think 
we  ought  to  adhere  in  our  Universities  os 
well  as  in  our  grammar  schools.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Cecil)  referred  to 
me  as  having  last  year  lectured  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  Bill»  and  expressed  a  hope 
that  I  might  this  year  lecture  its  friends. 
I  feel  some  delicacy  in  referring  to  my  own 
conduct  on  another  occasion,  but  let  us 
look  at  the  facts  as  they  occurred.  My 
hon.  Friend  who  last  spoke  (Mr.  Dodson) 
says  the  Bill  has  two  great  objects — first, 
that  the  Dissenter  who  had  passed  through 
a  University  education  shall  have  the  re- 
ward of  his  labours  in  a  degree  ;  and 
secondly,  that  by  that  degree  he  should 
be  admitted  to  the  body  termed  the  Con- 
vocation, the  one  vital  function  of  which  in 
the  view  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  return 
Members  to  this  House.  If  these  are  in- 
deed the  two  great  objects  of  the  Bill,  in 
my  opinion  the  ground  of  controversy  is 
very  much  narrowed.  What  took  place  on 
the  occasion  on  which  I  am  said  to  have 
lectured  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  was  this : 
—I  did,  under  very  strong  convictions, 
express  my  great  regret  (for  the  first  time 
for  many  years)  that  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague  (Sir  William  Heathcote)  should 
have  moved  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  because 
on  that  occasion  the  mover  of  the  Bill  had 
adverted  to  the  possibility  of  the  Bill  being 
amended  in  Committee-— which  was  lan- 
guage very  different  from  that  used  to-day 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
London.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
is  desirable  to  alter  the  basis  of  the  law  in 
regard  to  the  University  of  Oxford  on  this 
subject.  1  think  that  the  tests  exacted 
from  lay  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land at  Oxford,  and  at  Oxford  alone,  ought 
to  be  altered  and  modified,  apart  from  the 
question  of  clerical  subscription,  and  that 
the  same  principle  should  obtain  there 
as  elsewhere.  Secondly,  I  am  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  regulations  in  question  do 


not  grant  to  Dissenters  all  that  we  may 
safely  give  them,  still  maintaining  intact 
the  principle  that  the  government  of 
the  University  and  of  the  colleges  should 
be  so  lodged  in  the  Church  of  England 
as  to  give  ample  and  adequate  security 
for  the  religious  instruction  and  disci- 
pline of  the  University.  After  that  Bill 
was  carried  by  a  large  majority  I  ventured 
to  communicate  with  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague.  I  transmitted  to  him  a  copy 
of  the  Bill,  amended  and  alteifed  in  such 
manner  that  it  would,  as  I  considered, 
have  reserved  the  general  government  of 
the  University  and  Colleges  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  I  may  say, 
parenthetically,  that  this  Bill  does  not  enter 
80  largely  and  directly  into  the  question  of 
government,  but  it  is  quite  plain  that  it 
involves  the  principle.  That  Bill  would 
have  provided  those  objects,  in  the  first 
place,  by  enabling  persons  not  members  of 
tho  Church  of  England,  and  without  refer- 
ence to  any  religious  distinctions  whatever, 
but  who  possessed  the  necessary  academi- 
cal distinctions,  to  have  founded,  governed, 
and  conducted  independent  Halls  in  the 
University.  And  those  acquainted  with 
Oxford,  and,  still  more,  with.  Cambridge, 
know  that  there  is  no  distinction  of  an 
essential  character  between  tho  Halls  and 
Colleges  ;  that  they  are  both  independent 
educational  iostitalions,  and  that  these  in- 
dependent Halls  might  have  grown  into 
Colleges  to  all  intents  and  purposes.  The 
next  effect  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  was 
that  persons  taking  lay  degrees  would  have 
been  relieved  from  taking  religious  tests. 
That  which  Parliament  enacted  in  1854 
with  respect  to  admission  to  bachelor  de- 
grees would  also  have  referred  to  the  higher 
degrees  in  the  University  not  theological. 
The  third  effect  of  the  Bill  would  have 
been  that  on  admission  to  the  governing 
body  a  test  would  have  been  applied — not 
that  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  but  a  ge- 
neral declaration  of  membership  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Another  provision 
would  have  given  to  the  University  itself, 
in  the  case  of  certain  professorships^  the 
power  to  dispense  even  with  that  test,  but 
only  in  individual  cases.  Lastly,  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  gave  the  powor  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament.  Among  these 
five  objects  were  thus  included  the  two  de- 
scribed by  my  hon.  Friend  as  the  great 
objects  of  the  Bill,  although  not  admitted  to 
be  such  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the 
second  reading.  I  had  ventured  to  com- 
plain of  my  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  on 
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the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  spirit  in  which 
he  receifed  these  Amendments.  He  did 
not  tie  himself  to  every  letter  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  amended  Bill,  bat  he  gafe 
for  himself,  and  those  whom  he  might  be 
able  to  influence,  a  general  acceptance  of 
these  Amendments,  as  a  settlement  of  the 
question  which  it  would  bo  wise  to  adopt. 
The  next  step  was  to  ascertain  whether 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  allow  it  to 
pass  with  these  Amendments.  Here  the 
result  was  a  total  failure.  We  were  given 
to  understand  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  they  could  not  support  these  Amend- 
ments, and  it  would  not  have  been  fair  to 
my  hon.  Friend  opposite  to  avail  ourselves 
of  his  liberal  and  wise  reply,  and  to  com- 
mit him  to  theee  Amendments.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty,  as  a  member 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  to  vote  against 
the  third  reading.  I  had  hoped  that  wo 
might  have  had  a  more  favourable  prospect 
opened  to  us  today.  The  changes' I  have 
recited  would  have  been  considerable  and 
important  changes.  We  have  heard  to  day 
of  the  grievance — I  never  felt  it  to  be  one 
myself — of  calling  upon  laymen  to  sign  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles.  If  the  repeal  of 
that  grievance  had  alone  been  offered  it 
would  have  been  wise  to  have  accepted  it. 
But  if  these  changes,  which  would  have 
been  so  considerable,  and  which,  if  liberally 
applied,  would  have  given  everything  ex- 
cept the  central  direction  of  the  governing 
body  in  this  great  seat  of  education,  were 
not  accepted,  it  would  have  been  idle  and 
delusive  on  my  part  to  give  a  support  to 
the  second  reading,  which  I  must  imme- 
diately proceed  to  qualify,  to  retract,  and 
withdraw,  by  thrusting  into  the  Bill  in 
Committee  important  and  essential  niodifi- 
eations  which  my  hon.  Friend  had  avowed 
his  determination  never  to  accept. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTE  said, 
he  felt  bound  substantially  to  confirm  tho 
statement  just  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  there  was  one  important 
Amendment  to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  not  adverted  and  to  which  he  (Sir 
William  Ileathcote)  assented — namely, 
that  teaching  officers  should  be  protected 
not  by  the  declaration  proposed  in  the  Bill, 
but  by  a  subscription  such  as  might  be 
eventually  settled  for  the  clergy.  He  had 
not  entered  into  a  consideration  of  the 
original  Bill,  nor  into  the  amended  Bill  as 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  because 
ho  wns  contented  with  the  state  of  things 
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as  they  existed  ;  but  he  had  intimated  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  bis  readineBa  to  con- 
sider the  Amendments  when  thej  should 
be  proposed  to  the  House  with  one  excep- 
tion with  the  existing  state  of  things,  and 
was  not  satisfied  that  the  grievanoes  wers 
such  as  to  render  legislation  desirable; 
but  the  question  having  been  stirred  he  vu 
quite  ready  to  consider  any  aniendmeoti 
that  might  be  proposed.  One  grievasee 
that  appeared  to  require  redresa  was  that 
a  Roman  Catholic  or  Dissenter  coold  not 
at  Oxford  open  a  separate  Hall  for  the 
education  of  his  co-religionists,  and  he 
thought  that  a  provision  to  that  effect 
might  be  engrafted  on  the  Bill.  The 
Roman  Catholics  naturally  required  tbst 
their  young  men  should  receive  a  strictly 
religious  education  in  their  own  Halls, 
and  it  would  be  hard  to  deny  the  jostiee 
of  that  demand.  On  the  other  hand  be 
was  not  willing  to  concede  that  the  mana- 
gers of  these  HaHs,  hafing  taken  the 
necessary  degree,  should  be  introduced 
into  the  managing  body  of  the  Unirenity. 
On  the  present  occasion  the  question  ap- 
peared to  have  shifted  its  position.  There 
was  no  practical  object  to  be  attained  bj 
voting  for  the  Bill  in  its  present  stsgs 
and  at  the  present  period  of  the  Sessioo, 
except  to  tie  the  House  to  certain  prin- 
ciples, without  having  the  opportuni^  of 
modifying  them  hereafter.  Unless  tliere 
was  a  reasonable  chance  of  passing  sach 
a  measure,  its  promoters  asked  more  thss 
they  ought  to  do  from  those  who  were  not 
prepared  to  go  to  the  whole  length  with 
them.  Last  year  he  was  willing  to  receive 
this  Bill  in  tho  spirit  of  peace ;  bnt  be 
trusted  that  many  hon.  Members  who  were 
doubtful  last  year  would  now  see  that  it 
was  hopeless  to  proceed  with  this  measnre, 
and  that  the  best  thing  to  be  done  wsi 
to  reject  it  at  its  present  stage. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  wished,  in  explanation,  to  confirm 
the  recollection  of  his  hon.  Friend  tbst 
the  question  of  a  full  and  clerical  sob- 
scription  would  have  been  reserved  for  sU 
teaching  offices. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said  that  both 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  William  Heathcote), 
admitted  that  grievances  existed  in  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  were  prepared 
to  remove  them.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  the  question  might  have  been  settled 
by  a  compromise,  it  was  in  his  power  to 
have  settled  it,  and  signalised  a  Session 
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not  odierwise  remarkable  for  the  measares 
passed.  He  knew  he  would  have  been 
aapported  by  his  hon.  Colleague  in  the 
repreeentation  of  the  University,  and  by 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
would  have  been  able  to  earry  a  Bill  whioh 
he  (Mr.  W.  B.  Forster)  granted  would  have 
been  a  substantial  advantage.  It  was, 
therefore,  hardly  fair  to  throw  on  the  Dis- 
aentera  the  burden  of  standing  in  the  way 
of  legislation,  when  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  to  have 
settled  the  question  at  once.  He  wished  to 
state  why  he  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  as  an  in- 
dividual could  not  depart  from  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London.  AH  the  Members  who  had 
spoken  hitherto  were  members  of  that  great 
inatitution,  the  University  of  Oxford.  He 
unfortunately  was  not ;  but  he  had  listened 
to  the  debate  with  great  interest,  because 
if  this  measure  had  passed  years  ago  pro- 
bably he  would  have  had  the  advantage 
which  he  never  ceased  to  regret  he  had 
not  had,  of  being  a  member  of  one  of  the 
Universities.  He  knew  it  was  said  they 
ought  to  be  contented  with  what  they  had 
already  got;  but  if  they  opened  the  Uni- 
versitiea  to  Dissenters  it  must  be  done  with 
open  hand.  Great  as  were  the  advantages 
of  the  Universities,  they  never  would,  and 
never  ought  to  go  to  them  until  they 
were  admitted  on  terms  of  perfect  equality. 
The  principle  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  contended  was  that 
the  University  of  Oxford  was  not  a  denomi- 
national, but  a  national  institution,  and 
that  no  subject  of  the  realm  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  it.  Now,  he  had  listened 
attentively  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford,  and  he 
must  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  bad  never  before  in  his  hearing 
made  so  slight  an  attempt  to  meet  the 
arguments  he  had  to  reply  to,  as  on  that 
occasion  in  answering  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London ;  but 
there  was  one  omission  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  which  was  to  his  miod  con- 
clusive. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  contended  that  the 
University  was  not  Church  property,  nor 
an  ecclesiastical  association,  but  a  great 
national  institution.  This  argument  the 
noble  Lord  had  passed  over  altogether, 
though  if  he  had  had  any  reasonable 
grounds  for  disputing  that,  he  doubtless 
would  have  offered  some  reply.  The  country 
would  now  be  able  to  consider  the  question 
without  the  prospect  of  the  claim  that  the 

YOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  8BBIS8.] 


University  was  Church  property  being  ad- 
vanced again.  He  found  no  attempt  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  tests  being  retained 
for  members  of  the  Church  of  Bngland. 
He  understood  that  was  one  of  the  griev- 
ances which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxche- 
quer  was  prepared  to  remove,  and  the  hou. 
JBaronet  opposite  did  not  object  to  its  re- 
moval. Eie  rejoiced  at  that  fact.  He  had 
some  opportunity  of  knowing  how  these 
tests  worked.  Living  in  a  district  where 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  thought,  he  had 
been  pained  to  find  the  extent  to  which 
the  principles  of  truth  were  sapped 
amongst  the  earnest,  sincere,  hard- 
working, clear  lliinking  men  of  the 
lower  class,  by  the  way  in  which  they 
found  the  expounders  of  truth  were 
compelled  to  reconcile  to  their  con- 
sciences the  teats  they  were  obliged  to 
take.  He,  therefore,  rejoiced  at  the  ad- 
mission on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  it 
was  no  longer  necessary  to  subject  the  lay 
members  of  the  Church  to  these  tests.  He 
now  came  to  the  principal  objection  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford and  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, that  if  they  passed  the  Bill  they  would 
lose  the  religious  teaching  of  the  University 
—  lose  the  denominational  form  of  that 
teaching.  But  was  there  any  member  of 
the  University  of  Oxford  who  did  not  think 
the  description  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  of  the  amount  of 
religious  teaching  given  by  the  University, 
as  an  University,  was  not  more  oorrect  than 
that  insinuated  rather  than  asserted  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford.  He 
had  tried  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  direct 
religious  teaching  given  by  the  Univer- 
sity, and  found  it  very  small.  At  Ox- 
ford a  candidate  was  questioned  upon  the 
text  of  the  Four  Gospels  and  his  general 
knowledge  of  the  Old  Testament  history. 
On  his  final  examination  for  the  B.A. 
degree  he  was  examined  upon  the  text  of 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles  ;  and  even  this 
might  be  evaded  by  any  one  not  professing 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England 
if  he  would  take  one  Greek  and  Latin 
author  by  way  of  compensation.  Was  this 
of  the  slightest  use  i  Then  it  was  said 
the  Undergraduates  had  to  attend  the  Uni- 
versity sermons.  The  first  Sunday  he  waa 
at  Oxford  he  went  to  hear  the  University 
sermon,  expecting  to  see  a  large  body  of  the 
University  Under  Graduates  present.  He 
found,  however,  that  it  was  the  fashion  for 
the  University  Undergraduates,  and  tboae 
who  taught  them,  not  to  attend  these  ser- 
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mons.  That  was  the  whole  amount  of  the 
religious  teaching  given  hy  the  Uniyersity. 
That  which  was  gi? en  by  the  Colleges  was 
also  wonderfully  small,  and  no  one  could 
say  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep  up  the 
exclusion  of  these  tests  in  order  to  main- 
tain that  amount  of  religious  teaching. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
drawn  a  comparison  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  grammar  schools  ;  but  was  any- 
thing like  the  same  amount  of  discipline 
required  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other  ? 
It  would  be  a  sad  thing  for  England  if  a 
young  man  on  leaving  school  and  home 
had  to  go  to  the  University  to  learn  rcli- 

fion.     But  this  Bill  did  not  interfere  with 
enominational  teaching  in  the  Colleges. 
The  object  of  the   present    Bill   was  to 
make  the    University  a  national  institu- 
tion ;  but  he  acknowledged  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  good  as  it  might  be  in  itself, 
would  still  be  incomplete  without  the  ad- 
dition of  some  such  measure  as  had  al- 
ready been  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  £.  P.  Bou- 
verie),   in   order  to   permit  the   Colleges 
to  frame  their  own  statutes.     They  might 
depend  upon  it  that  so  long  as  tne  feel- 
ing  of  the  Church   of    England  was  so 
strongly   manifested    in    favour  of    what 
he  must  term   denominational  education, 
they  would  have  a  large  portion  of  the 
Colleges  declaring  that  all  their  teachers 
must  belong  to  the  Church  of  England. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
yersity (Sir  William    Heathcote)  said  he 
would   remove  the  bar  which  at  present 
prevented    Roman   Catholics    or    Dissen- 
ters  from   creating  halls  or   colleges  of 
their  own.     In  that  case  they  would  have 
a  national  University,  with  colleges  purely 
Church  of  P]ngland,  purely  Roman  Catho- 
lic and  purely  Dissenting.     There  was,  in- 
deed, another  description  of  colleges  which 
he  should  be  glad  also  to  see  established 
— namely,  colleges  founded  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that,  while  they  so  governed  them- 
selves as  to  exclude  men  of  no  religion  at 
all,  or  whoso  moral  character  would  not 
bear  investigation,  from  acting  therein  as 
teachers,  they  would  not  insist  upon  their 
being  all  of  one  denomination,  or  even  all 
holding  one  doctrine.     He  was  convinced 
that  if  ever  colleges  could  be  established  in 
the  Universities  of  that  free  character  they 
would  exercise  an  immense  influence  over 
the  education  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
because  they  would  do  much  to  meet  what 
was  termed  the  religious  difficulty  —  that 
difficulty  which  at  the  present  time  operated 
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in  such  a  manner  as  to  preyent  a  large 
class  of  persons  from  obtaining  any  educa- 
tion whatever,  religious  or  secular.  The 
denominational  privileges  which  the  Church 
now  enjoyed  were  said  to  be  one  of  its 
principal  bulwarks  ;  but  the  House  would 
do  well  to  remember  that  no  bulwark  cooU 
be  of  any  advantage  in  the  long  run  whidi 
was  founded  on  injustice.  What  right 
had  the  supporters  of  any  particular  de- 
nomination to  exclude  from  participation  in 
the  advantages  of  a  national  institution  like 
the  University  other  denominations  f  Be 
could  not  but  believe  that  there  were  other 
reasons  which  influenced  the  opponents  of 
this  measure  than  those  which  had  bees 
expressed  in  the  House  to-day.  The  nobb 
Lord  who  had  opposed  the  Bill  (Lord 
Robert  Cecil)  had  given  one  reason  for  hit 
opposition.  He  stated  that  if  this  Bill 
were  passed  it  would  be  necessary  to  give 
up  the  connection  between  the  governiog 
classes  and  the  Church.  But  did  the  nobb 
Lord  really  wish  that  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters  should  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  to  be  derived  froa 
the  Universities  in  order  to  maintain  the 
connection  between  the  Church  of  Englsnd 
and  the  governing  classes?  The  fact, 
however,  was  that  at  this  moment  the  go- 
verning classes  were  not  solely  composed 
of  Churchmen. 

LoBD  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  that  the 
lion.  Member  had  misunderstood  him.  He 
did  not  say  a  word  about  the  govembg 
bodies. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  understood 
what  he  had  said  to  be  the  fair  interpreta- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord's  viewSy  and  he  wu 
glad  of  the  opportunity  being  afforded  bim 
to  retract  the  statement.  He  would  only 
add  that  it  was  an  error  to  imagine,  from 
the  line  of  politics  he  usually  adopted,  and 
because  he  was  the  son  of  a  Nonconformiit^ 
that  he  entertained  any  hostility  towards 
the  Church  of  England.  If  they  were 
starting  afresh  in  a  new  country  it  was  not 
likely  that  there  would  be  any  particolsr 
Church  in  direct  connection  with  the  Qo- 
vernment,  but  he  was  glad  to  have  (he 
opportunity  of  acknowledging  that  the 
Established  Church  had  been  of  the 
greatest  utility  to  this  country,  and  that 
utility  had  been  no  where  more  strongly 
manifested  than  in  its  connection  with  the 
parochial  system,  which  indeed  was  a  very 
essential  part  of  it.  It  had  in  times  past 
been  of  the  greatest  possible  advantage  to 
have  in  each  parish  educated  clergymen. 
The  parochial  system  was  indeed  the  great 
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m^rit  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  it 
formed  its  strongest  hold  upon  the  affec- 
tions of  the  people.  It  was  not  until  that 
Bjstem  was  attacked  in  this  House  that  the 
Church  need  fear.  He  would,  however, 
ask  Memhers  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  and  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  regarded  themselves  as  the 
especial  defenders  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment, to  consider  whether  they  were 
really  defending  it  when  they  encumbered 
it  with  the  useless  injustice  which  he  con- 
ceived to  he  involved  in  the  effort  to  keep 
these  noble  institutions  denominational  and 
sectarian,  instead  of  national,  in  their 
character,  and  imposing  upon  them  a 
Htnitation  which  it  should  rather  be  their 
pride  to  see  them  freed  from. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  congratu- 
lated the  House  that,  from  the  candid  and 
admirable  speech  made  by  the  Mover  of 
the  Bill,  they^were  in  a  position  distinctly 
to  understand  what  they  were  asked  to 
discuss.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  had  distinctly  laid  down  in  his 
speech  that  the  complete  emancipation  of 
Oxford  from  all  Anglican  tests  was  what 
he   aimed   at,  and  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  hesitate  in  stating  his  desire  that  men 
of   every,  or   of  no  creed,    should    take 
part  in  matters  connected  with  the  Uni- 
Tersity,  if  by  their  intellectual  ability  they 
had  shown   themselves  fitted  to  exercise 
Buch  power.     Nothing,  however,  could,  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  conceived,  be  more  disastrous, 
nor  anything  more  contrary  to  the  spirit 
in  which  the  University  should  be  main- 
tiuned.     He  could  not  recognize  in  a  XJni- 
yersity  that  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
put  forward  as  one  of  its  excellencies — a 
place  where  free  inquiry  was  to  have  full 
scope.  He,  on  the  contrary,  recognized  in  a 
University  a  place  where,  above  all  others, 
the  teaching  should  be  based  upon  definite 
principles    and    known    truths,    removed 
from  out  the  pale  of  free  inquiry  ;  a  place 
to  which  parents  might  send  their  sons 
for  education  at  an  age  when  they  were 
capable  of  forming  opinions,  assured  that 
the  teaching  and  discipline  they  would  re- 
ceive were  at  least  based  upon  religious 
truth — upon  something  definite  and   well 
known,  and  not  upon  a  something  which 
was  yet  the  subject  of  inquiry.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)  had 
challenged  an  answer  to  his  assertion  that 
the  Universities  were  national  institutions. 
No  doubt  the  Universities  of  England  were 
national  institutions  in  the  same    sense 
that  the  Church  of  England  was  a  niktional 


Church.     All  who  pleased  might  come  to 
learn  in  the  Church  or  in  the  Universities ; 
but  those  who  teach,  whether  in  the  one  or 
the  other,  were  confined  to  definite  truths 
and  distinct  theological  principles.     The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.   Forster)  had,  he  be- 
lieved, most  unjustly  attributed  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  to  an  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  opponents  of  the  measure  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the   manufacturing   interests. 
For  his  (Mr.  Hardy's)  own  part,  he  was 
proud  that  he  had  been  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  interests   of  the   country, 
and  neither  at  school  nor  at  college  had 
he   even    found  scholars  judged,  by   the 
occupation  of   their  fathers.     They  were 
judged  by  their  own  merits,  they  formed 
their  own  friendships,  without  the  slightest 
regard  to  whether  they  belonged  to  the 
land   or   to  the  manufactures.     He   had 
opposed  this  measure  when  it  was  brought 
forward  on  a  former  occasion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Dodson)  ; 
and  his  opposition  then  arose  not  from  the 
speech  of  the  Mover,  but  from  the  objects 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  itself ;   and  he 
was,  therefore,  as  strongly  opposed  to  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London  (Mr. 
Goschen).     It  was  said  that  admission  of 
Dissenters  into  Convocation  was  not  really 
admission  into  the  governing  bodies,  be- 
cause   the    Hebdomadal    Council    might 
elect  Professors  who  were  not  subject  to 
these  tests.      This,  however,  he  believed 
to  be  a  mistake,  because  everything  done 
with  regard  to  changes  in  the  University 
must  be  done  by  Convocation.  At  the  time 
that  Parliament  reformed  the   municipal 
corporations,  those  bodies  were  deprived 
of  the   right   of  patronage   in  regard  to 
Church  livings,    hecause  it  was  deemed 
unsafe  to  intrust  the  gift  of  those  livings 
to  men  who  might  he  favourable  to  creeds 
opposed  in  point  of  doctrine  to  the  Church 
of  England.     Convocation  at  present  ex- 
ercised a  similar   power;   ana  yet   they 
were  asked  to  admit  into  that  body  men 
opposed,  not  only  to  the  doctrines  of  the 
Anglican  Church,  but  to  any  dogmatical 
teaching  whatever.     He  was  sorry  to  say 
that   there    were    free    inquirers    willing 
even  at  the  present  moment  to  take  such 
a  position  upon  themselves.     There  were 
persons  in   the   Church  of  England  who 
were  willing  to   take    tests  inconsistent 
with  their  creed.     The  religious  teaching 
imparted  at  the  University,  which  had 
been  described  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  as  comprised  chiefly  in 
a  series  of  questionst  in  reality  impreg- 

12 


231 


Tests  AholUian 


(COMMONS) 


{OxforiiBOL 


23S 


nated  the  whole  system  of  Uni?enitjedaea- 
tioD.  Was  it  at  all  UDreasonahle  that  they 
should  require  in  an  Unirersity  which  was 
founded  by  religious  persons  for  the  pur- 
poses of  religious  teaching  that  any  one 
taking  the  degree  of  M.A.,  which  confer- 
red no  more  literary  distinction  than  that 
of  B.A.»  and  asking  to  be  admitted  into 
the  governing  body  of  the  TTnirersity, 
should  declare  that  he  was  prepared  to 
enter  that  governing  body,  believing  in 
those  principles  with  which  the  teaching 
of  the  University  was  imbued.  He  firmly 
believed  that  the  Church  of  England  was 
the  hereditary  successor  of  those  who 
founded  these  Colleges  ;  but  whether  that 
were  the  case  or  not,  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  undoubtedly  been  in  possession 
ever  since  the  time  of  the  Reformation, 
and  had  from  that  period  inculcated  her 
own  doctrines  to  those  who  had  gone  there 
for  purposes  of  instruction.  These  Col- 
leges were  founded,  moreover,  for  the 
{>urpo8e  of  religious  teaching,  and  not  for 
iterary  instruction  alone ;  it  was  not 
alleged  that  this  privilege  had  ever  been 
abused,  yet  it  was  now  attempted  to  do  away 
with  religion,  not  merely  with  a  view  to  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  or  Roman  Catho- 
lics, but  in  order  to  admit  those  who  could 
not  make  up  their  minds  to  the  profession 
of  any  religion  whatever.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  Dissenters,  who  pride 
themselves  upon  their  doctrinal  strictness, 
should  give  their  support  to  a  Bill  which 
professedly  aimed  at  doing  away  with  all 
religious  teaching  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  had  stated 
that  this  was  the  chief  object  of  the  Bill. 
[Mr.  GoscHEN  said,  that  his  statement  was 
tliat  it  was  one  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bill.]  But  there  were  so  many  principles 
in  the  Bill.  One  of  the  objects  of  the 
Bill,  as  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex,  was  the  admission  of- Dis- 
senters into  the  governing  body.  [Mr. 
DoDSON  :  I  said  it  was  one  of  the  incidents 
of  the  Bill.]  He  would  accept  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Member  as  perfectly 
satisfactory.  The  admission  of  Dissenters 
and  of  men  of  no  religion  at  all  to  the 
governing  bodies  of  the  University  was  one 
of  the  "  incidents"  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  religious  teaching 
was  not  taken  away  by  this  Bill ;  but  that 
was  a  matter  upon  which  they  must  all 
form  their  own  opinion.  It  seemed  to 
him  manifest  that  if  persons  of  any  re- 
ligion, or  of  no  religion,  were  to  become 
members  of  the  governing  body  no  system 
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of  religious  teaehnig  eonld  be  adopted  at 
the  University.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  stated,  that  oat  of  400 
fellowships  the  immediate  effect  of  this 
Bill  would  be  to  throw  open  eighty,  and 
these  eighty  Fellows  might  or  might  not 
be  of  any  creed.     Some  of  them  wovU 
probably  be  teachers  of  no  religion,  or 
professing  a  creed  different  from  that  of 
the  Established  Church.   By  such  a  eoune 
they  would  be  effectually  and  permanently 
giving  up  the  religions  character  of  the  Uni- 
versity.    It  would  be  impossible  to  main- 
tain a  system  of  defined  religioua  teaching 
if  the  governing  bodies  and  the  teaehect 
were  of  mixed  religions.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)  had  spoken 
of  the  injustiee  of  the  exclusion  at  present 
practised.     But  exclusion  did  not  in  anj 
way  affect  the  teaching,  it  only  had  refi»> 
rence  to  the  government  of  the  University. 
The  hon.  Member  wished  to  maintain  tbs 
present  parochial  system  of  religions  teaeb- 
ing  ;  but  in  order  to  do  that  they  mast 
maintain  also   the  privileges    which   had 
been  granted  to  the  Established  Churefa. 
There  was  perfect  religious  freedom  in  thb 
country ;  but  what  was  aimed  at  waa  that  no 
privilege  should  be  granted  to  the  Chnreh 
of  England  which  was  not  also  possessed 
by  every  body  of  I^Dnconformists.    The 
admission  of  that  principle    involved  the 
severance  of  the  Church  from  the  State,  sod 
leaving  her  without  that  assistance  which 
she  had,  in  his  opinion,  so  well  repaid  hy 
the  benefits  which  she  had  conferred  upon 
the  community  at  large.     The  questioo, 
as  it  appeared  to  him,  was  not  whether 
they  should  insist  upon  any  particular  form 
of  subscription,  but  whether  they  shonhl 
do  away  with  Anglican  tests  altogether. 
The  Bill  was  not  introduced  for  the  por- 
pose  of  altering  the  mode  of  taking  testi. 
The   hon.    Member    (Mr.    Goschen)   had 
spoken  too  honestly  to  get  off  upon  thatples; 
although  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Snasex 
(Mr.  Dodson)  had  begged  for  votes  for  the 
second  reading  in  rather  a  different  spirit 
to  that  by  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  declared  himself  to  be  ae- 
tuated.    It  was  simply  intended  to  do  away 
with  Anglican  tests  altogether.     The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  moreover, 
did  not  disguise  his  wish  that   even  the 
head-masterships   of    our    public    schools 
should  be  thrown  open  to  persona  of  any 
or  of  no  religion.     The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  his  regret  at  having  to  insert  in  the 
Bill  a  proviso  admitting  persona  to  those 
positions    on    subscribing    a    declaration 
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sUting  that  thej  were  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  Beemed,  howeyer» 
to  him  that  they  were  deBirous  of  admitting 
those  whom  they  were  bound  to  exclude. 
The  moment  thej  invaded  the  principle 
which  connected  the  Univeraities  and  our 
public  schools  with  the  Church  of  England, 
that  moment  thousands  who  sent  their  sons 
to  be  educated  there  would  withdraw  them. 
Parents  sent  their  children  there  because 
they  had  a  faith,  and  not  generalisations  of 
religion — those  d  reams  of  philosophers  which 
never  took  hold  of  the  mind  in  the  trials  of 
life.  There  must  be  something  distinct  and 
defined  in  the  teaching  of  religion  or  it 
could  be  nothing  at  all ;  and  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  were  examples  of  the  success 
which  attended  a  course  of  instruction 
which  in  the  attainment  of  intellectual 
eminence  had  not  lost  sight  of  the  benefits 
of  well-directed  religious  training.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  bringing  forward 
bis  Bill  last  year  excluded  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  any  share  in  its  benefits. 
[Mr.  E.  P.  BouYEBZE  dissented.]  He  main- 
tained that  such  was  the  practical  effect. 
These  attempts  to  revolutionise  our  Uni- 
versities were  really  made  with  a  view  to 
the  spread  of  a  dreamy  and  mystical  kind 
of  religion.  What  did  one  of  the  apostles 
of  this  movement  say  when  he  oame  to 
apeak  of  the  Roman  Catholics  ?^ 

"  Roman  Oatholies  are  probably  too  mnoh  ad- 
dietad  to  ■ectarian  ezoliuiveneM  to  preient  them- 
■eWet  as  candidates,  for  fellowship  in  a  mixed 
society;  otherwise  there  might,  no  doubt,  be  a 
difficulty  in  consenting  to  put  up  with  the  un- 
■ocial  attitude  and  petulent  airs  of  sectaries  who 
have  persuaded  themselTcs  that  everything  in 
Ohrifltendom  is  of  the  earth,  earthy,  except  that 
Charoh  which  has  most  miserably  soiled  its  spiri- 
tual essence  by  adulterous  union  with  the  worst 
powers  of  the  earth,  and  by  partnership,  and  more 
than  partnership,  in  their  worst  crimes." 

Those  where  the  words  of  Mr.  Ooldwin 
Smith,  and  it  was  a  sign  of  the  objection 
men  of  his  school  felt  to  any  distinct  dog- 
matic teaching.  He  believed  he  uttered  the 
sentiments  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
Members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
not  of  one-half,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  the  City  of  London.  A  test 
upon  this  point  was  offered  by  the  Church 
of  England  in  1861,  but  refused.  The 
marriages,  baptisms,  and  other  matters, 
however  connected  entirely  with  the  Church 
of  England,  numbered  at  least  three- 
fourths,  if  not  four-fifths  of  the  whole. 
When,  however,  the  test  at  the  census 
which  they  offered  was  refused,  it  was 
unreasonable  to  expect  them    to  accept 


the  statement  of  the  side  by  whom  that 
refusal  was  given.  He  believed  that  as 
long  as  they  chose  to  have  a  national 
Church,  the  connection  of  our  Univer- 
sities with  that  national  Church  was 
essential  to  their  existence,  as  teaching 
bodies  adapted  for  the  instruction  of  the 
people  for  whom  these  advantages  were 
intended.  It  was  quite  clear  that  the  de- 
nominational system  was  a  system  in  fa- 
vour of  which  Englishmen  felt  strongly. 
The  foundation  of  these  Colleges  was  due 
to  the  effect  of  strong  religious  enthusiasm, 
and  this  fact  alone  should  make  them  in- 
sist upon  the  utmost  jealousy  with  regard 
to  the  religious  teaching  pursued.  To  those 
who  came  without  this  recommendation — 
who  desired  in  a  spirit  apart  from  strong 
denominational  religion  to  filch  those 
Colleges  founded  from  religious  motives, 
he  would  put  the  question,  "Where  are  your 
colleges  or  your  schools  ?*'  He  would  ask 
where  were  the  triumphs  of  the  secular  or 
undenominational  party?  If  they  could 
satisfy  the  demand,  and  not  otherwise,  he 
would  acknowledge  that  there  was  some- 
thing in  their  misty  and  muddy  religion. 
He  thought  he  could  not  condnde  better 
than  by  quoting  the  words  of  one  who, 
though  favourable  to  every  kind  of  reform 
calculated  to  afford  relief  to  those  actuated 
with  conscientious  scruples,  was  yet  as 
strongly  disinclined  as  he  was  to  the  ad- 
mission of  any  but  those  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England  into  the  governing 
bodies  of  the  Ifniversity.  The  words  were 
those  of  the  Provost  of  Oriel,  who  said — 

"  Gladly  admitting  all  and  without  any  lab- 
scription  to  oar  society,  our  education,  lectures, 
libraries,  and  degrees,  I  ask  only  that  the  Univer- 
sity shall  remain  not  merely  a  place  of  education 
and  learning,  but  also  of  religion,  without  which 
it  can  in  no  just  sense  be  a  place  of  liberal  educa- 
tion at  all.  And  to  this  end  I  desire  that  a  great 
national  University  should  not  be  converted  into 
a  mere  literary  club,  but  that  it  should  really 
educate  (which  is  of  national  importance)  our 
future  clergy  and  laity  together,  that  its  religions 
principles  should  be  both  sound  and  known  to  be 
so,  and  that  the  members  of  its  governing  and 
educating  body — ^its  professors,  tutors,  heads,  and 
fellows  of  Colleges — should  study  and  understand 
the  Formularies  of  the  Church,  and  be  able  to  de- 
clare ex  animo  that  her  Articles  are  agreeable  to 
the  Word  of  Grod,  and  her  Book  ef  Common  Prayer 
and  her  Ordinal  lawful,  and  not  contrary  to  the 
Word  of  God." 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  that  last  year  he  was 
not  prepared  to  support  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Dodson), 
though  he  should  have  been  willing  to  acqui- 
esce in  the  suggestions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  theExehequer, 
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believing  tbem  to  possess  much  value,  if 
he  thought  that  thej  could  he  carried  out 

Sractioally  ;  but  on  further  consideration 
e  was  determined  to  give  his  concurrence 
to  the'  broader  assertion  of  the  principle 
made  in  the  Bill  now  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  London.  This  was  an 
instance  of  the  disadvantages  of  delay; 
the  longer  the  supporters  of  the  existing 
system  waited,  the  more  they  would  have 
to  give.  The  privileges  which  members 
of  the  Church  now  exclusively  enjoyed  at 
the  University  could  only  be  defended  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Church  was  the 
Church  of  the  whole  community  ;  and  the 
more  the  friends  of  tlie  Establishment  tried 
to  retain  those  privileges,  the  more  vigor- 
ously would  the  other  part  of  the  commu- 
nity be  roused  to  contend,  and  the  more 
the  Church  herself  would  have  to  en- 
counter. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  referred  to  what  had  been  done 
in  the  case  of  endowed  schools,  and  said 
that  wherever  there  was  a  clear  disposition 
of  property  in  favour  of  the  Church,  it 
should  be  adhered  to  in  the  administration 
of  these  schools.  The  principle  thus  con- 
tended for  was  that  where  the  State  ac- 
cepted an  endowment  for  private  purposes 
which  were  considered  lawful  and  useful, 
the  property  would  be  applied  to  these  pur- 
poses so  long  as  they  remained  lawful  and 
useful.  But  how  could  the  argument  apply 
to  the  case  of  the  University  ?  Would  it 
now  be  lawful,  constitutional,  or  right  for 
the  State  to  confine  the  privileges  of  the 
University  to  the  members  of  the  Church? 
Would  any  man  dare  to  bring  forward  such 
a  proposal  ?  Tou  might  as  well  propose 
that  the  right  of  returning  Members  to 
this  House  chould  be  confined  to  members 
of  the  Church.  He  contended  that  the 
State  could  not  continue  to  the  University 
that  which  it  could  not  do  in  the  first 
instance.  Again,  he  thought  that  the 
distinction  between  the  University  and  the 
Colleges  had  not  been  properly  borne  in 
mind.  Strictly  speaking,  there  was  no 
religious  teaching  by  the  University  ;  this 
rested  entirely  with  the  Colleges,  and  with 
this  state  of  things  the  Bill  aid  not  inter- 
fere. It  was  community  of  worship,  not 
the  signing  of  a  particular  declaration, 
which  bound  people  together  ;  and  though 
the  subject  might  be  beset  with  difficulties, 
those  difficulties  were  not  to  be  cured  by 
requiring  men  to  accept  a  test  which  we 
knew  they  could  not  in  many  cases  submit 
to  with  perfect  sincerity.  Believing  that 
it  was  necessary  in  justice  to  the  whole 
Mr.  NtaU 


community  to  legislate  for  the  University 
in  the  way  proposed,  he  sboold  support  tbe 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  that  as  tbe 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Bill  had  appeaM 
to  Roman  Catholic  Members  to  aappoit  it^ 
and  as  frequent  references  had  been  msde 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  aa  to  tbt 
effect  of  the  Bill  upon  the  Roman  Catboliei» 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  explsin 
the  course  which  he  proposed  to  take  cm 
this  question.  The  ^ill  proposed,  md- 
dentally,  to  admit  a  Dissenting  demeat 
into  the  governing  body  of  the  Univenitj. 
Now,  Catholics  had  no  desire  to  be  so  sd- 
mitted.  Though  the  University  was  fboaded 
in  Catholic  times,  by  Catholics,  and  open 
Catholic  trusts,  he  did  not  see  in  any  in- 
fluential section  of  the  Catholics  any  de- 
sire now  to  interfere  with  the  Universtj. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  a  memonsl 
from  a  section  of  Catholics  presented  to  tbe 
Propaganda,  and  which  explained  the  poai- 
tion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body  in  rela- 
tion to  this  question.  This  memorial  wti 
drawn  up  by  a  Member  of  the  Government^ 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Keny 
(Viscount  Castlerosse).  It  vras  signed  not 
very  extensively — by  eminent  members  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  body — among  othen 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsell), 
Lord  Dunraven,  Lord  Camoys,  and  some 
others — and  was  addressed  to  the  Props- 
ganda  at  Rome  in  these  words  — 

^*  Tbe  undersigned  laymen  baTing  heard  tbt 
tbe  saored  Congregation  of  tbe  Propaganda  ii 
about  to  consider  the  question  whether  Catbolki 
should  still  be  permitted  to  frequent  the  Unifw- 
sities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  venture  respeet- 
fullj  to  hope  that  the  sacred  Congregation  wiH 
not  think  its  active  interference  neoessazy.  Tbey 
humbly  express  their  conviction  that  in  tbe  smb 
of  Catholic  students  at  the  Universities  of  OsM 
and  Cambridge,  the  fidth  and  morals  of  their  looi 
can  be  adequately  protected." 

This  document  was  remitted  back  to  tbe 
memorialists  ;  the  Propaganda  refused  to 
take  any  cognizance  of  their  proceedings ; 
and  they  were  directed  to  seek  instroctioo 
on  the  subject  from  their  own  Bisbopi* 
The  memorial  was  dated  January  21,  sod 
on  the  24th  of  March  the  Catholic  Bisbopi 
in  England  met  and  passed  the  foUoving 
judgment  upon  the  memorial : — 

"  The  Bishops  are  unanimous  in  their  diaip- 
proTal  of  the  establishment  of  a  Catholic  GoUege 
at  any  of  the  ProtesUnt  Universities ;  and  thsf 
are  farther  of  opinion  that  parents  ought  to  be 
in  every  way  dissuaded  from  sending  their  children 
to  pursue  their  studies  at  such  Universities." 

The  Catholic  Bishops  in  Ireland  had  in- 
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formed  the  Houae  of  their  Bentimentfl,  for 
in  A  petitioD  signod  bj  them  they  had 
unaoimouslj  asked  the  House  for  a  Uni- 
versity,    the    goferning    body    and     the 
teachiqg   body    of  which  should  be  ex- 
elusive^y   Catholic.    In    ^king  ffr    this 
the  Irish  Catholic  Bishops  made   a  re- 
quest strictly    in    accordance    with    the 
prinoiples  on  whicli  the  Catholic  Churph 
had  f^lways  recommended  that  the  eduoa- 
UoQ  of  the  people,  as  well  as  of  the  higher 
classes,  should  be  conducted.     This  w<is  a 
question  of  denominational  as  opposed  to 
mixed  education.     Last  year  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  foi^  Cork 
(Mr.  Scully)  said,  '*  Why  should  we  Ca- 
tholics object  to  this  Bill  ?     In  Ireland  we 
have  mixed  education,  and  why  not  in 
England  ?  '*    His  answer  was  that    the 
mixed   education   in   Ireland  was    forced 
upon  them  by  the  Go?emment  against  their 
wishes.     The  Catholics   in    Ireland    had 
always  been  in  favour  of  denominational 
education,   and,    therefore,    it  would    be 
bighly  unfair  for  them  to  insist  upon  forcing 
mixed  education  upon  any  other  class  in 
England.     Such  were  the  views  of  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Catholics  upon  this  sub- 
ject* and  such  were  the  authoritative  views 
of  those  to  whom  Catholics  would  naturally 
defer.     It  had  been  stated   by  the  hon. 
Hember  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
that  no  exclusive  University  could  be  found- 
ed now,  and  he  referred  especially  to  the 
colonies.     Why,    in  1852,    a  University, 
which  in  iU  government  and  iU  teaching 
was  exclusively  Catholic,  was  founded  in 
Quebec. 

Ma.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
made  no  statement  with  regard  to  a  Uni- 
versity ;  what  he  said  was  that  no  exclu- 
sive national  church  could  be  founded 
now. 

Mjb^.  HENNESST  said,  that  at  any 
rate  this  exclusively  Catholic  University 
had  received  a  Royal  charter.  But  sup- 
pose the  Protestants  in  Quebec,  who  were 
very  powerful  and  intelligent,  should  claim 
to  share  in  the  government  and  teaching, 
the  Catholic  Members  would  be  found 
voting  unanimously  in  favour  of  retaining 
the  exclusive  character  of  the  University, 
and  that  being  so  he  felt  in  equal  justice 
that  he  was  bound  to  vote  against  this 
Bill.  There  was  a  pnrt  of  the  Bill  not 
affecting  Catholics,  which  substituted  ano- 
ther declaration  for  that  taken,  he  believed, 
by  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Bng- 
land.  They  were  told  that  this  was  an 
attack  upon  the  Church  of  England,  and 


he  WOV1I4  coucIu4q  by  roAding  «  word  or 
twQ  upon  what  ought  to  he  the  action  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  country  when  ^nj 
attack  was  made  upon  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Dr.  Newman,  a  distinguished  c|ivine 
in  the  Catholic  Church,  whose  immense 
int^lleQtuStl  power  commanded  universal 
respect,  speaking  of  bis  own  career  in 
Oxford,  ^id — 

<*  Had  I  not  gons  to  Obdbrd,  perhaps  I  should 
never  have  beard  of  the  visible  Cbarob,  or  of 
tradition,  or  otber  GatboUo  dootrines." 

No  doubt  the  Catholics  would  be  acting  an 
ungrateful  part  if  thev  attacked  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford.  That  University  had 
not  only  given  to  Catholicism  Dr.  Newman, 
Archbishop  Mannipg,  Canon  Oakley,  and 
other  distinguished  n[>en  ;  it  had  done  more, 
as  the  House  would  see  ^?om  the  language 
of  Dr.  Newman.  Speaking  of  the  attitude 
which  Catholics  in  England  should  take 
towards  the  Church  pf  England,  he  said 
in  his  latest  worl^,  his  Apologia — 

**  Doubtleu,  th9  national  Cboroh  has  hitherto 
been  a  aervioeable  breakwater  against  dootrinid 
errors  more  fondamental  than  its  own.  How  long 
this  will  last  in  the  years  now  before  us  it  is 
impossible  to  say,  for  the  nation  drags  down  its 
Ghtuoh  to  its  own.  level ;  but  still  the  national 
Church  has  the  same  sort  of  influjsnce  over  the 
nation  that  a  periodical  has  upon  the  party  which 
it  represents,  and  my  own  idea  of  a  Catholic's 
fitting  attitude  towards  the  national  Church  in 
this,  its  supreme  hour,  is  that  of  asaastiog  and 
sustaining  it  (if  it  be  in  our  power)  in  the  interest 
of  dogmatic  truth." 

In  another  passage  Dr.  Newa^i^  adviaed 
Catholics  to  do  nothing  to  weaken  the  hold 
of  the  Established  Chprch  upon  the  public 
mind,  or  upon  "  those  great  Cbrifitian  and 
Catholic  principles  and  doctrines  which  it 
has  up  to  this  time  successfully  preached." 
It  would  be  impertinent  in  him  to  say  that 
he  agreed  with  Dr.  Newman  ;  but  he  waa 
happy  to  find  that  this  emii^^  n^an  sup- 
ported the  view  which  he  had  always  taken 
of  his  duty  as  a  Catholic  when  the  Church 
of  England  had  been  assailed.  He  had 
not  assisted  those  who  in  this  Souse  called 
upon  Catholics  to  attack  the  Church  of 
England,  and  to  that  course  he  should 
adhere. 

IfR.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  regretted,  but  ^m  not  surprised 
at,  the  opinion  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hennessy)  with, 
respect  to  thia  Bill.  He  should  feel  much 
greater  regret,  however,  if  he  thought  that 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem->. 
ber  represented  that  of  English  Catholics 
ffcnerally,  and  if»  when  the  University  o£ 
Oxford  was  restored  to  its  character  of  a 
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tboroaghlj  natunuil  institotioD,  and  when 
it  was  open  to  all  elatsea  of  Her  Majesty's 
sabjects,  the  members  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
thoiie  Chareh  shoold  still  feel  themselvei 
compelled  to  decline   the   benefits   which 
the  Uniyersity  would  offer  them.     Accord- 
ing to  Dr.  Newman,  who  had  been  quoted 
bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  definite 
dogmatic  teaching  was  essential  to  safety 
in  this  world  and  the  next ;  and  he  en- 
forced this  teaching  by  a  great  spiritual 
and  supernatural  authority  whiclv  forbade 
inquiry  and  required  submission.     He  ima- 
gined, perhaps,  that  if  his  co-religionists 
were   admitted    to    the   Unifersity,    their 
faith  would  be  in  danger,  as   they  would 
be  among  s  vast  msjority  of  persons  pro- 
fessing a   different  faith.      These  Tiews 
were  perfectly  intelligible,  but  they  only 
showed    how   untenable   were    the   views 
of  members   of    the  Established   Church 
who  thought  that  their  creed  would   be 
endangered  by  the  presence  of  a  certain 
number  of  their  fellow-countrymen  whom 
this  Bill  proposed  to  admit  to  the  Univer- 
sity.    The  Bill   contained  so  many  good 
things   that   there   was  an   emhatroi  de 
riehenet ;    but  as  he  was  in  the   happy 
position  of  being  able  to  agree  with  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  he  felt  no  difficulty 
on  this  score.     In  the  first  place,  it  would 
emancipate  the  lay  members  of  the  Church 
from  the    necessity  of  accepting  without 
reserve  the  truth  of  a  vast  body  of  contro- 
versial divinity  as  a  condition  of  receiving 
the  chief  honours  and  emoluments  of  the 
University  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it 
would  relieve  Nonconformists    from  those 
restrictions   which   prevented    them   from 
reaping  the  full  honours  and  advantages 
of  a  University  which,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
to  be  a  national  one.     He  was  gratified  to 
find    the   unanimity  with    which   leading 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  in- 
cluding, as  he  understood,  the  two  Mem- 
bers for  the  University,   agreed  that  the 
time  had  come  when  they  might  safely  re- 
lieve the  youthful  laymen  of  the  Church 
from   the  necessity  of  subscribing   those 
complicated  theological  formula  which  un- 
til recently  beset  every  stage  of  their  aca- 
demical career,  and  still  met  them  at  its 
elose.     Oxford  students  passed  their  stu- 
dent life    in    an   atmosphere   of  absolute 
freedom.     All    subjects    were  freely  dis- 
cussed ;  all  books  upon  all  subjects,  in- 
cluding the  most  sacred,  were  bought  and 
read  ;  and  there  was  everything  to  stimu- 
late inquiry  and  thought.  But  after  passing 
three  ^ears  or  more  in  this  free  intellectual 
Mr.  Ckich0iUr  F^tmue 


atmoaphere,  the  young  man  arrived  at  s 
stage  of  his  career  when  he  must  undergo 
the  temptation   of   submitting   to  a  vait 
mass  of  controversial  divinity  as  the  oondi- 
tion  of  admittance  to  the  higher  privilegM 
of  the  University  and  the  emolaments  of 
the  Colleges.     This  applied  to  the  moit 
active-minded   men   in » the   University— 
those  who  were  qualified  for  fellowships. 
If  the  Bill  did  nothing  more  than  remoie 
this  painful  necessity  he  should  regard  it 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  and  would 
rejoice  if  members  of  the  Church  at  the 
University  were  no  longer  subject  to  a  test 
which  made  them  in  after-life  neither  bet- 
ter, wiser,  more  conscientious,  nor  even 
more  religious,  than  they  would  have  been 
without  it.      As   to   the   second  part  of 
the  Billy    which  proposed    to  throw  open 
the  University    to    Nonconformists,    the 
House   would    remember    that    originally 
Oxford  was  a  national  University.      N(Uh 
conformity,  which  at   first  did  not  exist 
at  nil,  was  not  afterwards  expected  to  be 
permanent.     But  now  that  so  large  and  so 
important  a  section  of  the  community  wen^ 
and  in  all  human  probability  would  eoa- 
tinue  to  be,  outside  the  pale  of  the  Churob, 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Universitiai 
ought  to  revert  to  their  original  national 
character.     As  to  the  objection  that  tbe 
dogmatic  teaching  of  the  University  would 
be   destroyed,    he  confessed  that    eveiy 
year   of  his  life  he   was  less  inclined  to 
attach    importance    to  it   in    compariMO 
with  the  great  principles  and   objects  of 
a  Christian  life.     But  was  it  true  that  at 
Oxford  every  member  of  the   University 
was  subjected  to  a  definite  dogmatic  teach- 
ing ?     He  understood  that  Nonconformist 
students  were  invited  to  attend  there,  and 
that    Dissenters   could    establish    private 
Halls  ;  but  it  could  not  be  intended  thst 
Nonconformist  students  should  submit  to 
the  Thirty- nine  Articles,    and  be  taught 
the  Church  Catechism.    If,  therefore,  there 
was   any    evil    in  relinquishing   dogmatie 
teaching  in  the  case  of  all  members  of  tbe 
University,  that  disaster  had  already  hap- 
pened.    For  his  part,  fearing  nothing  for 
the  interests  of  the  Church  or  of  the  Uni- 
versity, of  which  he  was  a  grateful  and 
attached  member,  if  it  were  thrown  open 
to  all  classes  of  his  countrymen,  he  shooUl 
give  his  cordial  support  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  it  had  been  stoted 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  that  a  section  of 
the  Catholic  Members  were  going  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  acting  under  directiona  from  the 
Propaganda.  As  neither  on  this  nor  on  any 
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other  oeeaaion  htd  any  looh  influences  been 
broaght  to  bear  upon  bim,  he  felt  some 
surprise  at  this  rumour ;  but  his  surprise 
etaporated  when  be  beard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy).  Wishing 
it  to  be  understood  that  be  expressed  only 
his  own  indtTidoal  sentiments,  be  (Mr. 
Scully)  would  say  a  few  words  as  a 
Member  of  the  only  section  in  this  House 
who  had  not  spoken  upon  the  question 
— he  meant  the  Liberal  Catholic  Members. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Hen- 
neaay),  with  great  consistency,  always 
went  with  his  party  ;  but  he  had  no  right 
to  put  himself  forward  as  representing  the 
Catholic  feeling  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Scully)  should  support  this  Bill,  as  he  had 
supported  it  last  year.  He  was  not  going 
to  ehange  his  TOte,  for  he  believed  that 
whateyer  reasons  in  fa? our  of  the  Bill  were 
good  last  Session  were  good  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  haying  supported  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  now  took  the  consistent  course 
of  not  supporting  it  in  the  present  Session. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  King's  County  had 
professed  to  quote  an  argument  of  his  last 
year  about  mixed  education,  but  he  entirely 
misquoted  it.  The  hon.  Member,  he  be- 
lieyed,  did  not  vote  on  the  Bill  last  year, 
and  did  not  remain  in  the  House  during 
the  debate,  but  went  frequently  in  and  out. 

Mb.  HENNESST,  in  explanation,  said, 
the  fact  was  that  as  soon  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  rose  to  speak  last 
year,  he,  in  common  with  a  great  many 
other  Members,  left  the  House. 

Mb.  SCULLY  thought  that  that  cir- 
cumstance accounted  for  the  mistake  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  in  misrepresent- 
ing his  (Mr.  Scully's)  argument.  The  hon. 
Member's  conduct  on  the  present  occasion, 
as  well  as  on  every  other  occasion,  was 
quite  consistent  with  his  character  as  one 
of  the  Tory  Catholics,  and  sole  represen- 
tative of  that  distinguished  body.  As  for 
himself,  he  had  been  brought  up  in  Libe- 
ral principles,  and  could  not  admit  in  that 
House  that  the  fact  of  his  father  having 
been  at  Cambridge  derogated  from  his  re- 
ligious principles.  With  the  exception  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  King's  County,  he  had  heard  no  speech 
denying  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
right,  though  it  might  probably  be  much 
amended  in  Committee.  He  voted  for  the 
Bill  last  year,  and  he  could  reconcile  his 
conscience  again  to  vote  for  it  now,  though 
he  feared  that  it  was  an  Oxford  University 


Test  Bill  in  more  senses  than  one.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  represent  the  University  of 
Oxford  there  would  be  no  shortcomings  on 
his  part,  and  the  sooner  he  got  rid  of  the 
incubus  of  Oxford  the  better  it  would  be  for 
him.  It  was  the  most  ardent  desire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  admirers  in  that 
House  that  for  his  own  sake  and  for  the 
sake  of  the  public,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  University  of  Oxford  should  be 
separated.  The  Bill  was  intended  first,  to 
relieve  the  consciences  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  ;  secondly,  to 
benefit  the  Dissenters;  and  thirdly,  to 
benefit  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  do  the  Roman  Catholics 
much  good,  for  although  they  had  been 
admissible  to  the  Cabinet  since  1829,  not 
one  of  them  had  ever  got  there  ;  and  in 
the  University  of  Oxford  they  would  be 
infinitely  more  powerless  than  they  were 
in  Parliament.  Then,  how  were  the  Dis- 
senters to  be  benefited  ?  At  Balliol  there 
were  a  certain  number  of  nominations  for 
scholarships  belonging  to  the  University 
of  Glasgow,  and  most  of  those  scholars 
were  not  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, but  they  contrived  to  swallow  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  and  the  Thirty-one 
Articles  of  the  Athanasian  Creed  into  the 
bargain — making  seventy  articles  altoge- 
ther. With  regard  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  had  to  swear  to 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  there  were  a 
great  many  boys  from  Eton  and  Rugby 
who  did  not  understand  them,  and  who,  if 
they  had  considered  the  Articles,  would 
not  have  sworn  to  them.  But,  although 
he  did  not  suppose  that  either  the  Roman 
Catholics  or  Dissenters  would  be  much 
benefited  by  the  Bill,  still  as  it  was  a  step 
in  advance  he  saw  no  objection  to  going 
into  Committee  upon  it.  He  only  hoped 
that  those  who  insisted  that  the  Universi- 
ties ought  to  impart  a  religious  education 
would  give  their  support  next  Tuesday  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
(the  O'Donoghue)  in  favour  of  a  chartered 
Catholic  University  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  HENLBT  said,  he  found  it  difficult 
to  understand  what  was  the  true  object  of 
the  hon.  Mover  and  those  who  supported 
him.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  had  told  the 
House  that  in  his  judgment  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  twofold— first,  to  emancipate 
laymen  from  taking  tests  with  which  they 
did  not  agree  ;  and  secondly,  to  emanoi* 
pate  Disaenters.     But  the  hou.  Member 
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for  London  (Mr.  GoBchen)  who  movod  the 
second  reading  said  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  not  to  emancipate  Dissenters 
— that  was  simply  a  result.     Under  these 
circumstances   he  conld    not    understand 
how  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
could  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;    because  the  House  had  been  dis- 
tinctly informed  of  what  he,  for  one,  did 
not  know  before,  that  negotiations  or  com- 
munications on    this  subject  passed  last 
year,  and  that  distinct  offers  were  made 
that  lay  members  should  not  have  to  take 
the  tests,  and   that  free   power  to  open 
Ilalls  to    persons    not    belonging  to  the 
Church  of  England  should  be  given.    That 
arrangement  would  haye  completely  eman- 
cipated    both     Dissenters    and    laymen ; 
but   the    offer   was  distinctly  refused  by 
those  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.     He 
would  not  say  anything  upon  that  matter, 
except  that  the  right  hon.  Member   for 
Louth  had  no  right  to  ui^  it  in  the  sense 
he  did,  because  it  was  coupled  with  the 
condition  that  the  educational  power  should 
remain  as  it  was,  and  there  would  not  have 
been  that  complete  doing  away  with  reli- 
gious teaching  in  the  University  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  London's  speech  indicated 
as  likely  to  be  the  result  of  the  present 
measure.      The   right  hon.   Member  for 
Louth  said  that  it  was  hard  that  young 
men  at  Oxford  should  be  perplexed  with  a 
mass  of  controversial   divinity,   and   that 
they  had  the  most  perfect  freedom.     Cer- 
tainly, as  far  as  his  experience  went,  the 
latter  part  of  the  statement  was  quite  ac- 
curate.    In  his  early  days  it  was  said  that 
they  found  their  way  across  the  country 
well  enough  ;    and  he  now  read   in  the 
newspapers  that  there  was  much  exercise 
there  in  jumping  in  sacks  and  in  catching 
pigs  with  greased  tails.     Let  the  House 
consider   what   the   Member  for   London 
proposed.     The  hon.  Qentleman  said  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  introduce  per> 
feet  freedom  of  discussion.     Now,  if  that 
be  so,  he  should  like  to  know  what  would 
be   the  perplexity    of   religious   matters. 
There    would    be    the    Roman    Catholic 
against  the  Church  of  England,  and  the 
Presbyterian  against  both.     There  would 
be  the  Nonconformists  of  every  sort,  and 
every  kind  of  perplexity.     In  what  could 
it  all  end  ?     Simply  in  indifference  or  no- 
thing.    The  right  hon.  Member  for  Louth, 
speaking  almost  with  ridicule  of  what  ho 
called  definite  dogmatic  teaching,  pointed 
out  in    contradistinction   the    benefits   of 
Christian  life.  But  how  could  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  SetUey 


Member  get  the  principles  on  ^liieh  Chrii- 
tian  life  was  founded  witho^t  this  dogmt- 
tic  teaching  ?     It  was  the  belief  in  Qi^ 
dogmas,  if  they  chose  ao  to  c^  thend,  tkit 
formed  the  foundation  of   tba  practice  of 
Christian  life  —  the  belief  in  a  Ma^,a 
Redeemer,   and    another   world.     What, 
then,  could   be    the   object   of  the  snp- 
porters   of  this    Bill   if  they  would  not 
accept  emancipation  for  lay  members  and 
abolition  of  tests   for  Dissenters?    The 
only  remaining  object,  he  believed,  was  to 
deal  with  the  right  of  the  Universities  to 
their  property.      The    hon.   Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  threw  in 
the  teeth  of  the  noble   Lord    the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  (Lord  Robert  Cecil)  that 
he  had  not  oommented  on  that  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
don which  dealt  with  the  property  of  the 
University,    and    consequently    one   was 
tempted  to  consider  that  that  must  have 
reference  to  what  was  the  serious  objeet 
of  the  Bill,  though  he  could  not  understand 
before  what  was  the  object  of  the  hdo. 
Member  for  London  in  labouring  so  much 
to   prove  that   all  thia  right   off  propertjr 
in  the  University  was  solely  dependent  on 
an  Act  of  Parliament.     That  point  wu 
taken  up  again  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  who  had  handled  it   in   a  very 
cautious  manner;  but  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate),  seeing  what  it  led  to, 
did  not   choose  to   be  excluded  from  ap- 
plying the  argument  to  the  property  of  the 
Church   generally.      The   hon.    Member, 
drawing  a  curious  distinction,  said  it  wu 
out  of  the  question  to  touch  the  property 
of  the  Church  of  England,  but  that  as  ao 
man  in  founding  a  University  would  pre- 
tend to  found  it  wholly  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Church  of  England,  therefore  it  would 
be  quite  lawful  for  them  to  deal  with  ell 
this  matter  in  reference  to  the  University 
as  they  pleased.    But  if  that  argument  was 
good,  what  would  be  its  logical  conclusion ! 
Was  it  not  equally  applicable  to  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church.     Therefore  he  wsi 
drawn  to  the  conclusion  that  the  objeet  of 
those  who  refused  the  offer  made  with  re- 
spect to  lay  Members  and  Dissenters  wss 
to  establish  the  principle  that  not  only  the 
property  of  the  University,  but  the  pro- 
perty of  the   Church,  was   national,  and 
that  that  Parliament  could  deal  with  it  ai 
it  liked.     He   repeated,  with    regard  to 
dogmatic  teaching,  that  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  they  could  have  denominational 
or  religious  teaching  either  in  a  small  school 
or  in  the  University  without  it.     He  be- 
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lieTed  that  the  obj^t  sought  by  the  Bill, 
if  it  were  not  that  parpose  he  had  already 
aUoded  to,  was,  pot  to  accommodate  Non- 
coaformiitSy  but  to  let  in  freethinkers,  who 
would  upset  e? erything.  Therefore  he 
should  Tot^  against  the  measure,  and  he 
waa  glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  £z- 
eheqner  had  at  last  found  his  way  out  of 
the  cloud  in  which  he  had  appeared  for 
tome  time  lost  and  had  avowed  his  objeo- 
t^OM  to  it.  They  had  been  told  that  this 
matter  would  not  ailect  the  Colleges,  where 
religions  teaching  would  remain  the  same 
ms  now,  and  the  hpn.  Hember  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Neate)  qpoke  a  greai  deal  about  the 
Act  of  Uniformity.  If  that  were  so,  what 
became  of  the  case  of  th4  unfortunate 
Presbyterian  gentleman  for  whom  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  House  had  been  excited  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  London,  anc|  who  was 
described  as  being  obliged  to  give  up  his 
educational  course  when  he  arriyed  at  a 
certain  point  ?  How  was  it  that  the  Act 
of  Uniformity  did  not  keep  that  gentleman 
out  of  College  altogether?  He  belieyed 
that  if  the  present  Bill  were  passed  the 
same  teaching  would  not  be  maintained  in 
the  Colleges  as  now,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  there  were  to  be  contrariety  of 
teaching  ^e  same  result  would  ensue  as 
in  the  schools  of  America,  which  had  de- 
generated into  mere  secular  places  of 
teaching.  Such  a  result  would  be  a  great 
nusfortone.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Elgin  district  (Mr.  Grant  Duff) 
that  a  Unifersity  should  be  national,  and 
ahould  giro  a  national  education;  but  that 
would  be  good  for  nothing  unless  it  had  a 
religious  basis,  and  without  a  religiou» basis 
it  would  not  be  accepted  by  the  people  of 
this  country. 

MilMONSELL  rose  to  address  the 
House  amid  loud  cries  for  a  diyision  ;  and 
was  nnderstood  to  say  that  the  Bill,  with  a 
single  exception,  dealt  not  with  the  Col- 
Icgea  but  with  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford  ; 
sod  the  case  of  fellows,  who  were  obliged 
to  take  certain  tests,  might  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee.  He  would  be  as  much  op- 
posed aa  any  one  to  the  introduction  of 
Iny  jarring  religions  into  the  educa- 
tional bodies  of  the  Colleges,  for  that 
vonid  be  destructiye  of  the  spirit  on  which 
Oxford  University  was  founded.  That 
spirit  he  desired  to  preserve,  and  if  he 
thought  that  the  present  Bill  would  directly 
or  indirectly  interfere  with  it,  he  would  be 
the  first  to  oppose  it.  He  did  not  belieye 
that  the  measure  affected  the  fundamental 
principlea  of  religious  education,  and  that 


it  would  remove  a  grievance  to  whiph  tho^e 
people  who  did  not  belong  to  the  Church 
of  England  were  at  present  ^xpo^ed  as  far 
as  regarded  the  University,  and  not  the 
Colleges  of  Oxford,  and  he  should  there- 
fore vote  in  favour  of  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  E.  p.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  he 
had  not,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  (Mr.  Oathorne  Hardy),  ex- 
pressly excluded  Roman  Catholics  from  his 
Bill  of  last  year.  His  Bill  was  proposed 
to  apply  to  certain  cases,  in  which,  by  the 
Act  of  Uniformity,  fellows  were  required 
to  make  a  declaration  of  conformity  with 
the  Church  of  England.  There  was  ano- 
ther statute  in  existence  which  required 
the  oath  of  abjuration  to  be  taken  by 
Fellows,  and  Roman  Catholics  could  not 
take  that  oath ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
embarrass  himself  with  that  matter,  and 
therefore  left  it  as  it  stood.  He  understood 
that  the  object  of  the  present  Bill  was 
simply  to  place  Nonconformists  on  a  perfect 
equality  with  those  belonging  to  the  Church 
of  England.  This  was  not  a  religious  ques- 
tion, but  a  question  of  civil  right.  The 
corporations  affected  by  the  Bill  were  all 
civil  corporations,  and  the  right  to  belong 
to  them  was  one  which  ought  to  be  enjoyed 
by  every  subject  in  the  realm.  Not  only 
were  the  English  Protestant  Nonconfor- 
mists excluded  from  the  Universities  by  the 
tests,  but  also  Scotch  Presbyterians, 
whose  Universities  were  entirely  free  from 
tests,  were  equally  affected  by  them.  He 
would  say  nothing  about  the  exclusion 
of  a  large  number  of  lay  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  because  it  was  now 
admitted  that,  with  regard  to  them,  these 
tests  should  no  longer  be  imposed.  He 
was  convinced  that  no  one  who  had  con- 
scientiously examined  these  tests  would 
take  them  willingly  and  ex  animo  after 
mature  reflection.  They  were,  moreover, 
quite  unnecessary.  They  were  told,  for- 
sooth, that  these  tests  were  required  for 
the  security  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
but  those  who  said  that  must  have  a  very 
weak  faith  in  the  truth  upon  which  that 
Church  rested.  Did  those  tests  in  any 
way  secure  the  religious  teaching  of  the 
University  ?  Why,  they  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it — no  more,  in  fact,  than 
the  oath  which  Members  took  at  the  table 
of  that  House  had.  It  was  the  Professors 
of  the  University  who  had  to  do  with  its 
religious  teaching,  and  they  administered 
that  religious  teaching,  not  because  they 
took  those  tests,  but  because  of  the  sta- 
tutes founding  thp  ProfesBoijBhipq  which 
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they  beld.  It  was  also  aaid  that  in  these 
tests  they  had  a  security  for  uniformity  of 
belief  in  the  Uniyersity  ;  bat  the  fact  was 
lost  sight  of  that  they  were  taken  only 
once  for  all  in  the  course  of  a  man's  life, 
and  often  at  an  early  age»  and  they  were 
no  security  whatever  for  the  belief  of  a 
man  some  years  after  he  had  taken  them. 
Why,  those  very  Freethinkers  of  whom 
the  rip^ht  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  spoke  with  such  alarm  had 
many  of  them  sprung  from  the  University 
of  Oxford  and  were  still  members  of  Con- 
gregation and  had  votes  in  the  Convoca- 
tion of  the  University.  Indeed,  it  was 
plainly  impossible,  unless  it  were  perpetu- 
ally taken  like  a  dose  of  physio  every 
three  months,  that  a  test  could  be  any  se- 
curity for  continued  uniformity  of  religious 
belief. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  ditided :— Ayes  206 ;  Noes 
190 :  Majority  16. 

Main  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  ammUted  for  Wednes- 
day next. 

ATES. 


Aoland,  T.  D. 
AotoD,  Sir  J.  D. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Antrobni,  E. 
Aytoan,  R.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Bailej,  C. 
Baines,  E. 
Baring,  T.  6. 
Barnes,  T. 
Basi,  M.  T. 
Baxlej,  T. 
Beaamont,  W.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Biddulph,  Colonel  M. 
Black,  A. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blencowe,  J.  G. 
Bonham-Carter,  J. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P. 
Boaverie,  hon.  P.  P. 
Brady,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bmoe,  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Bury,  ViMount 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Buxton,  G. 
Gaird,  J. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  £. 


Carnegie,  hon.  C. 
CaTendish,  Lord  6. 
Cheetham,  J. 
GhUden,  H.  C.  E. 
ChurohUl,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clay,  J. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Clive,  O. 

Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Cox,  W. 

Crawford,  R.  W. 
CroMley,  Sir  F. 
DalgliBh,  R. 
DaYie,  SirH.  R.F. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Doulton,  F. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Dundas,  F. 

Dnndas,  rt.  hon.  SirD. 
Enfield,  Viscount 
Ennis,  J. 
Bsmonde,  J. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Ewin^,  H.  E.  Crum- 
Fenwiok,  E.  M. 
Fermoy,  Lord 


Fhilay,  A.  S.  North,  F. 

Finch,  C.  Wyme-  O'Brien,  Sir  P. 

Fitswilliam,  hn.O.W.W.    OgUvy,  Sir  J. 


Foley,  H.  W. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forstar,  C. 
Forster,W.  E. 
Forster,  W.  O. 
Fortescue,  hon.  F.  D. 
Fortescue,  rt.  hon.  C. 
GaskeU.  J.  M. 
Garin,  Major 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  G. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  H. 
Gower,hon.  F.  L. 
Greene,  J. 
Gregory,  W.  H*. 
GrenfeU,  H.  R. 
Greyille,  Colonel  F. 
Gurney,  S. 
Hadfleld,  G. 
Hanbury,  R. 
Ilandley,  J. 
Hankey,  T. 


O^Logfalen,  Sir  0.  U. 
Onslow,  O. 
Owen,  Sir  H.  0. 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Peto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pilkington,  J. 
PoUaii-Urauhart,  W. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  £. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  J.  J. 
Prioe,  R.  G. 
Pryse,  E.  L. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ricardo,  O. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 
Robertson,  H. 
Russell,  A. 
Russell,  F.W. 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 


Hayter,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.G.    Schneider,  H.  W. 
Headlam,  rt.  hon.  T.  E.    Scholefleld,  W. 


Mr.  B.  P.  Bimvme 


Henderson,  J. 
Henley,  Lord 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  E.  D. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kennedy,  T. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Layard,  A.  H. 
Langton,  W.  H.  G. 
Lanigan,  J. 
Lawrence,  J.  C . 
Lawson,  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lever,  J.  0. 
Lewis,  H. 
Locke,  J. 
MacEyoy,  E. 
Mackie,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Mahon,  P. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Maijoribanks,  D.  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Miller,  W. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moncrieff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Moor,  H. 
Moore,  C. 
Morris,  W. 
Morrison,  W. 
Neate,  C. 


Scrope,  G.  P. 

Scully,  V. 

Seely,  C. 

Shelly,  Sir  J.  V. 

Sheridan^  H.  B. 

Smith,  J.  A. 

Smith,  J.  B. 

Smith,  M.  T. 

Staniland,  M. 

Stanley,  hon.  W.G. 

Stanfield,  J. 

Steel,  J. 

Stuart,  CoL  Crieh- 

Sykes,  Col.  W.  H. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Taylor,  P.  A. 

Thompson,  H.  S. 

ToUemaohe,  hon.  F.  J. 

Tomline,  G. 

Tracy,  hon.  C.  R.IXfl. 

Trelawny,  Sir  J.  S. 

Turner,  J.  A. 

Yandeleur,  Cdooel 

Vernon,  H:F. 

Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 

Vivian,  H.  H. 

Waldron,  L. 

Warner,  E. 

Watkin,  E.  W. 

Weguelin,  T.  M. 

Western,  S. 

Westhead,  J.P.Br»w»- 

Whalley,  G.  H. 

Whitbread,  S. 

White,  J. 

White,  hon.  L. 
Winnlngton,  SirT.B. 

Wrighteon,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
WyTiU,  M. 

TBUiBBI. 

Goschen,  G.  J. 
Duff,  M.  E.  6. 
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NOES. 

Addttley,  rt.  hon.  0.  B.  GriiBth,  0.  D. 

AuMalej,  hoD.  Col.  H.  Groii^,  Sir  £. 

Anaon,  bon.  Major  HaliburtOD,  T.  0. 

Arbuihnotty  bon.  Gon.  Hamilton,  Lord  G. 

Sir  H.  Hamilton,  Visoonnt 

Arebdall,  Captain  M.  Hamilton,  I.  T. 


BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Barrow,  W.  H« 
Barttelot,  Oolonel 
Beacb,  Sir  H. 
B6aob,W.W.B. 
Booci'oft,  6.  S. 
Bentukok,  G.W.P. 
Bentinek,  G.  C. 
Benjon,  R. 
Beresford,  rt.  bon.  W. 
Berosford,  D.  W.  Paok- 
Bernard,  bon.  Colonel 
Bootb,  SirR.G. 
BoTiU,  W. 
Boyle,  bon.  G.  F. 
Bramley-Moore,  J: 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brtdgee,  Sir  B.  W, 
Briacoe,  J.  I. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bromlej,  W.  D. 
Bnrgblej.  Lord 
Oaimt,  Sir  H.  M<C. 
Cai^,  W.  W. 
Cartwrigbt,  Colonel 
Caye,  S. 
Cbapman,  J. 


Hardy,  G. 
Hardjr,  J. 
Harvej,  R.  B» 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Henrey,  Lord  A.  H.  C. 
Hassard,  M. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  0.  D. 
Heaiboote,  bon.  G.  H. 
Henley,  rt,  bon.  J.  W. 
Hennesay,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  bon.  P.  £. 
Hesketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Holford,  R.  S. 
Hors&U,  T.  B. 
Hotbam,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Hamberston,  P.  S. 
Humpbery,  W.  H. 
Hunt,  G.  W. 
Jerris,  Capt. 
JoUiflfo,  rt.  bon.  Sir  W. 

G.  H. 
Jolliffe,  H.  U. 
Jones,  D. 
Kekewiob,  S.  T. 
Kendall,  N. 


CUre,  Capt.  bon.  G.  W.     Kennard,  R.  W. 
Cobbold  J.  C.  Ker,  D.  S. 

Cocbrane,  A.  D.R.W.B.    King,  J.  K. 


Cole,  bon.  H. 
Cole,  bon.  J.  L. 
Collins,  T. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Cony,  rt.  bon.  H.  L. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cubitt,  G. 
Darner,  S.  J>. 
Dick,  F. 

Diokson,  Colonel 
Disraeli,  rt.  bon.  B. 
Da  Cane,  C. 
Dunoombe,  bon.  A. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  bon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  £.  C. 
Egerton,  bon.  W. 
Farqubar,  Sir  M. 
Fum,  J. 
Ferguflson,  Sir  J. 
Ferrand,  W. 
Eleming,  T.  W. 
Floyer,J. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 
Fraser,  Sir  W.  A. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Galway,  Viaoount 
George,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  bon.  W. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Grabam,  LordW. 
Greenball,  G. 
Greenwood  J. 
Gray,  Lt.-Colonel 


Knigbtley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Col. 
Laird,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legb,  Major  C. 
Lejfb,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Liddell,  bon.  H.  G. 
Lowtber,  bon.  CoL 
Lyall,  G. 
Lyffon,  bon.  F. 
MucoUn,  J.  W. 
Malins,  R. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
Mills,  A. 
Mitford,W.T. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morritt,  W.  J.  S. 
Mowbray,  rt.  bon.  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Murray,  W, 
Naas,  Lord 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Niool,  W. 
Noel,  bon.  G.  J. 
O'Donogbne,  Tbe 
O'Neill,  £. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk,  Sir  U 
Papillon,  P.  O. 


Parker,  Miyor  W. 
Patten,  Col.  W. 
PauU,  H. 

Peacocke,  G.  M.  W. 
Pennant,  bon.  CoL 
Peroy,  Earl 
Perensey,  Visoonnt 
Pbilips,  G.  L. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Powys-Lybbe,  P.  L. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
B4>geni,  J.  J, 
Rolt,  J. 
Rose,  W.  A. 
Salt,T. 

Selater-Bootb,  G. 
Soott,  Lord  H. 
Soourfleld,  J.  H. 
Selwyn,  0.  J. 
Sbirley,  E,  P. 
Smitb,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Somerset)  Colonel 
Somes,  J. 
Stanbope.  J.  B. 
Stirling,  W. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 


Stnart,  Lieut.  Col.  W. 
Surtees,  H.  E. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Torrens,  R. 

Tottenham,  Lt-Col.  C. 
Trefnsis,  bon.  C.  H.  R. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  E.  H. 
Trollope,  rt  bon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Waloott^  Admiral 
Walker,  J.R. 
Walpole,  rt.  bon.  S.  H. 
Walter,  J. 

Watlbp;ton,  J.  W.  P. 
Wbiteeide,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Wbitmore,  H. 
Williams,  F.  M. 
Wood,  B.  T. 
Wyndbam,  bon.  P. 
Wynn,  0.  W.  W. 

TBLLBBS. 

Heatboote,  Su-  W. 
Nortboote,  Sir  S. 


PRINCESS  OF  WALES.— ANSWER  TO 
ADDRESS. 

ViscouiiT  BURY  (Treasurer  of  the 
Household)  reported  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer to  Address  [8th  Juue]  as  follows : — 

/  thank  you  Btneerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address  on  the  Birth  of  the  Frinee 
My  Grandson ;  and  I  receive  with  much 
satisfaction  the  renewed  assurance  of  your 
attachment  to  my  Person  and  Family. 

FOBTIFICATIOirS  AKD  WOBICS  BILL. 

Resolutions  [June  18]  reported, 

Bill  **  for  proTiding  a  further  sum  towards  de- 
fraying tbe  expenses  of  oonstruoting  Fortifications 
for  tbe  protection  of  the  Royal  Arsenals  and  Dock- 
yards and  tbe  Ports  of  Dorer  and  Portland,  and 
of  creating  a  Central  Arsenal,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Tbe  Marquess  of  Habtixotox  and 
Viscount  Paucbbstox. 

Bin  prtsenUd,  and  read  1«.  [Bill  215.] 


HARBOUBS  TBAKSFER. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Milnxb  Gibsoh,  Bill  to 
transfer  from  the  Admiralty  to  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  powers  and  duties  relative  to  oerUin  Har- 
bours, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mzlbbb 
GiBBOB  and  Lord  Clabbbob  Paobt. 

BUI  presented,  and  rmd  V,  [BiU  216.] 

House  adjourned  at  flve  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday  J  June  15,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  —  First  Reading- 
Tier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  *  (157) ; 
Colonial  Laws  Validity  •(168);  Colonial  Mar- 
riages Validity  •  ( 159) ;  Lunatic  Asylum  Act 
(1853)  &c.  Amendment*  (160)  ;  Metalliferous 
Mines  (No.  2)  •(163.) 

Second  Reading  —  Dockyard  EztensionB*  (US) ; 
Local  GoTcrnment  Supplemental  (No.  4)  (U4) ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  Acts  (Ire- 
land) Amendment*  (117);  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  (Ireland  )(ProTifiional  Orders 
Confirmation)  (No.  2)  •(U7);  Land  Deben- 
tures* (112). 

Select  Committee  —  Oa  Locomotives  on  Roads, 
Earl  Malmesbury  added. 

Committee  —  Partnership  Amendment  (128) ; 
Militia  BalloU  Suspension  *  ;  Militia  Pay.* 

Referred  to  Select  Cowmitt<J«— Mortgage  Deben- 
tures (107);  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)* 
(113);  Land  Debentures  nomt;iate(^.* 

Report  —  Militia  Ballots  Suspension  * ;  Militia 
Pay.* 

nUrd  Reading — Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  3)*  (127). 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICE  BUILDING  BILL. 

PETITION  OF  ETHELDBEDA  BKOWNING. 

LoLD  STRATFORD  DE  REDCLIFFE 
presented  a  Petition  of  Etheldreda  Brown- 
ing for  the  Amendment  of  the  Courts  of 
Justice  Building  Bill,  who  owned  seventeen 
houses  in  New  Boswell  Court,  Lincoln's 
Inn,  immediately  contiguous  to  the  site  of 
the  new  Law  Courts.  This  luJy  derived  her 
only  means  of  living  from  the  rents  of 
those  houses,  and  she  stated  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  frequent  notices  which 
had  been  served  upon  her  in  reference  to 
tho  proposed  scheme  for  building  the  new 
Courts  of  Justice  she  had  lost  the  chief 
portion  of  her  rents  since  the  beginning 
of  the  year  1860.  Although  he  (Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcli£Pe)  was  not  exactly 
aware  of  what  could  be  done  for  the 
lady's  relief,  he  thought  her  case  worthy 
of  some  consideration,  when  the  question 
of  compensating  the  owners  of  the  pro- 
perty taken  under  the  Bill  arose. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  very  hard  one,  and  al- 
though he  had  great  doubts  whether  there 
was  any  legal  mode  of  compensating  the 
lady,  still  ho  was  glad  the  subject  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships. In  consequence  of  tho  various 
Bohemes  which  had  been  laid  before  Par- 
liament in  reference  to  the  proposed  new 
Courts  of  Justice,  notices  were  served 
upoa  the  PeUtionor  in  each  consecutive 
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year— in  1860,  1861,  1863,  1864,  and 
1865 — that  her  property  would  be  re- 
quired. Those  notion  were  not  acted  upon ; 
but,  as  the  fact  of  their  having  been 
served  waii  well  known,  she  had  lost  the 
chief  part  of  her  rents  sinoe  the  year 
1860,  persons  being  unwilling  to  take 
houses  out  of  which  they  would  be  liable 
to  be  turned  oh  short  notice.  He  tnuted 
that  when  the  question  of  oompensation 
arose  under  the  Bill  tho  claims  of  thii 
lady  would  receive  some  consideration. 

LoBo  REDESDALE  said,  that  while 
regretting  the  hardship  Mrs.  Browning 
had  experienced,  he  could  not  see  hov 
her  case  differed  from  those  of  hundreds 
of  persons  who  had  been  subjected  to  the 
same  inconveniences  irom  the  notices  that 
had  been  served  on  them  by  the  metropo- 
litan railways  of  their  intention  to  take 
their  property.  Neither  did  he  see  from 
what  source  the  compensation  was  to  be 
derived. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  tie 
lady  referred  to  had  made  frequent  appli- 
cations to  him  on  the  subject  now  before 
the  House,  and  had  had  an  interview  with 
him  to  explain  her  case.  He  confessed  be 
felt  very  much  for  her,  but  he  did  not  see 
how  she  could  be  compensated  under  the 
present  Bill  for  her  five  years'  losses. 
However,  the  evil  arising  from  notices  of 
this  description  had  attained  such  propor- 
tions that  he  thought  the  subject  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  some  distinct  legisktife 
enactment. 

PARTNERSHIP   AMENDMENT  BILL 
(no.    123.)      COMIUTTEB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  (Tho  Advance  of  Money  on 
Contract  to  receive  a  Share  of  Profits  not 
to  constitute  the  Lender  a  Partner.) 

Loan  ST.  LEONAEDS  expressed  his 
dieapprobation  of  the  principle  involved  in 
the  clause,  which  he  feared  would  be  oal- 
culated  to  embarrass  the  transactions  of 
trade. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Chilxs- 
FORD  and  Lord  Wsif sleydalb,  which  woo 
inaudible. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2,  3,  and  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (In  Case  of  Bankruptcy,  &c.| 
Lender  not  to  rank  with  other  Creditois.) 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  bdieved 
that  that  clause,  which  was  the  only  one 
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in  the  Bill  that  proposed  to  j;iye  any  pro- 
tection to  the  general  creditor,  would  re- 
qoire  careful  conrnderation  before  it  was 
sanctioned  by  the  House. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  suggested 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  should 
submit  to  their  Lordships  any  Amendment 
of  the  clause  he  might  think  advisable 
on  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report. 

LoBjD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  Report  he  should  pro- 
pose a  clause  to  the  effect — 

"  That  if  the  lender  of  any  each  loan  shall 
withdrair  the  same  or  anj  part  of  it  from  the 
trade  or  baainess  in  question,  and  if  within  a 
year  afterwards  the  trader  shall  he  adjudged  a 
bankrupt  or  insoWent,  or  make  any  agreement 
with  his  creditors  to  pay  less  than  2Qs.  in  the 
pound,  or  should  die  in  insolvent  oircumstanoes, 
the  amount  so  withdrawn  shall  be  liable  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  payment  of  the  creditors." 

LoBD  CRANWORTH  thought  the  BiU 
was  already  strong  enough  to  prevent 
fraud. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Lonn  BROUGHAM,  on  the  Report, 
said,  he  highly  approved  of  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law.  It  was  a  natural  and 
useful  consequence  of  those  great  improve- 
ments in  our  commercial  law,  the  lioiited 
liability  and  the  abolition  of  the  Usury 
Laws ;  and  beside  its  other  merits,  it  had 
that  of  relieving  the  courts  from  the  most 
subtle  distinctions  which  had  been  intro- 
duced rather  perhaps  by  the  process  and 
decisions  of  courts,  and  some  of  which  by 
their  refinements  and  subtleties  reflected 
no  very  great  credit  upon  these  tribunals. 

An  Amendment  made;  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
162.) 

LOOAL   GOVERNMENT  SUPPLEMENTAL 
(No.  4)  13ILL— (No.  144.) 
aXOOKD  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V' 
— {Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy.) 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  presented  a  Pe- 
tition of  Charles  Hay  Frewen,  Esq.,  a  land- 
owner in  the  neighbourhood  of  Hastings, 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  BiU.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  regarded 
the  Provisional  Order  to  which  the  Bill 
referred  as  so  objectionable  that  he  should 
have  opposed  the  second  reading  had  not 
the   proper   course   been   pointed  out  by 


Parliament.  The  77th  section  of  the 
Local  GoTernment  Act  provided  that  in 
case  of  any  petition  being  presented  to 
either  House  of  Parliament  against  any 
Profisional  Order,  the  Bill  must  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  and  the 
petitioner  be  allowed  to  appear  by  counsel 
and  oppose  it,  as  in  the  ease  of  a  Priyate 
Bill.  This  Provisional  Order  proposed  to 
take  compolsorily  the  land  of  Mr.  Frewen, 
the  petitioner,  for  the  purpose  of  widen- 
ing and  improving  a  certain  lane  at 
Hastings.  There  were  two  formidable 
objections  to  this-^one  in  point  of  policy, 
the  other  in  point  of  law.  Local  Boards 
had  large  powers  entrusted  to  them, 
which  were  peculiarly  liable  to  abuse ; 
and  it  was  because  he  believed  these 
powers  had  not  been  properly  applied  in 
the  present  instance  that  he  wished  to 
explain  the  circumstances  before  the  Bill 
went  to  a  Committee.  The  Provisional 
Order  had  been  made  at  the  instigation 
of  a  Mr.  Pope,  who  had  no  property 
within  the  district,  but  who  was  the 
owner  of  a  tract  of  building  land  outside  it. 
Mr.  Pope  applied  to  the  Local  Board,  and 
told  them  that  if  they  would  make  an 
order  to  widen  and  improve  this  land,  he 
would  pay  the  whole  of  the  purchase 
money  of  the  land  required  and  legal 
costs,  and  contribute  £100  towards  the 
improvement.  Without  doubt  these  powers 
were  not  entrusted  to  Local  Boards  for 
the  benefit  of  individuals,  although  indivi* 
duals  might  ineidentally  be  benefited,  but 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Inhabitants  ge- 
nerally ;  and  it  was  therefore  against 
public  policy  that  an  Act  like  this  for  the 
benefit  of  a  private  individual  should  be 
passed.  Then  as  to  the  legal  objection* 
He  contended  that  all  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Act  incorporated  the  Public  Health 
(1848)  Act,  which  required  that  land  to 
be  taken  for  improvements  should'  be 
taken  by  agreement,  and  by  agreement 
only,  and  not  oompulsorily,  as  in  this  case. 
It  might  be  said  that  several  Provisional 
Orders  before  this  had  been  sanctioned  ; 
but  if  so  he  could  only  say  he  was  sorry 
for  it,  as  they  were  perfectly  illegal,  though 
if  the  parties  were  agreed  no  great  harm 
might  be  done.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  had  decided 
against  Mr.  Frewen,  but  that  was  altoge- 
ther a  mistake.  An  application  was  made 
for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  remove  the  order 
into  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  the 
purpose  of  its  being  quashed.  When  the 
rule  came  to  be  argued,  it  was  held  that 
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the  ProTisional  Order  was  of  do  value  till 
it  had  been  confirmed  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  as  it  might  never  receive 
that  confirmation,  the  Court,  therefore,  had 
no  power  then  to  consider  the  matter. 

LoBD  STANLEY  OF  ALDERLEY  could 
only  Bay,  in  answer,  that  it  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  object  of  this  Provi- 
sional Order  was  to  benefit  a  particular 
individual.  This  Provisional  Order  pro- 
ceeded from  the  body  entrusted  with  the 
local  management  of  the  town,  and  if 
they  recommended  the  improvement  the 
inference  was  that  it  was  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  public.  In  fact,  the  action 
in  this  matter  had  been  taken  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  ratepayers  of  the  district, 
and  the  widening  of  the  lane  in  question 
was  regarded  as  a  great  public  improve- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  legal  point  raised, 
he  did  not  feel  competent  to  dispute  the  po- 
sition laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  He  could  only  say  this,  that  during 
the  last  five  Sessions  of  Parliament  not 
fewer  than  twenty- five  Acts  had  passed 
on  the  supposition  of  powers  being  pos- 
sessed by  local  improvement  bodies  to 
take  lands  compulsorily  for  widening  and 
improving  streets.  It  was  quite  true  that 
in  the  original  Act  for  the  improvement  of 
towns  no  compulsory  powers  were  given ; 
but  it  was  contended,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly  he  did  not  know,  that  these  com- 
pulsory powers  were  incidentally  trans- 
ferred to  them  by  the  Act  of  1858,  which 
incorporated  the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  He 
quite  agreed  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  done  right  in  calling  attention 
to  this  case. 

LoKD  CRANWORTH  made  an  observa- 
tion on  the  question  of  law  which  was 
inaudible. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  there 
was  a  great  desire  at  Hastings  that  this 
useful  project  should  be  carried  out.  The 
lane  or  road  which  it  was  sought  to  widen 
led  from  the  town  to  the  country,  and  was 
at  present  much  too  narrow  for  the  traffic. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  that  the 
question  of  law  involved  in  the  Bill 
should  not  be  left  to  the  decision  of  a 
Select  Committee.  If  this  were  a  case  in 
which  one  person  was  seeking  to  obtain 
rights  over  the  property  of  another  for  his 
own  advantage  the  House  should  refuse  its 
sanction  to  the  projected  improvement. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly and  committed;  the  Committee  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Lord  Chelmsford 


MORTGAGE  DEBENTURBS  BILU 

Referred  to  a  Select  Committee:  The 
Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  the  Committee  to  meet  on  Mondaj 
next,  at  One  o'Clocky  and  to  appoint  their 
own  Chairman  :— 


Ld.  Chaneellor. 

D .  Marlborough* 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.  Bath. 

E.  Malmesborj. 
v.  Hutohinson. 


L.  Bojle. 

L.  Stanley  of  Aldwkf. 
L.  Crtuiworth. 
L.  Saint  Leonardi. 
L.  Chehnsford. 


LAND  DEBENTURES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

(No.  lis.) 

BE7EBBED   TO    SELECT   COMMITTEB. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Cobk  the 
said  Bill  was  referred  to  the  same  Select 
Committee. 

LAND  DEBENTURES  BILL. 
Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
referred  to  the  same  Select  Committee. 

LOCOMOTIVES  ON  ROADS  BILL. 
(No.  108.)     SELECT  commhteb. 

The  Eabl  of  HARDWICKE  moved, 
that  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  be  added  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  this  Bill. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  he 
would  take  this  opportunity  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  inconrenience  of  the  new 
Standing  Order,  which  required  a  day's 
notice  for  the  nomination  of  any  noUe 
Lord  to  serve  on  a  Select  Committee. 
Formerly  the  Committee  was  formed,  and 
Peers  could  be  added  as  the  exigency  de- 
manded. He  felt  great  interest  in  tiie 
Locomotives  on  Roads  Bill,  and  on  Toes- 
day  he  mentioned  to  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  charge  of  the  measure  (the  Bad 
of  Hardwicke)  that  he  should  wish  to 
serve  on  the  Select  Committee.  A  day's 
notice  being  necessary,  his  noble  Frioid 
had  been  unable  to  move  the  addition  of 
his  name  till  this  evening ;  bat  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  sitting  all  day,  and,  pe^ 
haps,  had  got  through  their  business. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  the  Mortgage  Be- 
bentures  Bill,  he  himself  was  anzions  to 
substitute  two  names  for  those  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  who  had  told  him  he 
would  be  unable  to  attend,  and  his  noUe 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  vho 
would  be  prevented  from  serving  owing  to 
domestic  affliction;  but,  as  notice  was 
necessary,  he  should  not  be  able  to  msikB 
the  change  until  Monday,  so  that  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session  two  valuable 
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days  would  be  lost  in  consequence  of  the 
operation  of  the  new  Order. 

Thb  Easl  of  HARDWICEE  said,  the 
new  sjrstem  retarded  public  business. 

Eabl  BTANHOPB  defended  the  Stand- 
ing Order.  The  old  system  was  inde- 
fenaibley  as  under  it  the  House  had 
no  control  oyer  the  nomination  of  its 
Committees.  Formerly  the  list  was  set- 
tled by  a  leading  Member  on  each  side 
of  the  House,  and  the  only  notice  the 
House  had  of  the  Committee  was  when 
tlie  Lord  Chancellor  read  the  names  from 
the  woolsacki  The  change  of  system  had 
first  been  tried  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  gave  general  satisfaction,  and  the  ob- 
jections wUch  had  been  urged  arose  rather 
fiom  the  inconveniences  incident  to  the 
introduction  of  a  new  system.  If  any 
improTcments  in  detail  could  be  sug- 
gested he  would  be  glad  to  adopt  them  ; 
but  he  had  settled  the  Besolution  on 
which  the  new  system  was  founded  after 
consultation  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liament, and  he  believed  it  would  be  of 
service. 

Eaxl  obey  said,  he  thought  the  new 
system  was  calculated  to  insure  regularity 
in  the  proceedings,  and  that  the  Standing 
Order  should  be  adhered  to. 

Tnz  Eabl  ov  DONOUOHMORE  said, 
the  old  system  worked  more  smoothly. 

LoKD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  con- 
curred with  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Stan- 
hope) in  thinking  that  the  new  Order  had 
a  beneficial  operation. 

Thb  Eabl  op  CORK  thought  the  Reso- 
lution was  likely  to  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience, and  if  he  met  with  any  support 
he  would  move  its  repeal. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  thought  that  it 
would  be  very  objectionable  to  move 
alterations  in  their  Orders  upon  the  spur 
of  the  moment.  They  had  certainly  found 
the  greatest  advantage  in  referring  Bills 
to  Select  Committees,  who  put  them  into 
a  satisfactory  shape  before  they  came  to 
their  Lordships  for  consideration  ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  a  course  which,  instead 
of  delaying,  frequently  expedited  the  pro- 
gress of  BlUs.  TJpon  the  present  occasion 
a  delay  of  two  or  three  days  was  of  no 
consequence,  because  they  certainly  were 
not  so  near  the  end  of  the  Session  as  to 
render  this  short  period  of  importance. 
With  regard  to  the  Standing  Order,  no 
doubt  it  might  occasionally  cause  inconve- 
nience; but,  speaking  generally,  notice 
on  the  change  of  names  was  just  as  neces- 
sary as  on  tiie  original  nomination. 

YOL.  GLXXX.    [zHiBi)  suiBs.] 


After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Habrowbt  and  Earl  STAimops,  Motion 
agreed  to ;  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  added 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Bui. 


METALLIFEROUS  MINES  (NO.  2)  BILL  [H.L.] 

A  Bill  relating  to  Metalliferous  Mines  Was 
preeenied  by  The  Lord  Robsb  ;  read  1' ;  and  to  bo 
priaUed.    (No.  109.) 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter-past 

Seyen  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half.past  Ten  o'clock. 


^^^t^'^^^^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday^  June  15,  1865. 

MINUT£S.>-Nbw  Wbits  Ibsubd— For  Liskeard 
V.  Ralph  Osborne,  esquire,  Manor  of  Hemp- 
holme;  for  Goventry  v.  Sir  Joseph  Paztoni 
deceased. 

SiLBGT  CoiooTTsu  — -  Report — On  Master  and 
Senrant  (No.  370). 

PuBUO  BiLLB^Retolutioniin  ConimiUse^^Oo\omal 
Docks  Loans ;  .Navy  and  Armj  EzpenditurOi 
1863  and  1864. 

Ordered — Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 
tinuance.* 

Second  Reading — Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit  [2081 ;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  *  [210] ;  Parson- 
ages* [205]  [Lords]. 

CommtftM  — Malt  Duty  [160];  Sugar  Duties 
and  Drawbacks  [108]  ;  Inland  ReTcnue  (rs- 
comm.)  [207];  Law  of  Evidence  [20]  [No 
Report];    Record    of    Title    (Ireland)    [Iff  11 

[Lords] ;  Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Ac.  * 
197]  ;  Crown  Suits,  Ac.  (rtf-cwim.)  •  [206] 
— B.P.;  Kingstown  Harbour  *  [185] ;  £ocle- 
siastioal  Commission  (Superaimuation  Allow- 
ances) •[201]. 

Report — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  2)  •  [168] ;  Malt  Duty  [160] ;  Sugar 
Duties  and  Drawbacks  [108] ;  Inland  Reve- 
nue (re<omm.)  [207] ;  Record  of  Title  Ire- 
land [161]  ILordey,  Poor  Law  Board  Con- 
tinuance, Ac.  *  [107]  ;  Kingstown  Harbour* 
[185]  ;  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)*  [201]. 

Considered  as  aniended^^Ntk^f  and  Marmes  (Pro- 
perty of  Deceased)*  [189] ;  Naval  and  Marine 
Pay  and  Pensions  *  [190] ;  Penalties  Law 
Amendment*  [213]. 

Third  Reading  —  Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment*  [17(^];  Roman  Catholio 
Oath   [86];     Navy  and    Marines   (Wills)* 


Withdn 


ithdraum-^^nxi  of  Chancery  (Ireland)*  [11] 
[Mr.  Attorney  General] ;  Justices  of  the  Peace 
(Discretionary  Powers)  *  [69]. 
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gnciAL  BBPOBT.  Suff  CorpBOffioen  by  Staff  Corpt  OSccn; 

CowhelWILSON  rATTBS  rq^"**  ^ut  the  whole  eerfioe  has  been  mggnnUi 

from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;    That  ^f^   j^  j^   ^  B„,^  promotioii  gi*eo  to 

they  Ud  not  receifed  from  Mr.  F^^^Uj".  Um,  ,ocal  Sernee ;  if  eoV  whether  be  «iU 

one  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee  on  j^     ^  Mime  upon   the   taWe  of  tha 

Groiw  No,  15  A  of  Railwar  Bills,  or  from  ^^^^  j                  "^ 

Mr.  Pease,  one  of  the  Members  of  the  ^^  CHAELES  WOOD  aaid,  in  reply. 

Committee  on  the  Hyde  Park  Gate  Estate  ^^  ^^  GoTemment  of  Madna  had  pobtoi 

Bill,  either  the  DecUration  required  by  the  ^^^  ^^  whieb  the  Indian  GoTem^at 

113tb  Sundiug  Order,  or  any  excmie  in  ho^e  knew  well  before,  that  no  unifemrd. 

hen  thereof.    At  this  period  of  the  Ses-  ^j          promotion  wonU  lead  to  the  sapir 

Bion    It  was  very  difficult  for  the  Com-  ,^i«„'<J,<^  ,,ffiee«i  whob«i  be«n^ 

mittee  of  Selection  to  dispose  of  Ae  re-  ^^^,    f^„j^  j,  4^,;^  promotion;  sai 

mainiDg  business  of  the  House,  and  while  ^^     ^'^  ^^  ^^^  ^  ,5^;;;^  ^,^5^^  ^ 

etery  endearour  had  been  made  on  the  »onid  be  anperKjded.    It  did  not,  bowersr. 

part  of  the  Committee  to  procure    the  thatWpt  in  a  «iy  tv^  iBMtum 

attendance   of  Members,  he  saw  by  the  ^^^  rofenS^tobad  materially  altmd 

^"^  "^w  ,?*""A  '"*   (W«lnejdv)  the  poeiUon  of  offioers.                 ' 

eTenkig  that   the  GhairmaD  of  a   Com-  ■^ 

mittee  in  the   exercise  of  his  discretion 
moved  that  the  hon.  MemlMf  for  Poole 

(Mr.  Frankljn)  should  he  discharged  from  THE  INDIAN  BUDGET, 
his  attendance  on  the  Committee*  and  the  question. 
resnlt  bad  been  that  all  parties  attending  j^  j  g  SMITH  said,  be  rose  tosak 
the  Committee  had  been  subjected  to  great  ^i,^  SecreUrj  of  Stote  for  India.  Wbethsr 
inconTenience  and  expense,  the  Committee  ;t  be  hU  intention  to  continue  in  future  th$ 
being  unable  to  sit  in  qonsequenee  of  the  practice  of  bringing  forward  the  IndiMi 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  hoped  Budget  a  few  dajs  before  the  close  rftbe 
that  the  hon.  Members  of  the  House  would  Session,  as  heretofore  ;  and,  if  not,  wliift 
hesitate  in  future  before  they  acceded  to  arrangemento  he  has  made  for  making  up 
a  similar  Motion,  and  had  he  been  in  the  ^^e  Indian  financial  accounto  to  snch  s 
House  he  should  hafe  moved  that  the  hon.  pg^od  as  will  enable  him  to  lay  them  upos 
Member  for  Poole  should  attend  the  Com-  ^y^^  j^ble  of  the  House  on  the  meeting  of 
mittee  forthwith.  Howerer,  as  the  Motion  Parliament,  and  to  bring  forward  the  In- 
had  been  agreed  to,  be  should  not  go  fur-  ^jj^^  g^j  ^^  j^  ^y^^  ^^,  ^  of  the  S«- 
ther  into  the  matter,  but  he  hoped  for  the  ^^^^  jn^tead  of  at  the  close. 

siutltil^in  th^r^^^^^^         frthrou'ih  ^^^  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 

assistance  m  tneir  power  to  get  tnrougn  ^.i^^^i^j                  L'i.t.      lu  u^«- 

the  prirate  business  of  the  House,  and  not  J*"'*  *•»?  ^J  "P?.°  *J"*  *>•  '^""^^ 

lightly    endearour  to  excuse   themseWes  Jll'l^t J±^S*l^^»li^ 

from  AttuniuuM  "P*"  *""  P'»«'««  ""'Cn  •»■  ■"•de  ■«• 

worn  attendanoe.  g^ppl^  .  j^^j  ^^  j^^p^  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^ 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  taWe.  •"«"*  «**•'  <"»  ^'*  •'»7  '"^  ^  ">  ^**' 

day  week. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  MILLS  sud,  ha  mS 

INDIA-ARMY  PROMOTION.  ^«  ,^   ask   the   right   hon.   OandsMi 

whether  he  intends  to  propose  any  IjOSB 

QUESTION.  f^p  ^^j^  gg^.^^  ^£  j^^  ^^^g  ^j^^  pjj,^ 

Mb.  COBBOLD  said,    in   the  absence  year  ? 

of  his  hon.  Friend  (Captain   Jenris),   he  Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  thst  be 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  had  already  stated  that  he  entertained  no 

for  India,  Whether  he  has  received  any  such  intention. 

Despateh  or  Document  from  the  Oofemment  Mb.    AYRTON    said,    he    wished  lo 

of  any  Prettdeney  in  Indis,  pointing  out  know    whether    the    right   hon.   Bareoet 

that  the  measures  derised  to  redress  the  has  said   that  he  intends  to   bring  fcr* 

complaints  of  the  Officers  of  the  local  ser-  ward  Resolutions  with  regard    to  Indiaa 

Tioe  ha?e  created  a  gricTance  for  the  Offi-  Finance  without  laying  the  acooants  vpoi^ 

ecrs  of  the  Staff  Corps,  by  causing  not  the  table? 
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Sm  CHARLES   WOOD  replied   that 
be  had  iMide  so  raeb  statement 


lOLEAGE  DUTIES  ON  STAGE  GAR- 
RIAGES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHITE  said»  he  bei^ged  to  ask 
Ifr.  ChaDeellorof  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
his  atteotion  has  heen  directed  to  the 
ignrea  in  the  Stage  Garriagesi  &e.  Reiarn 
(Kg.  309),  joat  presented  to  this  Hoase, 
nartieolarly  at  pages  2  and  3.  as  showing 
thai  the  recent  Act,  26  St  27  Yict.,  has 
afiarded  no  relief  from  the  grievous  amount 
ol  Mileage  Duties  imposed  on  road  con- 
Tsyanoea  earrjing  passengers  at  separate 
laraa»  in  London  and  other  large  towns, 
IB  competition  with  Railway  Trains  and 
Botaxed  Steam  Boats ;  and  whether,  as 
the  population  of  large  towns  use  to  a  very 
great  extent  Stage  Carriages  or  Omnihuses, 
Eb  consideration  has  heen  given  to  the 
justice  of  extending  the  proYisions  of  the 
Act  26  h  27  Vict,  to  erery  description  of 
Tehide  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  reason 
to  aoppose  that  any  adyantage  would  be 
dariyed  by  large  towns  from  the  extension 
of  the  proYisions  of  the  Act  26  &  27  Viet. 
There  waa  no  tendency  in  those  towns  to 
wm  yehieles  carrying  only  a  small  number 
tt  paaaengers,  but  rather  to  establish  large 
soaa.  The  object  of  the  Act  was  to  ac- 
saaomadate  small  towns,  yillages,  and  minor 
nailwBj  stations,  where  the  traffic  was  so 
mmU  that  it  would  not  pay  to  establish 
iaiga  yehieles.  With  regard  to  the  other 
paitioB  of  the  hen.  Gentleman's  question, 
sa(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could 
lolj  refer  to  what  he  stated  when  he  made 
Ua  laat  financial  statement— namely,  that 
itaugfat  he  desirable  to  re-consider  the  taxes 
m  loeomotion  with  a  yiew  to  their  reduction 
sr  oniaaion  when  the  state  of  the  reyonue 
woald  permit  it  to  be  done  with  justice  and 
irapriety,  otherwise  it  would  set  aside 
Mma  of  a  more  preasing  character.  Of 
SMuao  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  take 
ttaasorea  this  Session  with  reference  to  the 
wojaec. 

THE  SILVER  COINAGE.^QUESTION. 

Ma.  J.  C.  EWART  said,  in  the  absence 
^  the  hen.  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
]^iOiam  Ewart),  he  would  begto  ask  Mr. 
vksacdlor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  in 
w^eTsnt  of  the  contemplated  issue  of  a  new 
SilTsr  Coinage,  it  is  btended  to  adopt  the 


proportion  of  nine-tenths  fine  and  one- 
tenth  alloy,  in  conformity  with  the  usage 
of  most  European  countries,  and  the  re- 
commendation of  the  International  Statis- 
tical Congress  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  in  a 
condition  at  present  to  giye  a  yery  distinct 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. No  proposal  had  been  made  or  ma« 
tured  up  to  the  present  time  for  the  issue 
of  a  new  silyer  coinage,  or  the  composition 
of  that  coinage.  He  understood  that  the 
Master  of  the  Mint,  who  had  great  and 
deserved  authority  on  all  matters  con- 
nected with  his  office,  entertained  certain 
▼iews  with  respect  to  the  best  composition 
for  silyer  coins,  but  he  had  not  yet  made 
any  proposition  to  the  Goyemment  on  the 
subject. 

RAILWAY   TRAVELLING. 
QUBBTION. 

CoLomsL  OREYILLB  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
If  he  is  prepared  to  take  any  steps  with  a 
yiew  to  preyent  the  doors  of  railway  car- 
riages being  locked  in  future  ;  and  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  additional 
peril  incurred  by  passengers  trayelling  on 
railways  from  the  objectionable  practice 
adopted  on  many  lines  of  fixing  a  bar  across 
the  centre  of  the  windows  of  railway  car- 
riages, whereby  the  egress  of  passengers 
in  case  of  accidents  is  eflFectually  pre- 
yented? 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  in  reply, 
that  some  years  ago  a  circular  was  sent 
round  to  the  railway  companies,  after  a 
serious  accident  had  taken  place  in  France 
and  loss  of  life  had  been  caused  by  the 
circumstance  that  the  doors  of  the  carriages 
were  locked.  The  circular  asked  the  com- 
panies to  take  care  that  in  future  both 
doors  should  not  be  locked,  and  from  the 
answers  that  were  receiyed  it  appeared 
that. all  the  companies  concurred  in  the 
necessity  of  haying  at  least  one  door  left 
open.  It  appeared  that  at  the  recent  ac- 
cident at  Keynsham,  on  the  Great  Western 
Railway,  both  doors  of  some  of  the  com- 
partments were  locked  ;  but  that  he  be- 
lieyed  was  the  result  of  accident.  Some 
of  the  oarriagea  had  been  turned  at  the 
preyious  station,  and  the  person  whose 
duty  it  was  to  haye  unlocked  what  had 
been  the  off  doors,  but  which  had  become 
the  near  doors,  forgot  to  do  so.  He  waa 
also  informed  that  the  accident  arose  from 
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the  key  hayiog  been  dropped  between  the 
oarriages  and  the  platform  just  before  the 
train  started.  As  a  rule,  howerer,  one 
door  was  always  left  open.  With  regard 
to  the  bars  across  the  windows  of  the  car- 
riages, that  arrangement  was  adopted 
partly  in  consequence  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  because  some  of  the  carriages  were 
so  broad  that  danger  was  likely  to  result 
in  the  narrow  tunnels  to  passengers  lean- 
ing out  of  the  windows.  The  Metropolitan 
Railway  had  placed  bars  across  the  win- 
dows of  their  carriages,  but  of  so  weak  a 
construction  that  the  passengers  could 
easily  break  them  ;  so  that  persons  wish- 
ing to  make  their  escape  through  the 
windows  would  be  enabled  to  break  them 
down  without  very  great  exertion. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH,  adrerting  to 
the  answer  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  said,  he  wished  to  ask,  whether 
the  practice  which  he  seemed  to  approve, 
of  locking  one  door  only  of  a  railway  car- 
riage, would  not  allow  the  locked  door  to 
be  uppermost  in  case  of  the  overturn  of  the 
carriage  in  certain  cases  of  accident ;  and, 
if  so,  how  the  ready  egress  of  the  occu- 
pants from  the  carriage  would  be  facili- 
tated. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  question.  He  was  informed 
that  the  door  locked  was  always  the  off 
door,  otherwise  persons  might  get  out  on 
that  side  and  find  themselves  run  over  by 
the  trains  on  the  other  line. 


VACANT    INSPECTORSHIP    OF 
CHARITIES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  he  rose  to  repeat 
the  question  which  he  had  put  on  a  former 
occasion  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  fill  up  the  office  of  Inspector  of 
Charities,  vacant  by  the  death  of  Mr.  J. 
Simons,  jun. 

Mb.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Charities  had  considered 
the  subject,  and  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  present  state  of  the  business 
of  the  Office  did  not  enable  them  to  reduce 
the  number  of  Inspectors.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
therefore  appointed  Mr.  Good,  who  had 
been  chief  clerk  of  the  Office  for  ten  years, 
whose  special  knowledge  of  the  business 
of  the  Commission  and  whose  other  quali- 
fications justified  the  expectation  that  he 
would  fill  the  office  of  Inspector  of  Chari- 
ties with  efficiency. 

Mr.  MUner  Qibson 


ANGLO-AUSTRUN  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigii 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  t]be 
rumour  that  the  negotiations  for  a  new 
Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty  hai 
failed. 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  in  reply,  that  ibere 
was  no  truth  whatever  in  the  rumour.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Commission  had  been 
improved  by  the  addition  of  new  Memben 
of  the  Austrian  Government.  The  Com- 
mission had  adjourned  for  the  hot  mouths, 
during  which  most  people  left  Vienna,  bnt 
they  would  meet  again  in  September, 
and  there  was  every  prospect  that  their 
labours  would  be  attended  by  a  satisfie- 
tory  result. 

MALT  DUTY  BILL— [Bill  160.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoiedi 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bxckr 
quer.) 

Mr.  CAIRD  said,  that  this  Bill  wodd, 
in  his  opinion,  redress  part  of  the  jut 
grievance  of  the  barley  growers,  and  he 
therefore  supported  it.  He  had  declined 
to  offer  any  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the 
Malt  Tax  in  the  discussion  on  Uie  Budget, 
as  he  entirely  approved  the  reniissiooi 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  thoogh  he 
had  since  modified  his  language,  spoke  so 
strongly  against  the  policy  of  any  fiitare 
reduction  of  the  Malt  Tax,  that  he  felt 
desirous  of  presenting  some  points  on  the 
subject  for  his  consideration.  He  held  thst 
a  tax  which  impeded  the  growth  of  barley 
was  injurious  to  the  agriculture  of  this 
country.  Of  all  com  crops,  barley  was 
the  most  friendly  to  the  farmer.  It  was 
the  shortest  time  in  the  ground,  was  the 
least  exhaustive  of  the  soil,  was  sown  at 
the  best  season  for  cleaning  and  cultivating 
it,  while  it  formed  the  best  preparation  for 
grass,  and  was  the  most  suitable  to  follow 
green  crops.  Independent  of  its  own  value, 
barley  farming  thus  promoted  good  hns- 
bandry,  and  the  growth  of  those  crops 
which  were  necessary  for  the  production  of 
meat,  dairy  produce,  and  wool.  Now,  the 
production   of  meat  in  this  country 
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baoomiDg  e? erj  year  a  matter  of  inoreasiog 
importance.  PreTioas  to  the  great  de- 
relopment  of  trade  and  indastrj,  the  oon- 
■eqaoDce  of  recent  financial  legislation,  a 
laige  proportion  of  the  working  claases  in 
Ihe  country  could  not  afford  to  eat  meat 
more  than  once  a  week.  It  would  be  a 
moat  moderate  computation  to  say  that  a 
million  of  persons  were  so  circumstanced, 
and  when  by  better  wages  these  persons 
were  enabled  to  eat  meat  daily  the  in- 
of  consumption  so  far  became  at 
sixfold.  Prices  were  thus  rapidly 
rivngf  and  larger  demands  were  yearly 
being  made  upon  the  farmer  for  fat  cattle 
and  sheep.  It  had  been  said  that  a  penny  in 
the  pound  of  income  tax  made  a  difference 
to  the  refcnue  of  the  country  of  a  million 
and  a  quarter,  but  a  penny  a  pound  on  the 
price  01  meat  was  equal  to  one  million  and 
a  quarter  sterling  on  the  annual  consump- 
tion of  the  metropolis  alone,  and  if  they 
took  that  of  the  United  Kingdom  they 
woald  find  that  the  increase  of  erery 
penny  on  the  pound  of  butcher's  meat 
would  cost  the  people  not  less  than  ten 
milliona  sterling.  The  rise  in  the  price  of 
neat  during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years 
waa  equal  to  twenty  millions  sterling  per 
umum.  Here  was  far  more  than  an 
sqaiTalent  for  the  loss  of  the  Malt  Duty  to 
mt  roTenne.  If,  by  a  change  in  our  mode 
bI  agriculture,  we  could  to  some  extent, 
■ven  if  not  to  the  full  extent,  meet  the 
iaeieaaing  demand  for  butcher's  meat,  we 
ikeiild  be  fully  compensated.  And  we 
moat  reckon  not  only  on  the  increasing 

ritite  of  the  existing  population,  but  on 
demands  from  the  increase  of  popula- 
tieo.     That  went  on  at  a  rate  which  would 
abaorb  eyery  three  years  the  whole  of  the 
bl  stock  produced  in  Scotland.     Foreign 
eoantriea  could  not  meet  the  demand.  The 
iaporta  of  foreign  stock  seemed  to  have 
iiaebed  their  maximum.    The  same  causes 
vtre  at  work  abroad  as  at  home  in  pro- 
liring  an  increased  demand  for  butcher's 
Mat.     Increased  wages  everywhere  were 
fDUowed  by  increased  consumption.     Now, 
Ike  substitution  of  barley  for  wheat  in  his 
<Mffie  of  crops  would  at  once  enable  the 
hrmer  to  increase  his  production  of  meat. 
1ft  former  times,  under  protective  duties, 
*W,  from  its  comparatively  high  price, 
VIS  unduly  forced  into  culture.     On  clay 
^  especially  it  was  looked  to  exclusively, 
10  much  so  that  many  farmers  thought 
>ftdi  land  unsuited  to   barley.     But  the 
pdoal  rise  in  the  price  of  barley,  and  the 
m  in  that  of  wheat,  had  encouraged  the 


growth  of  barley  on  clay  soil,  to  the  great 
advantage  of  the  farmer  and  the  more 
economical  and  better  cultivation  of  his 
farm.  The  strong  clays,  which  were 
formerly  thought  not  fit  for  barley,  would 
in  fact  produce  heavier  crops,  though 
not  of  the  finest  malting  qualities,  than  the 
best  barley  lands.  In  the  neighbourhood 
of  Heme  Bay  no  less  than  ten  quarters  of 
barley  per  acre  had  last  year  been  gro?m 
upon  the  stiffest  of  clay  soils.  Wheat  re- 
quired to  be  sown  in  the  autumn  ;  and  it  was 
obviously  a  great  advantage  where,  as  in 
the  case  of  barley  crops,  the  farmers  could 
take  a  green  crop,  say  of  mangolds,  off 
the  land  before  it  was  wanted  for  sowing 
in  the  spring.  He  could  plough  and  sow 
in  better  season,  and  might  grow  green 
crops  in  many  instances,  and  thus  feed 
sheep  and  cattle  where,  under  the  old 
wheat  system,  that  was  impossible.  A 
barley  farmer  could  scarcely  be  a  bad 
farmer.  His  corn  crop  not  only  was  less 
severe  upon  the  land,  but  it  was  preceded 
and  followed  by  green  crops  and  grass, 
which  restored  fertility.  He,  therefore, 
maintained  that  it  would  be  an  immense 
advantage  to  British  agriculture,  and 
to  the  increased  production  of  meat,  dairy 
produce,  and  wool,  if  barley  could,  to  a 
large  extent,  be  substituted  for  wheat. 
He  was  quite  aware  of  the  fact  that  barley 
had  risen  in  value  more  than  any  other 
kind  of  com,  and  of  the  force  of  the  ar- 
gument which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  based  upon  that  fact.  From 
1800  to  1850  one  bushel  of  wheat  was 
worth  two  of  barley.  Since  1850  barley 
had  more  nearly  approached  the  price  of 
wheat,  and  the  moment  barley  became 
nearly  equal  to  wheat  in  value  it  would  be 
largely  substituted  as  a  crop  for  it.  There 
was  another  reason :  the  farmer  could 
grow  a  much  larger  crop  of  barley  than 
of  wheat  on  the  same  land.  The  amount 
would  probably  be  from  5^  to  6  quarters 
of  barley  instead  of  4  quarters  of  wheat, 
besides  giving  to  the  farmer  greater  faci- 
lities in  the  production  of  butchers'  meat. 
It  was  no  satisfactory  answer  to  say  that 
this  advance  in  the  price  of  barley  had 
taken  place  under  the  disadvantages  of  a 
heavy  exceptional  tax.  The  owners  and 
occupiers  of  clay  land  in  this  country 
needed  all  the  fair  play  they  could  get. 
The  fact  that  barley  could,  even  with  a 
heavy  malt  duty,  be  grown  with  more  pro- 
fit than  wheat,  was  no  reason  for  continu- 
ing an  exceptional  tax.  Barley  was  the 
wine  crop  of  this  country.    As  the  people 
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became  better  off  tbej  took  more  of  tbat 
which  was  the  produce  of  it,  and  that  was 
the  reason  that  the  price  had  risen  more 
than  that  of  any  other  crop.  Bat  it  would 
rise  still  further,  and  be  still  more  remu- 
nerative but  for  this  heavy  duty.  Agricul- 
turists did  not  ask  any  class  advantage — 
any  return  to  protective  duties  or  legisla- 
tive encouragements.  They  asked  simply 
to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
hop  grower,  the  potato  grower,  the  coal- 
owner,  or  the  ironmaster,  that  our  raw 
produce  should  not  be  subjected  to  excep- 
tional taxation.  The  farmers  of  the  heavy 
olay  lands  especially  deserved  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  Legislature.  They  wanted  no 
protection  ;  but  what  they  did  ask  for,  and 
this  they  had  a  right  to  demand,  was  that  no 
exceptional  taxation  should  be  laid  on  the 
articles  which  they  produced,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  unfairly  to  limit  their  use. 
Though  it  was  true,  as  recently  remarked 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
the  price  of  barley  had  of  late  been  en- 
hanced more  than  other  portions  of  the 
agriculturist's  produce,  the  rise  would  have 
been  still  greater  without  the  present  bur- 
den on  the  cultivation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  arguing  the  question  on  a 
former  occasion,  had  referred 

Mr.  speaker  :  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  is  not  a  fit- 
ting occasion  to  reply  to  a  speech  made  in 
a  former  debate  and  on  another  subject. 
This  is  not  the  continuance  of  a  debate  on 
the  same  Bill. 

Mr.  CAIRD  said,  he  would  avoid  any 
reference  to  the  former  debate,  and  would 
confine  his  observations  entirely  to  the 
effect  of  the  Malt  Tax  upon  the  agri- 
culture of  the  country.  With  regard  to 
the  argument  of  injustice  to  Scotland  in 
the  matter  of  the  spirit  duty,  that  had  not 
been  advanced  by  any  Scotchman.  The 
consumption  of  whisky  in  that  country 
was  decreasing,  and  that  of  beer  steadily 
increasing.  He  was  informed  that  the 
quantity  of  malt  used  in  Edinburgh  in 
brewing  beer  had  risen  from  32,000  quar- 
ters in  1854  to  150,000  quarters  in  1864, 
and  that  from  two  causes — first,  the  in- 
creased price  of  spirits ;  and  secondly, 
the  improved  quality  of  the  beer.  A  change 
from  raw  spirits  to  beer  was  one  which  all 
wise  men  commended,  and  any  policy  which 
would  tend  that  way  would  not  be  unjust 
to  Scotland.  One  word  with  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  consumers  of  beer.  In 
everv  country,  except  England,  milk  was 
much  used  as  an  article  of  food  by  the 
lir,  Oaird 


mass  of  the  jieople.  lo  Sootiand,  Ireland, 
on  the  CoDtment,  and  in  North  Ameriet 
milk  was  much  used.  But  it  eould  not  be 
had  by  the  people  of  this  ooantry,  asd 
every  year  milk  was  beeoming  more  seme 
and  dear.  Home-brewed  ale  was  an  ex* 
cellent  substitute.  An  hon.  Friend  of  bis, 
who  had  had  much  experience,  told  hm 
that  he  never  knew  a  bad  or  ineffieint 
labourer  who  brewed  his  own  beor.  He 
had  not  the  temptation  of  the  beerhoose 
to  spend  his  money,  and  take  him  away 
from  his  family.  He  mast  for  these  rea- 
sons venture  to  urge  upon  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  sboald  agun 
have  a  surplus  to  dispose  of — in  the  interest 
not  only  of  the  agrieuttorisi,  but  of  the 
consumer— the  great  advantage  there  would 
be  in  the  removal  of  any  impediment  whieh 
the  present  malt  doty  might  produce  upoi 
the  extended  cnltivation  of  barley  in  thii 
country,  and  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  give  to  the  qnestiea 
of  the  repeal  of  this  tax  his  most  favour- 
able consideration.  A  heavy  tax  on  si 
article  of  home  growth — ^the  wine  of  tlM 
country — which  in  England  drove  the  pee- 
ple  to  the  public-house,  and  which  impeded 
the  best  and  most  reproductive  system  ef 
farming,  could  not  but  deserve  the  meit 
careful  consideration  of  the  House. 

Sir  FITZROT  KELLT  said,  he  fih 
bound  to  express  his  great  sattsfsetioi 
that  a  Gentleman  so  eminently  qualified 
to  deal  with  the  subject,  and  so  faonlisr 
with  it  in  all  its  details,  should  have 
directed  his  attention  and  that  of  the 
House  to  the  bearing  of  the  tax  vpes 
the  agriculture  of  the  eoiintry.  There 
was  another  point  in  connection  with  the 
question,  the  importance  of  whioh  could 
scarcely  be  overrated — namely,  theeffeet 
of  the  Malt  Tax  upon  the  price  of  meat 
All  who  had  experience  and  had  fairly  snd 
impartially  considered  that  branefa  of  ^ 
subject,  were  perfectly  satisfied  ^at  It 
was  one  whioh  bore  upon  the  interest  ef 
the  entire  community,  but  more  espe- 
cially that  portion  of  it  who  were  fsi- 
able  to  indulge  more  than  onoe  or  twice 
in  the  week  in  the— -to  them — kixvry  of  a 
single  plateful  of  butcher's  meat.  The 
kindred  Bill,  for  taking  off  the  doty  upos 
malt  for  feeding  cattle,  had  been  fhuned, 
he  had  no  doubt,  in  an  excellent  spirit; 
but,  unfortunately,  it  had  been  hampered 
by  every  sort  of  restriction  and  oompKca- 
tioo,  and,  moreover,  had  come  before  the 
House  accompanied  by  the  report  of  a 
gentleman  of  great  experience,  which  west 
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to  vbow  tlMt  the  Brll  wovld  be  almost 
entirely  useless.      He  hoped,  therelore„ 
the  time   was  eppfoeehing«   and   he  be- 
lieTod  it  was,  wkefl  the  sttleirtioB  of  Par- 
liament would  be  directed  to  the  distinot 
poini  whether  this  question  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  was  not  a  labourer's  question 
—a  question  eoaceming  the  interests  of  the 
lower  and  poorer  olasses  of  the  oommunitj, 
lather  than   those  of  the    agriculiuriats 
and  the  ownera  of  land.     With  regard  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House  there  was  very 
little  to  be  said  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other*     It  was  well  meant,  he  had  no 
doubt,  and  in  thoee  periods  which  oeca^ 
siooaUj  oocurved»  sometimes  one  or  two 
years  in  suceession,  when   from  causes 
oonneoted  with  the  weather  the  greater 
quantity  of  the  barley  produced  was  light 
and  inferior  in  character,  the  Bill  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  considerable  re- 
lief to  the  producers  of  barley  and  the  noa- 
nufaeturers  of  malt  by  indirectly  doinff 
that  which  he  and  others  had  vainfy  called 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
GovemBMnt  to  do  by  a  partial  mitigation 
of  the  tax.    He  would  also  say,  in  passings 
that  the    standard  of  dSlb.  was  wisely 
selected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  both 
for  the  growers  of  barley  and  the  manu- 
facturers of  malt.    But  here  his  oemmen- 
datioa  of  the  Bill  must  cease.     He  might, 
however,    add,  that  it  rather  tended  to 
create  a  faint  and  shadowy  hope  in  the 
Buods  of  those  who  had  laboured  for  the 
repeal  of  the  tax  that  in  thus,  without  soli- 
dtatioo,  framing  this  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  entertained  some  misgivings  in 
his  own  mind  and  conscience  as  to  the  cxp 
teat  of  the  justice  which  he  had  meted  out 
to  the  agriculturists  and  the  conanmers  of 
beer.     He  feared,  however,  that  it  was  a 
sentfment,   he  might  almost  say  a  prin- 
ciple, in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  **  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax 
woidd  be  the  death  warrant  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion."   H  that  were  so,  if  ther  had  reason 
to  fear  that  that  principle  had  been  adopted 
— not  merely  by  a  ''  prominent"  Member, 
but  by  the  most  distinguished  and  potential 
Member  of  the  present  Government,  they 
cevld  not  but  apprehend  that  it  was  a 
prineiple  which  the  Govemmenit,  as  long 
as   they  might  be   intrusted  with  power 
by  that  House,  wonld  endeavour  to  carry 
into  effSsct.      This  was  not  a  quesdon  in 
which    the  farmers   wove  exclusively,  or 
even   mainly,    concerned.      It    was    one 
directly  affecting  the  poorer   clasaca  of 
the  community,  and   he  eiioe  mose   re*> 


flifiiid«i  the  Bo«bb  cf  ther  ^lallenge  he  had 
offered  to  the  right  hoa^  Gentlenwin  — 
namely,  that  if  a  Committee  or  a  Com- 
mission were  granted  upon   tlhie  subject 
he  pledged  himseif  to  demonetrate  that 
wMe  tibe  revenue  derived  only  £5,000,000 
or  £6,000,000  a  year  from  the  msit  du- 
ties, the  sum  paid  by  the  beer  eensamers 
by  reasoi^  of  thie  tax  was  one-third  of  the 
entin  price  paid  by  Ibem  for  beer.     In 
the*  three  kingdoms  together  this  amomrted 
to  £60,000,000,  and  thus  £20,000,000 
per  annum  were  paid  by  the  consumers 
for   evenry    £fiy000,000    or  £6,000,000 
which    passed    mto   the  Ex^equw.     If 
such  a  Committee  were  grantedv  he  wonld 
show  besfilee  that  wbUe  the  ecnsumers  of 
beer  were  taxed  to  the  extent  of  33  per 
cent,  wine  coueumers  were  only  taxed  to  the 
extent  ef  10  er  12  percent,  and  tea,  under 
the  reduced  dwty,  2&  per  cent.     Tet  tea 
and  wine  were  sivtidee  of  foreign  produc- 
tion, snid  wine  waa  drank  only,  er  chieiy, 
by  the  wesAthier  classes.    He  hoped  the 
iimm  waa  cowe»   when   those  who   stood 
forward  as  advocates  of  the  interests  ef 
the   labouring  classes  would    remember, 
in  addressing  their  constitnents,  to  ask 
them  whether  they  did  not  desire  a  re- 
mission  ef   taxation  in   respect    of  the 
only  article  of  luxury  in  whfdi  they  could 
indulge^  and  which  to  them  was  almost 
one  of  the  necessitieif  ef  Kfe.     He  hoped 
that  tiie  adhrocates  df  the  repeal  cf  the 
Malt  Tax  on  the  Gevemment  side  of  the 
Hocne  would  hear  upon  the^  hnstingB  that 
formers'  and  labourers'  truefoiende  were  not 
those  who  gave  an  isolated  vote  for  thw  re- 
peal of  the  MaU  Tax,  and  then  folfowedup 
that  vote  by  a  thick-and-thin*  support  of  a 
Government  resolved  tiuKt  it  should  never  he 
repealed.  The  tax  on  malt  was,  he  repeated, 
:  not  so  much  one  on  the  farmer  and  producer 
as  it  was  a  tax  affecting  the  working  man. 
That  the  labouring  daases  should  have  to 
pay  m  taxation  so  great  a  propertien  of  the 
whole  price  ef  beer  as  one^third  wse  in* 
conautent  with  the  principles  ol  foee  trade 
and  destructive  of  ^^^Jf  prineiple  of  taxa- 
tion upon  which  thia  House  had  acted  for 
the  last  twenty  years.     He  was  now  readr 
to  go  into  Committee  upon  this  Bill.  Small 
as  was  the  boon  conceded,  he  stSU  wel^ 
corned  it,   and    would   regard  it  ae  an 
earnest  eif   something   move   and   better 
hereafter. 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  he  did  not  wish  Co 
criticize  this  Biff,,  or  the  other  financial 
measures,  which  afforded  a  very  consider- 
able remission  of  taxatioD ;  but  he  would 
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mention  one  point  in  which  they  had  fallen 
short  of  his  expectations,  which  were  very 
moderate.  Last  year  they  had  a  Malt  for 
Cattle  Bill ;  and  although  it  might  not 
have  been  as  widely  operatire  as  could 
have  been  wished,  the  ^good  intentions 
which  framed  it  were  not  the  less  apparent. 
This  year  he  was  in  hopes  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  brought  in  a 
Malt  for  Man  Bill,  or  a  Malt  for  Home 
Consumption  Bill,  and  that  they  would 
have  had  to  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  a  prospect  of  relief  held  out 
to  the  agriculturists  in  that  direction.  It 
would  be  said  that  the  great  brewers  ex- 
tended their  operations  everywhere,  and 
that  the  days  of  cottage  and  home  brew- 
ing had  passed  away.  That  was  so,  pro- 
bably, in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  towns; 
but  there  were  very  many  rural  districts 
where  the  concession  of  such  a  privilege 
would  be  highly  appreciated.  It  was  con- 
sidered by  the  working  men  a  hardship, 
that  after  rising  early,  late  taking  rest,  and 
eating  the  bread  of  carefulness  after  labo- 
riously tilling  the  soil  "  from  morn  to 
dewy  eve,"  after  superintending  all  the 
rural  operations,  from  the  introduction  of 
the  seed  into  the  ground  to  its  final 
germination  in  the  year,  an  almost  penal 
legislation  intervened  and  prevented  and 
intercepted  them  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
fruits  of  their  labour  to  which  they  were 
io  well  entitled.  He  believed  that  a 
measure  such  as  this,  far  from  increas- 
ing intoxication  would,  by  withdrawing 
them  from  the  public -houses,  and  by 
promoting  more  domestic  habits,  make 
a  change  in  the  opposite  direction.  The 
inhabitants  of  the  vine-growing  countries 
were  generally  considered  the  most  sober  ; 
and  it  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
voice  of  nature.  In  every  country  and 
in  every  age  it  had  been  held  to  be  the 
inalienable  birthright  of  the  tiller  of  the 
soil  to  gather  its  fruits  free  from  the  visits 
of  the  tax  collector,  and  without  even  the 
intervention  of  the  tradesman.  The  poets 
in  the  early  ages  told  us — and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  his  abundant 
scholarship  could  no  doubt  supply  them 
with  quotations  without  end — of  the  hap- 
piness of  the  hospitable  old  man,  of  whom 
it  was  said — 

'*  Dapibus  mensas  onerabat  inemptis." 
Indeed,   the   poets  were  never  weary  of 
painting  the  amiable  picture — 

'*  Qaod  si  pudioa  mulier  in  partem  javet 

Domum  atque  dulces  liberos ; 

Sacrum  vetustiB  eztniat  lignis  fooimi, 

Lassi  sub  adventum  viri— *' 

Mr.  Pugh 


And  now  they  oame  to  what  would  aoiwer 
to  the  home-brewed-* 

<*  £t  boma  doloi  vina  promens  dolio, 
Dapes  ioemptas  apparet " 

— then  he  said  his  exultation  would  know 
no  bounds.  He  was  portraying  the  age  of 
nature,  and  they  could  not  improve  on 
that.  The  greatest  and  most  consummste 
artists  always  said,  ''  Follow  natore." 
Afterwards,  as  civilization  advanced,  wan 
commenced,  and  taxes  were  imposed  ss 
their  natural  result ;  but,  unfortunately, 
when  the  wars  ceased  the  taxes,  which 
were  their  offspring,  like  the  malt  tax, 
remained,  and  some  of  them  seemed  to 
endure  for  ever.  Of  late  years  there  hsd 
been  a  large  remission  of  taxation  pressing 
principally  on  the  manufacturers,  but  in 
which  the  agriculturist,  as  a  member  of 
the  community,  had  shared.  He  reeog- 
nixed  no  antagonism  between  those  two 
great  bodies.  Their  interests,  in  thii 
country,  at  least,  were  inseparably  united, 
their  prosperities  and  adversities  were  ever 
the  same.  But  he  could  not  shut  his  eyei 
to  the  fact  that  the  malt  tax  pressed  rather 
exceptionally  on  the  agriculturist.  He  hsd 
hoped  that  it  would  have  been  reserved  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  have 
removed  some  part  of  this  anomaly.  He 
believed  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ambition  to  be  the  Finance  Minister,  not 
only  of  a  party,  however  great  and  poww- 
ful,  but  of  the  whole  country,  and  hie 
ardent  admirers  would  willingly  have  seen 
him  reviving  old  sympathies  and  old  ami- 
ties, and  effecting  a  reconciliation  with  his 
former  friends  who  once  followed  him  with 
so  much  devotion.  That  should  have  been 
done  before  the  dissolution,  which  cannot 
now  be  far  off — 

**  Neque  enim  plus  leptijaa  dacitur  Mstas." 

Thf.'  --'pportunity  had  been  for  the  moment 
omitted  or  forgone.  The  financial  harrest 
had  passed  ;  the  financial  summer  wsi 
ended  ;  and  they  were  not  saved — 

"  Invidisse  Decs,  patriia  ut  redditus  aril 
CoDJugium  optatum,  et  pulchram  Calydona 
videret  !" 

But  he  would  not  despair  of  him  yet  Ho 
hoped  the  day  would  come  when  he  wonld 
do  something  (for  he  could  do  it)  either  in 
this  or  in  some  other  way,  which  should 
send  a  thrill  of  satisfaction  and  exultation 
through  the  honest  and  manly  hearts  of 
the  agricultural  constituencies  of  the  Em- 
pire. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  (Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly)  bore 
the  mark,  aa  all  his  speeches  did,  of  a 
moat  oarefal  abstineeoe  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  hostile  motives  and  the  most  liberal 
appreciation  of  the  efforts  which  had  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
mitigate  the  inconvenience  which  attended 
the  pressure  of  the  Malt  Tax.  In  the 
case  of  the  Malt  Feeding  Bill  it  was  said 
that  the  limited  operation  of  that  mea- 
sure was  owing  to  the  cumbrous  restric- 
tions of  the  Excise  and  the  disparaging 
Report  which  had  been  made  by  an  officer 
of  the  Government.  Now,  he  apprehended, 
that  neither  the  maltsters  nor  any  other 
traders  were  made  of  such  materials  as  to 
be  debarred  from  pursuing  a  profitable 
trade  by  any  disparaging  report.  With 
respect  to  the  statement  that  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Excise  had  impeded  the  ope- 
ration of  the  measure,  he  could  assert 
that  not  one  single  person  conversant  with 
the  working  of  the  Bill  had  expressed  any 
such  opinion.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  in 
his  possession  letters  from  numerous  gen- 
tlemen testifying  from  their  practical  expe- 
rience that  the  restrictions  of  the  Excise 
had  not  impeded  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  a  challenge  which  he  had 
thrown  out  had  not  been  accepted.  Now, 
he  eould  not  admit  the  truth  of  that  pro- 
position ;  but  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  of  a  challenge 
which  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) had  thrown  out,  but  which  had  not 
been  accepted.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  undertaken  to  prove 
that  the  Malt  Tax,  which  only  pro- 
duced £6,000,000,  cost  the  consumers 
£20,000,000,  and  he  likewise  undertook 
to  prove  certain  points  with  regard  to  the 
percentage  of  the  taxation  on  malt.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  forgot  that 
the  Government  had  afforded  him  all  the 
facilities  of  proof  he  desired,  and  had 
offered  him  the  re-appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee whieh  had  sat  on  that  subject. 
The  non-renewal  of  that  Committee  was 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  do  what 
the  Committee  itself  had  recommended — 
move  for  its  re-appointment.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  therefore  had  not 
acoepted  the  challenge  which  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  thrown 
out.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  sum  expended  annually 
by  the  people  of  this  country  on  beer  was 
£60«000,000.     What  a  deplorably   op- 


pressed trade  that  must  be  in  which  Eng- 
lishmen were  forbidden  to  invest  to  a 
greater  extent  than  £60,000,000  annually, 
whilst,  according  to  the  best  estimate  that 
could  be  formed,  the  outlay  for  all  other 
purposes — physical,  material,  political,  mo« 
ral,  social,  intellectual,  spiritual-— was 
£600,000,000  ;  so  that  a  full  tithe  only  of 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  found  its 
way  to  that  oppressed  article  !  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
the  present  Government  was  formed  on  the 
principle  of  supporting  the  Malt  Tax,  and 
that  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
had  asserted  that ''  its  repeal  would  be  the 
death  warrant  of  indirect  taxation."  Now 
what  he  did  say  was  that  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  without  the  imposition  of 
some  tax  on  beer  would  be  the  death  war- 
rant of  all  indirect  taxation,  and  would  be 
the  most  likely  means  of  greatly  disturb* 
ing  the  whole  incidence  of  our  financial 
system,  and  the  relation  of  one  of  its  parts 
to  another,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  present  contentment  of  the  country 
was  connected  with  the  maintenance  of 
that  system.  But  it  was  as  far  as  possible 
from  accuracy  to  say  that  on  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  rested  the  responsibility 
of  maintaining  the  Malt  Tax.  Taxes  were 
imposed  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  those  were  the  true  oppo- 
nents of  unnecessary  taxation  who  endea- 
voured to  promote  the  economical  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  money  and  that  wise 
legislation  which  enlarged  the  public  means. 
He  would  nut  dwell  on  the  interesting 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Pugh),  with  all  the  refreshing  recollections 
which  it  revived  of  the  happy  period  when 
rural  and  domestic  images  were  more 
familiar  to  our  minds.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  laid  down  the  principle  not  only 
that  the  beer  of  the  people  ought  to  be 
untaxed  but  unbought.  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  must  mean  that .  it  should  be  taken 
from  the  stores  of  the  brewers  without 
compensation,  or  he  must  mean  that  the 
land  should  by  some  agrarian  law  be  so 
distributed  as  that  every  man  should  grow 
his  own  portion  of  barley.  Now,  he  did  ^ 
not  think  the  pleasing  vision  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  be  realized.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  FitzRoy 
Kelly)  was  so  anxious  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt  Tax,  he  might  have  set  about 
it  in  the  present  year.  Why  did  he  not 
set  up  his  proposition  against  that  of  the 
Government  for  the  reduction  of  the 
income  tax  and  the  duty  on  tea  ?    The 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  represented  a 
powerful  partj  who  were  supposed  to  be 
unanimons  in  their  desire  to  reliere  the 
farmer  from  the  crushing  burdens  to  which 
he  was  subjected,  and  to  put  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  against  the  reduction  of  the 
income  tax,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  were  willing  to  maintain 
the  income  tax  at  sixpence,  and  if  thej  had 
joined  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  he 
would  have  been  sure  of  haying  a  majority. 
Now,  if  the  Malt  Tax  was  not  repealed  it 
was  because  the  adrooates  of  the  repeal 
did  not  place  it  against  the  reduction  of 
the  income  tax.  It  was  useless  to  expect 
that  the  people  of  England  would  believe 
in  the  earnestness  of  the  adfooates  of  the 
reduction  of  a  particular  tax  when  they 
would  not  make  themselres  responsible  for 
pitting  the  repeal  of  that  tax  against  the 
repeal  of  another  tax.  What  was  the  use 
of  giving  the  farmer  barren  words,  fine 
periods,  prolonged  debates,  repeated  Com- 
mittees, and  calling  public  meetings  of  the 
Central  Malt  Tax  Repeal  Association, 
when  their  Friends  in  Parliament  declined 
to  bring  forward  the  question  as  a  definite 
and  practical  reform  ? 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  that  he  had  not  hinted 
at  any  agrarian  law.  All  that  he  wanted 
was  that  the  farmer  should  hafe  unbonght 
beer — unbought  because  home  brewed. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  he  did  not  share 
in  any  reproach  which  might  be  thrown  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
adrocates  of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  did  not  wish  to  place  the  reduction  of 
the  Income  Tax  and  the  Tea  Duty  in 
competition  with  the  repeal  of  the  Malt 
Duty. 

Mr.  bass  said,  he  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  going  a  little 
too  far  when  he  said  that  indirect  taxation 
would  be  utterly  destroyed  by  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt  Duty,  since  all  they  asked 
for  was  that  it  might  be  reduced  one-half. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  spoke  of  repeal  and  not 
reduction. 

Mb.  bass  said,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  no  fear  then  as  to  the 
effect  upon  indirect  taxation  by  merely  re- 
ducing the  Malt  Duty,  why  did  he  not  try 
the  experiment  by  reducing  the  duty  to 
one-half  of  the  present  amount.  He  wished 
also  to  observe  that  the  present  mode  of 
levying  the  duty  led  to  an  excessive  amount 
being  paid.  He  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  a  house  which  had,  during  thelast.six 
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months,  paid  £3,500  meve  tlMm  llie  G\m' 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  entitled  to  ?»• 
ceive.  As  he  was  mformed,  alt  that  wsb 
ever  intended  by  the  law  was  that  the  doty 
should  be  levied  upon  the  dry  iMtrley  stem- 
ed  ;  but  the  maltsters  now  paid  at  least  2| 
per  cent  more  than  they  would  be  ciicrgsd 
with  upon  that  system.  If  the  hon.  snd 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  FitxRoy  Kelly) 
would  assist  in  the  reform  of  two  or  tbrss 
apparently  small  matters  like  that,  he  woikl 
be  doing  something  for  his  constitoeati. 
He  could  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Stirling  (Mr.  Caird),  because  he  did  not 
understand  how  meat  was  to  be  cheapened 
by  increasing  the  price  of  barley  firooi  tbe 
strong  lands.  He  hoped  that  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  next  year 
consider  this  question  of  the  rodnetios  of 
the  Malt  Duty,  and  would  do  something  to 
give  to  the  agricultural  interest  that  relief 
to  which  it  was  so  well  entitled. 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,  he  gan 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ChaneeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  credit  for  having  givea 
a  most  important  intimation.  He  kid 
stated  that  the  Malt  Tax  could  not  be  le- 
pealed  without  the  imposition  of  a  tax  oa 
beer.  It  was  most  satisfactory  to  hear  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  eoui- 
dering  the  solution  of  the  difficulty  which 
existed,  for  a  tax  on  beer  would  prodees 
one-half  of  the  tax  upon  malt.  Althoigli 
he  had  supported  the  Motion  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt  Tax,  he  gave  the  preferenee  t$ 
the  scheme  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  preferred  the  reduetioD 
of  the  Income  Tax  and  the  duties  on  Fire 
Insurance  and  tea.  He  drew  fVom  the  o^ 
ser?ations  of  the  right  hon.  G^tlsmaa 
the  augury  that  in  a  more  favourable  eoi- 
dition  of  the  revenue  the  Malt  Tax  woaU 
be  considered  in  the  sense  which  he  had 
pointed  out. 

Mr.  HENLBT  said,  that  he  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxebequer  bad 
not  allowed  this  debate  to  pass  without  in- 
dulging in  the  taunt  which  he  had  directed 
against  those  who  advocated  the  abolitieB 
of  the  Malt  Tax.  It  would  have  been  ia 
better  taste,  and  he  was  sure  that  it  would 
have  been  truer,  to  have  let  it  alone  ;  be- 
cause, what  were  the  facts  ?  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  finaneial  seheoM 
was  made  known,  but  when  it  was  under- 
stood that  there  would  be  a  consideraUe 
surplus,  a  plain,  straightforward  Motion 
was  made  for  the  abolition  of  the  whole  or 
a  part  of  the  tax,  and  the  right  hoB.  Gen* 
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tleouui  ln«w  perfSsetlj  well  that  after  the 
HouM  had  eome  to  a  definite  decision  upon 
tkal  Beeolation  it  would  haye  been  idle 
!•  oppoae  bis  proposals.  Therefore  the 
oWerratioDS  whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Buui  had  jiMt  made  were  entirely  nncalled 
lbp»  and  were  not  calenlated  to  conduce  to 
the  amieable  transaction  of  the  business  of 
thai  House.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
bad  attracted  no  attention  whaterer  in  his 
part  of  the  oountrj  (Oxfordshire).  He  had 
heard  nothing  either  good,  bad,  or  indif- 
fereni  aboot  it,  and  therefore  he  should 
say  nothiag,  but  he  must  protest  against 
the  nisinuatioD  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  that  those  who  adyocated 
tha  aboKtion  of  the  Malt  Dutj  did  not  act 
b  good  faith.  [The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehaquer  made  a  gesture  of  dissent.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shock  his  head,  but 
that  waa  the  meaning  of  his  remark,  that 
thaj  addressed  long  speeches  to  anti-malt- 
tax  asaociations,  but  made  no  attempt  in 
that  House  to  carry  the  repeid  of  the  duty, 
beaaose  they  preferred  the  abolition  of 
other  taxes.  He,  for  one,  took  no  part 
m  the  proceedings  of  anti-malt-tax  asso- 
eiatkma,  hot  he  did  not  like  to  hear  such 
inainnations,  and  must  enter  his  protest 
agaioai  them. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  that  in  the  borough 
which  he  represented  (Wallingford)  there 
waa  io  much  dirersity  of  opinion  with  refer- 
eaee  to  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  that  it 
became  a  question  entirely  for  the  private 

CIgment  of  the  Member.  Now,  although 
▼oted  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Sir 
FitaRoy  Kellj),  on  account  of  the  modera- 
tion of  its  terms,  he  pointed  out  to  his 
eoestitaents  that  the  maintenance  of  the 
refenne  waa  of  more  importance  than  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty.  He,  like  every 
one  else,  approved  the  reduction  of  the 
income  tax  and  of  the  duty  on  fire  in- 
saranees;  but  he  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Bxchequer  was  not  right  in  reducing 
the  tea  duty.  Nobody  expected  such  a 
radnetion,  and  the  surplus  which  he  had 
in  hand  ought  to  have  been  devoted  to  a 
leJuetion  oif  the  Malt  Duty,  which  was 
being  loadly  asked  for  by  a  large  number 
of  persons  in  and  out  of  Parliament.  As 
the  agricultural  interest  had  expressed  so 
damded  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  granted 
thefli  a  boon  for  a  long  time,  he  hoped  that 
if  iIm  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  surplus 
nasi  year,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  of  carrying  into  effsct   the 


Resolution  which  had  been  proposed  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Motion,  "That  Mr.   Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  6  were  agreed  io. 

Clause  7  (Mode  of  calculating  Duty  on 
Malt  when  charged  accoiding  to  Weight.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  now  state  what  he 
thought  to  be  the  practical  operation  of 
this  clause,  which  was  the  material  and 
operative  clause  of  the  Bill.  He  was  far 
from  saying  that  the  effect  of  this  provision 
would  be  that  which,  in  point  of  fact*  waa 
desirable— namely,  to  apportion  the  weight 
of  the  Malt  Tax  in  every  instance  to  the 
real  malting  valoe  of  the  barley.  There 
were  malting  qualities  in  different  kinds  of 
barley  which  this  Bill  would  not  touch, 
such  as  colour,  skin,  and  the  friable  quality 
of  the  ferine,  which  ingredients  helped  to 
determine  the  price.  But  one  great  quality 
ran  through  all  barleys,  which,  other  things 
being  equal,  was  of  great  importance  in 
determining  their  value,  and  that  was 
weight.  As  far  as  weight  was  concerned, 
he  hoped  the  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of 
placing  light  barley  on  as  fair  and  equitable 
fooling,  as  far  as  the  tax  waa  concerned,  as 
that  in  which  heavy  barieys  stood.  Most 
of  the  Amendments  he  proposed  were  ver- 
bal, but  he  had  to  propose  an  important 
one,  and  that  was  to  fill  up  the  blank  in  the 
clause  with  "  SSib.,**  which  was  to  be  taken 
as  the  standard  of  weight.  If  they  were 
to  fix  the  pivot  weight  too  high  they  would 
give  no  relief,  and  would  diminish  to  a 
considerable  extent  the  revenue  from  malt. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  ascertain  from  the 
best  authorities  what  were  those  barleys 
which  ought  really  to  be  considered  light 
with  reference  to  malting,  and  what  should 
be  the  point  of  division  between  these  and 
the  heavy  barleys.  What  they  aimed  at 
curing  by  the  present  Bill  was  the  defect 
that  the  amount  of  the  Malt  Duty  was 
made  to  depend  on  measure.  The  problem 
of  the  maltster  was  to  get  out  of  a  given 
bulk  as  much  malting  power  as  he  could. 
In  order  to  do  that  he  looked  to  the  quality 
of  the  barley,  and  the  better  the  barley 
the  greater  would  be  the  amount  of  extract 
it  would  yield  from  a  given  bulk.  The 
bulk  of  malting  barley  did  not  differ  in 
any  great  degree,  but  the  amount  and  value 
of  the  malt  produced  from  them  differed 
greatly  though  It  was  subjected  to  nearly 
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the  same  Ux.  He  belie?ed  that  to  a 
limited  extent  the  better  barley  ga?e  a 
greater  bulk  of  malt  than  the  lighter  bar- 
ley did.  The  difference  in  the  value  of 
this  malting  product  of  barley  was  what 
they  sought  to  deal  with  in  this  Bill.  If 
they  took  the  parcels  of  barley  equal  in 
other  respects,  but  differing  in  weight, 
when  these  parcels  were  malted  the  diffe- 
rence in  bulk  would  be  small,  but  the  dif- 
ference in  value  would  be  great.  The 
lighter  barley  would  give  a  malt  of  much 
less  value  than  the  heavy  barley,  and 
therefore  be  wished  to  put  the  holder  of 
the  lighter  barley  on  a  footing  on  which 
he  would  be  less  subjected  to  the  disad- 
vantages of  the  operation  of  the  present 
law,  and  more  on  an  equality  with  the 
holder  of  the  best  malting  barley.  The 
mode  of  effecting  that  object  was  this  : — 
They  took  the  standard  of  barley  at  531b., 
and  he  would  show  how  it  would  operate 
in  relation  to  light  barley  used  for  malt 
weighing,  say  501b.,  though  he  believed 
that  some  qualities  of  even  lower  weight 
were  sometimes  used  for  malting  purposes. 
He  would  suppose  a  quarter  of  that  malt 
put  into  the  cistern  to  steep.  The  process 
would  then  go  on  precisely  as  at  present, 
the  only  alteration  being  that  the  top  of 
the  cistern  would  have  to  be  covered  in 
such  a  way  that  though  the  process  could 
be  watched  the  barley  could  not  be  changed 
for  a  heavier  barley.  It  was  gauged  then 
as  now  before  it  was  taken  out  of  the  cis- 
tern to  be  put  on  the  couch,  and  also  after 
it  was  put  into  the  couch.  That  was  the 
period  when  it  was  supposed  to  have  at- 
tained its  greatest  swell  or  bulk.  He  would 
suppose  that  it  had  swollen  in  that  case 
from  eight  bushels  to  ten  bushels.  A  pro- 
cess was  then  applied  to  rectify  the  in- 
crease— which  was  said  to  be  insufficient. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bass)  had  referred 
to  the  case  of  a  house  which  had  been 
mulcted  in  the  sum  of  £3,500  by  an  in- 
accuracy to  the  extent  of  2|  per  cent. 
The  operations  of  that  house  could  not  in 
that  case  be  inconsiderable.  According  to 
established  rules,  when  the  bulk  reached  10 
bushels  an  allowance  was  made  of  18}  per 
cent,  and  that  was  reckoned  decimally — 
namely,  a  reduction  from  10  to  8*15,  but 
as  the  practice  was  to  strike  off  the  second  , 
decimal  figure  the  result  was  that  8*1,  or  , 
8  1-lOth,  was  charged.  That  was  the  rule 
as  it  now  stood.  By  the  operation  of  the 
present  Bill,  what  was  done  was  that  the 
bulk,  or  8  1-1 0th,  was  multiplied  by  the 
weight  of  barley  and  divided  by  the  stan- 
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dard  weight,  and  the  quotient,  7*6,  woaUl 
be  the  amount  of  barley  to  be  charged  for 
duty.  This  would  be  a  relief  of  from  6 
to  7  per  cent,  varying  in  proportion  to  the 
weight  of  the  barley.  He  need  not  trouble 
the  Committee  with  regard  to  the  Bill,  be> 
cause  it  was  admitted  that  as  far  as  the 
regulations  were  concerned  they  were  what 
they  ought  to  be  if  the  main  feature  of  the 
Bill  became  law. 

Mk.  barrow  said,  he  had  been  re- 
quested to  urge  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  necessity  of  raising  the  aversge 
to  fifty-four  and  not  to  fifty-three,  if  he 
meant  to  benefit  the  growers  of  barley  on 
strong  lands. 

Mb.  bass  said,  that  would  be  to  go 
too  low,  and  the  result  would  be  to  intro- 
duce the  very  poor  foreign  barleys.  The 
figure  of  531b.  was  the  full  weight  of  the 
average  of  malting  barley. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  that  various  inquiries  had 
been  carefully  made,  and  the  weight! 
not  only  went  below  fifty-three  but  alio 
fifty-two  and  even  fifty-one.  The  reiolt 
of  the  alteration  would  be  that  foreign 
barleys  would  receive  the  main  portion  of 
the  benefit  of  the  Bill. 

The  figures  '*  53  "  were  then  inserted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  to  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  omitted. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reportsd ;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  on  Monday  next. 

SUGAR  DUTIES  AND  DRAWBACKS  BILL. 
[bill  198.]       OOMMnTBE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee,) 

Clause  1  (Duties  on  Cane  Juice.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
give  effect  to  a  treaty  which  had  not  yet 
been  ratified,  and  therefore  could  not  be 
presented  to  the  House  in  the  usual  form 
by  command  of  Her  Majesty,  but  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  as  the  treatj 
required  legislation,  a  copy  had  been  pre* 
sented  as  a  return  from  the  Treasury. 
The  treaty  was  an  attempt  to  establish  a 
practical  equality  as  far  as  regarded  sugar 
duties  between  four  European  countries, 
which  among  them  comprised  a  very  laige 
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share  both  of  the  import  and  consump- 
tion and  the  refining  trade  in  sngar ; 
namely,  France,  England,  Belgium,  and 
Holland.  It  was  tery  well  known  that 
for  a  length  of  time  it  had  been  a  matter 
of  complaint  in  certain  of  these  countries 
that  the  legislation  of  the  other  conntries 
was  so  regulated  in  relation  to  duties  and 
drawbacks  as  to  operate  unfairly  upon 
them,  and  the  refiners  in  particular  in  this 
country  had  loudly  complained  that  a 
large  bounty  was  practically  granted  to 
the  refiners  of  sugar  in  Holland  under  the 
name  and  title  of  drawback.  We  believed 
in  this  country  that  our  drawbacks  were 
fairly  adjusted  to  the  duties  paid  by  our 
refiners,  but  complaints  were  made  against 
us  in  France  and  Holland  that  our  draw- 
hacks  included  in  them  the  element  of 
bounty.  The  French  GoTcrnment  made 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  a  proposal 
three  years  ago  that  we  should  endeavour 
to  arrive,  on  this  great  article  of  commerce 
which  was  the  subject  of  so  much  ex- 
change between  the  respective  countries, 
at  an  uniform  system.  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment,  replied,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  think  of  inducing  Parliament 
to  enter  upon  any  system  of  duty  on  sugar 
which  should  cripple  or  restrain  the  liberty 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  making  that 
article  a  vehicle  for  its  financial  purposes; 
that  they  could  not  by  any  international 
convention  agree  to  part  with  their  liberty 
of  raising  or  Towering  the  duty  upon  sugar; 
but  still  it  was  urged  that  what  might  be 
done  was  this,  that  our  Government  might 
agree  to  establish  a  certain  relation  be- 
tween their  duties  on  sugar  and  their 
drawbacks,  which  should  come  as  near  to 
absolute  equality  as  science  and  experience 
could  bring  it,  and  that  they  could  also 
undertake  so  to  adjust  the  duties  on  sugar 
that  if  they  did  not  think  fit  to  make  them 
uniform  on  all  qualities  of  the  article,  yet 
the  relatire  duties  should  be  so  accurately 
adjusted  to  the  value  for  refining  purposes 
that  whatever  the  amount  was,  so  long 
as  that  proportion  was  observed,  it  might 
move  up  and  down  so  as  not  to  interfere 
with  the  principle  that  all  on  suffar  going  out 
of  the  country  should  receive  back  neither 
more  nor  less  than  the  duty  it  had  paid  on 
coming  into  the  country.  In  pursuance  of 
this  view  of  the  French  Government,  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  acceded, 
they  went  into  the  matter,  and  the  result 
was  the  treaty  to  which  he  had  referred. 
With  regard  to  the  scale  of  duties  on  sugar 
that  treaty  provided  that  careful  and  elabo- 


rate experiments  should  be  instituted  on 
behalf  of  the  four  Powers  in  common,  and 
subject  to  verification  by  the  representa- 
tives of  every  one  of  those  Powers.  That 
was  the  mode  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  fix  the  relative  amount  of  duties  to  be 
levied  on  different  classes  of  sugars;  and 
so  far  as  that  part  of  the  treaty  was  con- 
cerned, which  was  the  most  important 
part,  the  operation  of  the  treaty  would 
remain  to  be  determined  according  to  the 
result  of  those  experiments  when  verified 
and  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. But,  in  the  meantime,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  each  of  the  Powers,  in  their 
examination  of  the  present  state  of  the 
law,became  judges  of  the  justice  of  the 
legislation  of  the  other,  and,  of  course,  in 
each  case  of  legislation  three  of  the  Powers 
might  be  considered  to  be  impartial,  and 
in  some  degree  competent  to  pronounce 
on  the  legislation  of  the  fourth.  The  effect 
of  that  was  that  yarious  flaws  were  found 
in  the  scales  of  duties  of  the  other  Powers, 
and  important  boons  would  consequently 
be  conferred  on  our  refiners  by  the  rec* 
tification  which,  under  the  treaty,  would 
at  once  take  place  without  waiting  for  the 
result  of  the  experiments  in  the  laws  of 
the  other  contracting  parties.  But  these 
contracting  parties,  when  they  came  to  be 
judges  of  our  law,  laid  their  finger  on  what 
they  unanimously  held  to  be  two  decided 
flaws.  One  was,  that  our  drawbacks  were 
too  high,  and  contained  the  element  of 
bounty  ;  the  other  was,  that  in  addition  to 
our  varying  tax  on  sugar,  to  which  in 
principle  they  did  not  object,  and  our  se- 
parate duty  on  molasses,  we  had  a  duty  on 
an  article  anomalous  in  character,  being 
neither  molasses  nor  sugar,  namely,  the 
article  called  milado,  which  was  supposed 
to  be  a  mixture  in  given  proportions  of 
sugar  and  molasses  ;  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  other  Powers  had  made  our 
concession  of  these  two  points  an  absolute 
condition  of  their  acceding  to  the  treaty. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  done  what 
they  could  to  ascertain  how  far  they  could 
proceed  safely  in  this  matter.  There  was 
no  fiscal  question  involved  ;  there  was  no 
question  of  competing  claims  between  the 
Exchequer  and  the  trade.  The  sole  ob- 
ject was  to  make  a  convention  which  would 
tend  to  the  enlargement  and  prosperity  of 
this  great  trade.  They  found,  as  regarded 
the  drawback,  in  which  the  refiners  were 
principally  interested,  that  there  was  a 
aecided  and  general  willingness  to  assent 
to  the  reduction  proposed.    They  found 
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tliat  u  regarded  Uu  dntjr  on  iniUdo,  what  trada  of  tho  oraotij  ;  bnt  he  wu  txtnti' 
wu  doutnded  bj  the  other  Power*,  wu  ingi;  sorry  that  the  Chaneellor  of  the  Bi- 
that  thej  ihould  aboliah  that  as  a  separate  obequer  did  not  aea  hii  waj  to  inpeiiig 
dutj,  and  raise  it  to  the  staodard  of  the  a  lower  dntj  od  cane  joiee.  Soma  day 
datj  wbieli  the;  now  levied  on  the  lowest  the  right  hon,  Geotleaiaii,  he  hoped,  weeU 
oIsM  of  sugar.  The  arguments  that  were  see  his  waj  clear  to  the  only  proper  sola- 
ased  bjr  the  other  Powers  in  support  of  tioo  of  this  perplexing  qveation  of  dotiv 
this  course  were  two.  One  of  them  waa  and  drawbacks  apon  sogar.  whieh  was  \j 
that  it  would  be  manifestly  almost  impos-  allowing  reGning  in  bond.  If  the  rigkl 
sible,  by  ordinary  methods  and  eiperinHiit,  hon.  Geatleman  gave  the  noasMsry  dim- 
to  a«ertaia  the  actual  ooastitaeats  of  mi-  tioos,  bo  helioTod  the  Customs  Board  would 
lade.  The  second  argument  was  that  it  soon  overoome  the  diffioultiea  oonneetsl 
therefore  followed  that  there  would  be  pro-  with  the  qnestioti,  and  he  would  tberebf 
portiDDAtefaoilityfor  fraud,  by  the  introdue-  oonfer  upon  the  eommunity  a  greater  toM 
tion,  under  cover  of  that  title,  of  qnaa-  than  if  he  were  to  rednoe  the  preaeatsogtr 
titles  of  sugar  larger  than  ought  to  come  duty  by  one-half, 
in  in  proportion  to  any  rate  of  duty  fixed        Clause  agre*d  to. 

T-.'^'j   ^^  .u  *  .""'  P'fit  ^^"^  "'"'  "'"       House  remMd. 
able  to  deny  the  force  of  these  arguments, 

and  in  the  second  place  they  had  to  deal        ^'"  reported  without  Ameitdment  i  t« 

with  this  sUte  of  things,  that  the  ropre-  >»  's*^  3°  on  2fo»do|nieit. 
aentatives  of  the  other  Fowen  mivht  aor,  _„_  „__„„._„. 

••  A«ept  th«.  U,™,  0,  .!«  ..^  ™;      COKTROLLEK  OP  THE  BICHKJDER 
.bl,  10    .DUr    into    tbi.    .n(CHen..nt."  *>">  fO"""  """»  »"-"- 

TheNfore,  the  quMtioD  was  wbetber  it  was  [snJ.  208.]      sbooitd  ftKUOra. 

dMirable  in  the  intereet  of  this  trsde  to        Qnler  for  Secood  Reading  tSitd. 

1.1'    ?h.r°t   .r.  TLZ    Z  QDEK  ..id.  tbn,  ...  .  li.iurf  .nd  p^tisl 

was.      Inst  was    tlie  proposal    they  now  ^  i-    i    *  -a      lt    .. 

n>.d..    On.  or  two  words  more.    i„  j,  n«sur.  on  .  sobjeet  of  oon«de,jAl.  si- 
bo  ole.rl,  understood  tb.t  there  w.s  no-    "'  J"    ™P°"'°"-    '■■  '*'?*<'""'■ 

thing  in  this  oon.ention  to  pro.ent  P«.  •??  »'  S™' ™gl"  •"  .ppemted  to .». 

lisniwt  from   l.lii.g   wh.terer    step,    it  '"^f . '   '"'j!""'   ?.',  "        ?T'   u     ™ 

thought  proper  with  ngsrJ  to  r.i.ieg  or  "".    „        "«"»'"««  "  P»W»  M"!"!^ 

lowering  the  del;,  .nd  there  ...  nothieg  ^b's  Connn.ttee  reeoernrended  .  lerg.  O- 

in  the  tlent,  to  fitter  their  deslingeelhef  '"'Tr  .'.'.      Sv'        .,/°7'" 

thooght  fit  with  th.t  psrt  of  the  .object  '*«',"'  "^  *'"'■'■  .  ^^''  "j'"^    ,  ^ 

whieh  ws.  oilled  refinieg  in  bond.     Th.t  "  *;"  .'J'?:?™.,'^       S^  f      J^ 

^  ,  .  ,  DeiMTT  that  ths  oonipoiition  and  relatira  ponioa 

was   a  matter   in   respect   to   which   great  „f  (hi.  Bo.nl,  «  »  p«t  D<pu1mmt  Jswi, 

difficulties  were  apprehended,  and   he  did  ihould  be  re-ooniidered  \>j  tbs  exMutiT*  Oo«m»- 

not   think   that   any  mode  of    OTercomiog  mant.      Tha  Board  of  Audit   ii  raqioiuibls  to 

those  diCBcuUies  bad   yet  been   disooTered.  P'flism.at  "Jono  ;  «nd  Ui>  rtation  and  mn^i- 

«...!  tkn—  _,.o  ..niMnr.  In    .1  ~   ■    1 .■        1  nianta  of  the  perton  at  tho  head  of  it  ibonld  M 

but  there  waa  nothing  in  the  .nteroatioual  ^^i  ;„  ^j^  i^^portanw  of  tha  datie*  to  b.  p.- 

obligation    tliat   atfected   it.      it  bad  been  formed,  and  not  aecoDd  in  tuk  to  aor  pemuMt 

represented   to    the    GoTernment    that    in  offlcer  preiiding  over  our  other  piinoipal  Dsfsrt- 

altering  this  separate  duty  on  milado  some  mente. ' 

hardship  would  be  inflicted  ou  the  owners  In  the  spirit  of  that  reoommeDdation  lbs 

of  part  of  the  article  that  waa  on  Ita  way  Goremment  entirely  conourred,  and  fros 

or  was  in  course  of  preparation  for  coming  time  to  time  various  steps  had  been  taken 

here,  and  they  were  disposed  to  think  that  with  regard  to  the  extension  of  the  Deport. 

there  was  some  equity  in  those  representa-  ment  piecemeal ;   but  there  had  not  mm 

tions.     They    had   consequently   made    a  yet  any  general  re- coostr notion,  as  it  nigbl 

request  to  the  other  Powers,  who  entered  be  called,  of  the  duties  of  the  Departmeet 

into  this  conTcntion,  that  the  new  duty  on  upon  the  broad  principles  which  the  Cob- 

milado  should  not  take  effect  immediately,  mittce  undoubtedly  oontemplated.     Bdix* 

but  should  take  effect  on  and  from  the  1st  the  oommenoement  of  tho  present  year  it 

September  next.  was  made  known  to  the  Goremment  tbsl 

Hh.  CRUM-EWINO  said,  he  approved  the  la(e  Chairman  of    the  Board  of  Aodit 

the  proposed  convention  generally,  which  had  definitely  determined  on  applying  it 

would  be  exceedingly  beneficial    to    the  retirement,  and  his  noble  Frieoa  (TisODOSt 
Tlu  OhanctOw  ^  Om  JSxehiqwr 
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Fabieraton)  web  called  npon  to  appoint  a 
new  GhairmaQ  to  Ike  Bom^.    It  then  t)e- 
came  the  daty  of  the  GcMrernment  to  een- 
aider  wfaetbar  the  time  waa  not  arrived  for 
taking  meaBorea  for  a  general  coanderalaen 
of  the  mbjeet  of  audit  and  of  the  functions 
and  oomposkUm  of  the  Board«     The  qnes- 
tioD  Uien  aroae  whether  it  waa  neeessary  to 
bnpden  the  pablio  in  inereaaing  the  emolu- 
Monte  of  ijie  offioer  at  the  nead  of  the 
Board,  and  wluie  the  Qoremment  thought 
aoeh    an    inoreaae   necesaarj,   they  also 
thought  they  iaw  their  way  clear  to  that 
amngement  without  inoreaBing,  and,  in- 
deed, with  a  diminution  of  public  hardens. 
Their  proposid  waa  to  unite  the  functions 
of  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Audit  with 
those  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  same  person.    They  were  of  opinion 
that*the  combination  ef  these  offices  would 
have  many  advantages  besides  Ihe  mere 
aabstittttion  of  one  salary  for  two.     The 
Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  at  the 
head  of  an  ancient  office,  and  exercised 
duties  very  various  m  their  character  and 
dignity.    He  had  the  custody  of  the  stand- 
ai3s  of  weights  and  measures,  a  duty  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  and  unsustained  by 
any  of  the  analogies  af  the  Department ; 
and  better  prorision  could  be  made  for  the 
performance  of  that  duty.    The  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer  used  to  be  the  manufac- 
turer every  year,  and,  indeed,  twice  a  year 
of  the  new  sets  of  Exchequer  bills  which 
it  was  formerly  the  custom  to  renew  annu- 
ally«    The  superintending  the  manufacture 
of  these  bills  and  affixing  the  signature  to 
them   was  one  of  the  more  considerate 
duties  of  the  office.    But  some  years  ago 
an  Act  was  passed  providing  that  these 
bills  should  only  be  renewed  once  in  five 
years.      The  financial    engagements  and 
the   arrangements   connected  with  them 
varied  from  year  to  year  and  from  six 
months  to  six  months ;  but  the  Bill  itself 
was  only  renewable  once  in  five  years.    At 
the  time  this  Act  passed  it  was  distinctly 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  Government, 
and,  he  might  say,  of  Parliament,  that  the 
manufacture  of  those  bills  should  be  carried 
ov«r  from  the  Exchequer  to  the  Bank ;  for 
it  was  provided  in  the  Act  that  the  remu- 
neration given  to  the  Bank  for  the  payment 
of   Exchequer  bills   should    include  any 
eharges  connected  with  the  renewal  of  the 
bills.     There  were  several  other  functions 
of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  with 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  trouble  the 
House,  bat  the  function  of  the  greatest 
importance  and  dignity  was  that  called  the 


Exchequr  Cootrel.  It  was  the  doty  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  to  note  all 
the  issoes  of  public  money  that  were  au- 
thorised to  take  place  under  warrants  from 
the  Treasury,  and  to  see  that  those  issues 
were  within  the  amounts  Toted  by  Parlia- 
ment. This  was  a  dnty  entailing  very  little 
labour,  occupying  very  little  time,  and  far 
from  demanding  or  justifying  the  main- 
tenance of  a  sepsfmte  establi^ment.  The 
office  was  invested  with  digaity  and  with 
considerable  emokmient,  was  of  the  very 
highest  station  in  the  permanent  Civil  Ser- 
and  comprised  functions  which  re- 


vice, 

quired  entire  independence  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government.  The  headship  of  the 
Board  of  Audit  was  a  very  responsible 
office,  and  one  involring  duties  of  much 
greater  amount  than  the  ControUership  of 
the  Exchequer ;  but  there  was  nothing  in 
the  duties  of  either  which  would  render 
their  combination  in  the  hands  of  the  same 
person  in  the  slightest  degree  inconvenient. 
By  this  union  the  station  of  the  head  of 
the  Board  of  Audit  would  be  elevated^  the 
independence  of  the  Controller  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  maintained,  and  tiie 
charge  to  the  public  would  be  reduced. 
The  present  Controller  of  the  Exchequer, 
well  known  to  the  Members  of  this  House 
as  a  very  distinguished  person,  and  as  an 
old  public  servant,  was  disposed  to  retire, 
and  it  was  the  intention  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
advise  the  grant  to  Lord  Monteagle  of  one 
of  the  pensions  now  in  abqyance,  and  due 
[  to  him  for  political  services  in  two  of  the 
offices  he  formeriy  held  as  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  and  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  During  the  life  of  Lord 
Monteagle,  therefore,  an  increased  public 
charge  of  £500  a  year  would  result  from 
the  new  arrangement ;  but  this  would  be 
only  an  individual  tenure.  The  consolida- 
tion of  the  two  offices  would  effect  a  pros- 
pective economy,  and  this  would  not  be 
the  sole  advantage  of  the  arrangement. 
There  was  a  great  and  obvious  advantage 
in  obtaining  from  Parliament  authority  to 
place  at  the  head  of  the  two  offices  one 
and  the  same  person,  who  would  give 
his  assistance  in  making  those  arrange- 
ments with  respect  to  the  filling  up  of 
vacancies  in  the  Audit  Office  which  would 
be  most  economical  to  the  public.  He 
did  not  say  that  in  point  of  law  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  able  to  combine 
the  two  offices  in  a  single  person  with- 
out coming  to  Parliament;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  the  person  appointed  would  in 
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Buch  case  be  entitled  to  draw  the  salary  of 
each  office  separately,  and  that  was  not  a 
state  of  things  which  the  Goyemment  de- 
sired. The  Audit  Office  was  at  present 
large,  and  might,  with  an  extension  of 
duties,  probably  become  larger ;  and  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  be  enabled  to 
effect  these  combinations  during  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  Power  was  taken  under 
the  Bill  to  make  one  appointment  to  the 
office  of  Controller  General,  and  to  make 
provision  for  the  duties  of  the  Assistant 
Controller,  who,  in  fact,  simply  acted  as 
the  substitute  of  the  Controller  during  his 
necessary  absence.  With  regard  to  the 
officers  of  the  Department,  provision  would 
be  made  in  that  considerate  manner  which 
was  usual  in  regard  to  arrangements  of 
this  kind.  One  of  them,  he  took  occasion 
to  mention,  was  a  Gentleman  of  great 
merit,  Mr.  Chisholm,  the  head  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Exchequer,  than 
whom  no  more  competent  person  was  to 
be  found  in  the  whole  Civil  Service,  and 
it  was  to  be  hoped  the  country  would  long 
continue  to  have  the  benefit  of  his  valuable 
services.  By  the  third  clause  the  salary 
of  the  Controller  was  fixed.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  thought  he 
had  shown  sufficient  cause  why  the  ap- 
pointment should  not  be  postponed,  it 
being  understood  that  the  present  legisla- 
tion would  not  interfere  with  the  reconsi- 
deration of  the  subject  of  duties.  He 
was  anxious  to  obtain  from  the  House 
liberty  and  sanction  for  objects  which 
were  strictly  of  a  practical  character,  and 
which  involved  the  public  economy,  and, 
he  believed,  the  principles  of  good  legisla- 
tion. It  had  occurred  to  him  that  pos- 
sibly it  might  be  the  feeling  of  the  House 
to  confine  the  measure  to  making  some 
provision  for  the  present,  and  not  to  legis- 
late at  once  for  the  whole  of  the  future. 
In  that  case  he  would  have  no  objection  to 
alter  a  few  words  in  the  Bill  to  give  effect  to 
that  desire.  He  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
any  one  might  suppose  from  the  state  of  the 
House,  and  from  the  period  of  the  Session 
at  which  the  Bill  was  brought  forward,  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  petty  detail  or  official 
routine,  whereas  it  was  a  measure  for 
the  abrogation  of  one  of  the  most  an- 
cient and  honourable  offices  in  the  Kmg- 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


dom.  The  office  of  the  Exchequer 
dated  from  the  Norman  Conquest ;  iti 
birth  was  coeval  with  the  birdi  of  the 
Kingdom  of  England.  Tet  the  end  of  this 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  be  that  this  ancient 
institution  would  be  utterly  swept  awaj. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  now  persevere  with  a  meaiiire 
of  such  magnitude.  If  this  were  a  com- 
mon Session,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  waited  until  the  15th  of 
June  to  introduce  such  a  Bill*  we  shoold 
hold  that  he  had  not  dealt  fairly  with  the 
House,  nor  with  those  Members  who  had 
been  driven,  by  weariness  and  lassitude, 
to  seek  repose  and  solace  at  their  coun- 
try seats.  But  this  is  not  the  close  oft 
usual  Session.  This  Bill  has  been  thnut 
before  a  moribund  Parliament  now  pantini 
at  its  last  gasp.  So  many  Member/hi4 
left  town,  so  many  had  gone  down  to 
their  constituents  to  solicit  support  at  the 
approaching  general  election,  and  were  sl> 
ready  canvassing  through  the  country,  that 
the  Government  had  the  greatest  di&allj 
in  keeping  a  House  for  their  own  busioeii. 
It  was  counted  out  last  Friday  daring  the 
Committee  of  Supply.  Was  it,  then,  frir 
or  decorous  in  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn 
now  to  introduce  a  matter  of  such  stopen- 
dous  magnitude  and  paramount  import- 
ance ?  He  desired  not  to  oppose  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  to  have  the  rab- 
ject  amply  and  deliberately  discussed.  The 
arguments  in  favour  of  it  should  be  car^ 
fully  weighed  ;  those  against  it  should  be 
thoroughly  investigated  ;  they  should  then 
balance  them  and  arrive  at  a  mature^  a 
sound,  and  permanent  conclusion  on 
the  whole  question.  Any  decision  tboy 
could  now  arrive  at,  in  this  superficial  and 
hasty  manner,  would  not  have  weight  with 
the  country,  and  would  be  scorned  and 
tossed  aside  by  a  new  Parliament.  This  wai 
not  a  matter  of  great  urgency,  and  as  Lord 
Montea^le  had  not  yet  resigned,  he  did 
not  see  why^tbere  should  be  such  baste. 
Why  not  wait  for  three  little  months  nntfl 
the  meeting  of  the  new  Parliament  ?  Wbst 
loss  could  accrue  to  the  country  ?  Whit 
damage  would  thereby  be  caused  to  poUie 
business  ?  Would  the  accounts  be  thereby 
thrown  into  confusion  ?  Would  the  revenoe 
of  the  country  be  diminished  bj  postpooing 
this  measure  ?  More  was  to  be  feared 
from  hasty  legislation  than  from  prudent 
delay.  This  measure  had  been  hustled  oP 
to  its  present  position.  It  waa  introdooed 
on  Monday  night  without  explanation ;  it 
was  printed  and  delivered  yesterday ;  vA 
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thej  were  asked  to  affirm  the  principle  to- 
day. The  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer 
aaid  that  the  Bill  was  brought  in  to  effect 
a  saTingk  but  at  the  end  of  his  speech  he 
destroyed  his  own  argument  bj  stating  that 
it  would  cause  an  additional  expenditure 
of  £500  a  year.  Supposing,  howerer, 
that  it  would  make  a  saving,  the  House 
should  consider  whether,  while  saving  a 
paltry  sum  of  £2,000  on  the  one  hand, 
there  might  not  be  a  loss  of  £1,000,000 
or  £2,000,000  sterling  on  the  other. 
Nay,  more;  they  must  remember  that  they 
lost  far  more  than  money  could  represent  in 
sweeping  away  an  ancient  institution,  if 
thejr  thereby  caused  a  violation  of  constitu- 
tionjil  practice  by  freeing  the  Minister 
from  the  check  and  control  which  existed 
at  present.  Every  man  sought  to  increase 
his  power.  Ministers  were  no  exception  to 
the  common  condition  of  humanity.  They 
very  naturally  kicked  at  every  instance  of 
control,  and  endeavoured  to  disburden 
themselves  from  every  check.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  it  would 
be  inconvenient  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass, 
because,  in  the  event  of  Lord  Monteagle's 
death,  a  new  appointment  must  be  made, 
and  that  this  appointment  must  be  for  life. 
This,  therefore  (he  would  have  us  believe), 
must  postpone  Hne  die  the  proposed  reforms 
in  our  financial  laws.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  forgotten  that,  by  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Exchequer  Act,  the  appoint- 
ment was  always  made  subject  to  abolition 
or  regulation  by  Parliament.  This  argu- 
ment ah  ineonveniente  had  therefore 
no  force.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
to  unite  the  offices  and  combine  the  func- 
tions of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Audit. 
Before  the  House  could  come  to  a  judgment 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  define  clearly  what  were  the  func- 
tions of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  what  were  the  functions  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Audit.  And  if  the  functions 
of  those  officers  were,  as  he  maintained 
they  were,  inconsistent  and  incompatible, 
they  could  not  be  so  hastily' combined.  It 
had  been  represented  that  the  function  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  to 
watch  the  appropriation  of  the  money  voted 
by  that  House.  This  had  been  so  often 
repeated,  so  frequently  whispered,  that  it 
came  at  last  to  be  regarded  as  a  fact,  and 
received  as  an  indisputable  truth.  Then 
those  who  were  anxious  to  abolish  the 
Exchequer  pointed  out  that  the  Con- 
troller could  not  really  perform  that  fune- 
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tion.  But  the  fact  was  that  the  Controller 
had  nothing  to  do  with  appropriation  ;  his 
duty  was  to  watch  over  the  issues.  He 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  distinctly  denied 
that  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
was  ever  intended  to  follow  money  to  its 
appropriation  ;  he  osserted  that  it  had  been 
devised  as  a  check  over  issues ;  and  the 
Exchequer  had  not  failed  of  performing  its 
function.  That  that  was  the  case  was 
explicitly  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Moneys,  which  sat  in  1856 
and  1857,  and  of  the  Commission  which 
preceded  it.  Tlie  Commissioners  of  Public 
Accounts  reported  in  1831  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  Exchequer  consisted  in — 

"(1.)  That  of  the  receipt  and  safe  custody  of 
the  puhlio  treasure.  (2.)  That  of  control  over 
the  Crown  and  its  Ministers.  (3.)  That  of  re- 
cord." 

In  all  this  there  is  not  a  word  of  appro- 
priation.  How,  then,  could  it  be  argued 
that  because  the  Exchequer  was  no  check 
on  appropriation,  it  was  therefore  a  use- 
less office,  and  failed  of  its  intention  ? 
Lord  Monteagle,  before  the  Committee  of 
Public  Moneys,  wf|s  asked — 

"(605.)  Do  jou  consider  it  as  a  part  of  the 
functions  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  to 
see  that  the  Paymaster  in  any  way  makes  a  pro- 
per use  of  the  money  when  once  paid  to  him  ? — 
Certainly  not ;  when  withdrawn  from  the  Exche- 
quer account  I  have  no  such  authority." 

The  Controller  of  the  Exchequer,  there- 
fore, distinctly  repudiates  such  a  function 
as  that  which  some  had  ignorantly  or  de- 
signedly endeavoured  to  saddle  npon  him. 
Mr.  Anderson,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the 
Treasury,  admitted  to  the  same  Commit- 
tee— 

"(1034.)  The  Exchequer  can  have  no  oontrol 
over  the  final  appropriation  of  the  public  money." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire,  who  was  examining  him,  then 
said — 

"(1031^.)  I  am  not  inquiring  about  the  final 
appropriation  of  the  public  money ;  be  so  good 
as  to  confine  yourself  to  the  issue  of  money  into 
the  hands  of  the  man  who  has  to  appropriate  it. 
Do  you  consider  the  control  now  exercised  by  the 
Exchequer  a  sufBcient  check  for  that  issue  f — It 
is  the  utmost  that  you  can  have." 

It  had  been  said,  also,  that  that  check  was 
unreal  and  a  mere  fiction.  That  cry  had  not 
been  echoed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  doubtless  repudiated  such 
an  assertion,  and  refrained  from  using  it 
in  argument.  It  would  have  been  very 
inconsistent  if  he  had  done  so.  For 
if  the  function  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Exchequer  is  an  nnroality,  why  transfer 
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It  to  the  Board  of  Audit  ?  Why  insalt 
them  hj  imposing  upon  them  a  fic- 
tion ?  Why  delude  the  nation  in  thinking 
that  a  check  was  maintained  in  their 
hchalf  when  no  control  existed?  Why 
make  the  Board  of  Audit  lend  them- 
selves to  this  hallucination  ?  But  it  might 
be  granted  that  the  check  was  not  often 
required  :  but  that  was  no  argument  against 
its  maintenance.  Three-deckers  were  not 
often  wanted,  yet  they  were  built  and 
maintained.  The  fortifications  in  England 
which  wore  now  being  constructed  at  great 
cost,  might  never  be  used,  and  yet  we  paid 
large  sums  for  building  them.  It  was  a 
fallacy,  therefore,  to  say  that  because  the 
check  was  not  often  called  into  exercise,  it 
was  therefore  inoperative  and  useless.  Its 
fallacy  was  proved  by  the  Report  of  the 
Public  Moneys  Committee.  In  the  Ap- 
pendix, there  was  a  list  of  about  200  cases 
in  which  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  exercised  a  real  authority  over 
Ministers  of  the  Crown.  Among  other 
payments  which  that  officer  had  pre- 
Tented  was  one  of  £90,000  which  the 
Treasury  had  endeavoured  to  draw  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  To  this  the  Con- 
troller objected  ;  his  objection  was  talid  ; 
the  Treasury  had  to  gi?e  way.  At  another 
time  the  Treasury  attempted  to  draw  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  in  excess 
of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Uigh  Chancellor. 
This  again  the  Controller  prevented,  and 
saved  that  sum  to  the  country.  At  another 
time  the  Treasury  wanted  to  draw  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  the  amount  of  the 
pension  of  a  man  who  was  dead.  This  was 
also  effectually  resisted  and  prevented  by 
the  Controller.  The  fact  was  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Exchequer  exercised  a  real  and 
very  important  control  over  issues.  First, 
there  was  the  check  which  he  exercised  over 
the  issue  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
salaries  and  moneys  drawn  under  Acts  of 
Parliament ;  secondly,  he  prevented  more 
money  being  issued  from  the  Exchequer 
than  the  gross  total  of  the  annual  Votes ; 
and,  thirdly,  he  permitted  no  money  to  be  is- 
sued until  the  Appropriation  Bill  had  been 
passed.  If  the  Exchequer  were  abolished, 
which  would  be  the  ultimate  effect  of  this 
Bill,  money  might  be  employed  by  the 
Treasury  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment at  all.  Money  might  be  drawn  out 
of  the  Exchequer  without  assembling  the 
House  to  vote  it.  The  samo  might  occur 
in  this  country  which  was  now  passing  in 
Prussia.  The  contest  of  the  17th  century 
in  this  country  might  again  bo  renewed. 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 


The  only  two  Acts  which  rendered  it  abio- 
lutely  necessary  that  Parliament  shoold 
meet  every  year  were  the  Mutiny  Act  and 
and  the  Appropriation  Act ;  becanse,  by 
the  expiration    of  the    former   Act,  the 
army  was    dissolved   at  the  end   of  the 
year,  and  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer   would   allow   no  money  to  be  is- 
sued until  the  latter  Act  had  been  passed. 
Until  the  last  two  or  three  years  no  one 
troubled    themselves    about    the   Mutmy 
Bill.     The  Appropriation  Bill  had  likewise 
been  gradually   ground  down  and  attea- 
uated  ;  but  the  check  had  been  restored  te 
it  within  the  last  three  years,  and  it  vsi 
saved  for  a  time.     What  now  were  the 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Audit?   ^The 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Audit  were  en- 
tirely different  from  those  which  he  bid 
described  as  belonging  to  the  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer.   It  was  a  detective  society; 
it  could  not  interfere  with  the  action  of  tbe 
Government — it  could  not  arrest  Miniiten 
in  a  course  of  misappropriation— it  ootid 
in  no  way  fetter  the  action  of  the  Execitive. 
Its  business  was  to  discover,  not  prevest, 
misappropriation.     It  had  to  aeaireh  and 
investigate,  and  if  it  discovered  that  monej 
had  been  misappropriated  it  conld  only  re- 
port the  circumstance  to  Parliament,  tad 
leave  Parliament  to  deal  with  the  Adou- 
nistration  as  they  thought  proper.    By  thii 
Bill  the  functions  of  the  Board  of  Aodit 
would  be  entirely  changed,  and   it  would 
fetter  the  action  of  the  Government  and 
receive  authority  over  issues  with  whieh 
the  Commissioners  of  Audit  had  now  no- 
thing to  do.     [The  Chakgbllob  of  the 
Exchequer  shook  his  head.]     Then,  the 
effect  would  be  to  substitute  for  the  exut- 
ing  two  checks — the  one  operating  before 
the  issue  of  the  money,  and  the  other  af* 
terwards — the  merely  one-sided  cheek  of 
the  Board  of  Audit.     Ton  abandon  all  oos* 
trol  over  the  issues  before  expenditure,  aad 
trust  alono   to  the    Appropriation  cheek 
which  comes  into  operation  after  the  mooej 
has  been  spent  and  the  accounts  rendered. 
That  that  check  was  practically  very  slight 
was  proved  by  the  circumstance  that,  al- 
though the  Board  of  Audit  had  reported  that 
the  Board  of  Works  had  misappropriated 
£176,000,  not  a  word  had  been  said  about 
the  matter  in  that  House.     The  Board  of 
Audit  reported  the  misappropriation  of  to 
enormous  sum,  and  yet  the  Minister  had  oot 
been  called  to  account  for  it  by  the  House. 
Hence  the  check  was  not  very  severe.  Bat 
if  they  were  to  trust  to  this  subaeqoent  check 
alone,  then  it  should  be  made  oo-eztesiivo 
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with  the  present  cheek  of  the  Exoheqaer. 
It  should  be  extended  to  all  the  accounts  ; 
it  was  wrong  to  leafe  some  accounts  free 
from  all  check  or  control  whatsoever.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  rehearsed 
ft  portion  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Public  Moneys,  wherein   thej  recom- 
mended that  the  powers  of  the  Board  of 
Aodit  should  be  extended,  that  the  rank  of 
the  chairman  should  be  exalted,  and  that 
ho  ahonld  receire  an  increased  salary,  and 
shoold  be  made  independent  of  Ministers, 
and  amenable  to  the  House  of  Commons 
alone.     That  portion  of  the  Report  was 
familiar  to  him  (Lord  Robert  Montagu), 
for  he  had  adopted  it  in  1862  as  the  sub- 
slanee  of  a  Motion  which  had  been  opposed 
bj  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That 
natter  was  now  not  touched  by  the  Bill 
before  the  House.     But  before  those  im- 
portant functions  were  conferred  upon  the 
board  of  Audit  it  must  be   dealt   with. 
The  Board  now  audited  a  few  accounts, 
hot  they  ought  to  audit  all.    Then  it  would 
be  poaaible  to  make  some  requisite  changes 
in  the  Exohequer.      Erery  witness  who 
testified  in  favour  of  a  cbsnge  in  the  office 
of  the  Exchequer  in  1856  and  1857  had 
pot  this  forward  as  the  necessary  prelude. 
Thia  formed  the  basis  of  Sir  George  Lewis's 
fanona  memorandum.     He  recommended 
aome  ohanges  in  the  Exchequer,  preceded, 
howofor,  by  the  extension  of  the  sphere 
and  powers  of  the  Audit  Board.     In  the 
year  1860  there   was  a    Motion   carried 
by  the  right  hen.  Baronet  the  Member 
for    Portsmouth    (Sir    Francis    Baring), 
which  went   the  length    of    saying   that 
all  ftceounts   should   be   audited    by  the 
Commiaaioners  of  Audit.     That  had  not 
been  done,  and  yet  the   House  was  now 
iBfited  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer.     The  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts in  1861   had  again  entreated  and 
uyed  the  Qoremment  to  extend  the  sphere 
•f  the  Board  of  Audit.     But  all  had  been 
in  rain.     He  bad  referred  to  a  clause  in 
the  Aet  which  said  that  the  Controller  of 
the  Exohequer  should  hold  no  other  office, 
and  there  was  another  clause  which  decreed 
that  Exchequer  Bills  should  be  prepared 
only  by  that  officer.   Exchequer  Bills  were, 
in  laety  a  creation  of  public  debt.     They 
wore  aeenrities  transferable  from  band  to 
hand,   like  bank   notes,  and  payable  to 
bearor.     If  this  Bill  passed,  who  would 
draw  Bzeheqoer  Bills  in  futpre  ?  Was  it  to 
be  the  Audit  Offioe  ?   It  was  not  consistent 
with  their  proper  fnnetioas  to  increase  at 
pleaanro  the  amonot  of  the  public  debt. 


Was  it  to  be  the  Treasury  ?  What,  then, 
would  prevent  them  from  issuing  Exche- 
quer Bills  beyond  the  amount  authorized 
by  Parliament  ?  Was  it  to  be  left  entirely 
in  their  hands  to  increase  the  Public  Debt, 
without  check  or  control  ?  That  the  Com- 
missioners of  Accounts  of  1831  regarded 
this  as  a  real  danger  is  proved  by  the  fol- 
lowing passage  in  their  Report : — 

"  To  proTent  the  iuue  of  any  Exchequer  Bills 
beyond  the  amount  ftuthorized  bj  Parliament,  it 
should  be  provided  that  every  such  Bill  be  oonn- 
tersigned  at  the  Exohequer  before  it  can  obtain  a 
legal  currency." 

And  yet,  in  defiance  of  qll  these  recommen- 
dations, the  Exchequer  Office  was  to  bo 
swept  A  way.     There  were  anomalies  which 
this  Bill  would  not  touch.     According  to 
the  present  law  the  Controller  only  allowed 
money  to  issue  for  the  use  of  certain  speci- 
fied services,  and  in  his  warrant  he  declared 
that  the  money  so  issued  should  be  applied 
to  those  particular  services,  and  to  no  others. 
The  Paymaster  was  strictly  forbidden  to 
apply  the  money  drawn  for  one  purpose  to 
any  other  purposes.     Nevertheless,  as  soon 
as  he  received  the  various  sums,  he  threw 
them  all  into  one  drawing  account  and  one 
balance,  and  applied  the  whole  indiscrimi- 
nately for  all  the  services.      He  did  not 
deny  that  there  might  be  a  necessity  for 
such  a  proceeding,  but   certainly  it   was 
illegal,  and  any  Bill  professing  to  deal  with 
this  subject   should  deal   with    anomalies 
such  as  that.     Many  remedies  had  been 
suggested.     One  was  that  instead  of  bar- 
ing one  Paymaster,  there   should   be  an 
accountant  for  each  serrice,  who  should 
^draw  what  was  required  for  that  serrice, 
and  keep  a  balance  for  that  service  alone. 
A  great  injury  would  thus  result.     The 
total  of  all  the  balances  in  the  hands  of 
this  multitude  of  Paymasters  would  amount 
to  far  more  than  the  balance  which  lies  idle 
in  the  hands  of  a  single  Paymaster.     The 
difference  between  these  sums  did  not  now 
lie  idle,  but  was  used  in  reducing  Deficiency 
Bills.     He  admitted  that  something  ought 
to  be  done,  but  he  doubted  whether  this 
was  the  right  time  for  doing  it.     A  far 
better  course  would  be  to  wait  three  months, 
when  a  new  Parliament  would  consider  the 
whole  subject  of   the  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Audit  and  its  duties.     The  whole 
Exchequer  question  could  be  simultaneously 
debated;    and    then,  after   careful  consi- 
deration, a  sound,  a  definite,  and  a  perma- 
nent arrangement  could  be  effected.     Im- 
pressed with  that  belief,  he  should  moTO 
that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  be  de- 
ferred for  three  months. 
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Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  him,  so  that  the  office  would  not  be  ii 
seconded  the  Motion.  In  one  respect  the  positifely  secure  as  a  freehold  office.  These 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fallen  were  important  points,  which  he  woald 
into  an  error.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  like  to  ha?e  cleared  up  before  they  passed 
had  rightly  said  that  the  present  office  that  Bill.  If  they  joined  to  an  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  included  known  to  the  Constitution,  and  having  a 
▼ery  heterogeneous  matters,  but  the  union  permanent  tenure,  another  office  thetenare 
of  that  office  with  the  Chairmanship  of  the  of  which  wos  not  so  permanent,  they  went 
Board  of  Audit  would  entail  duties  very  in  the  teeth,  if  not  of  the  letter,  at  least  of 
litte  homogeneous.  It  must  be  an  anomaly  the  spirit,  of  the  third  clause  in  the  Ex- 
to  unite  in  one  person  the  duties  of  exer-  chequer  Act,  the  object  of  which  was  net 
cising  control  over  issues  and  of  presiding  only  to  make  the  Controller  of  the  Excbe- 
ovcr  a  body  which  performed  the  duties  of  quer  irremovable,  but  to  prevent  him  from 
audit.  Lord  Monteagle,  in  his  evidence,  holding  any  other  office  not  equally  pe^ 
had  stated  that  th^tnost  important  manner  manent.  He  thought  it  highly  undesirable 
in  which  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  that  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  should 
acted  was  when  he  acted  by  way  of  pre-  hold  any  other  office  at  all ;  because,  al- 
vention,  and  the  knowledge  of  the  exist-  though  the  duties  of  the  Controllership 
ence  of  that  check  prevented  any  necessity  might  not  be  numerous,  the  post  was  one 
for  the  use  of  it.  If  there  was  not  some  of  such  responsibility  as  to  require  the  en- 
control  there  would  be  great  confusion  in  tire  attention  of  one  man.  Another  point 
the  appropriation  of  the  sums  voted  by  which  he  desired  to  have  cleared  up  in  eon- 
Parliament.  He  understood  the  Chancellor  nection  with  that  Bill  was—  Did  the  measure 
of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  the  office  of  positively  unite  the  office  of  the  Controller 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Audit  was  of  the  Exchequer  and  that  of  the  Chair- 
held  qitam  diu  ee  bene  gesserit.  What  was  man  of  the  Board  of  Audit,  and  make  tbem 
the  effect  of  such  a  tenure  ?  Some  said  so  closely  associated  that  the  GoveromeDt 
it  meant  that  a  man  was  to  hold  his  office  of  the  day  could  never  confer  the  offi^ 
as  long  as  he  had  good  health  ;  but  he  of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  on  any 
took  it  that  an  appointment  quam  diu  se  one  except  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
5tfn^  ^e««m^  continued  as  long  as  the  holder  of  Audit,  and  vice  versa?  A  small 
of  the  office  behaved  himself  properly,  was  saving  to  the  public  from  the  amal|[a- 
guilty  of  no  misconduct,  and  was  under  no  mation  of  these  offices  would  be  a  very 
incapacity  ;  that  it  was  an  office  to  be  held  poor  compensation  for  the  evil  of  fnsuig 
for  life.  An  ^hon.  Member  near  him  (Sir  into  one  office  functions  which,  if  not 
David  Dundas)  said,  there  must  bo  some  absolutely  incompatible,  were  rery  incoD- 
conviction  against  such  an  office  before  he  sistent  and  heterogeneous,  and  the  union  of 
could  be  removed  ;  but  perhaps  the  Attor-  which  would  pro  tanto  affect  the  dignity,  in* 
ney  General  would  enlighten  them  on  that  dependence,  and  the  insulated  position,  as  it 
point.  His  own  belief  was  that  the  tenure  were,  of  an  officer  who  was  the  guardian  and 
quam  diu  se  bene  gesserit  was  not  quite  custodian  of  the  public  money,  and  had 
so  secure  a  tenure  as  the  hon.  Member  in  fact  to  see  that  the  Votes  of  that  House 
near  him  supposed.  He  thought  a  writ  of  were  properly  and  rigidly  carried  mto 
supersedeas  might  still  issue,  and  that  it  effect. 

l!!?i!„''Lf  \"*^^i?''°"fV.'"""M**1'"'  """' M       Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 

Z  rLnn    -hU  ♦     P    T         IT  '[.  '"^"  "^  ^^^^  "  ""w."  and  at  the  end  of  the  Qu* 

be  re»ponMblo  to  Par hament  for  the  jas-  tion  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  tiiree 

tice  of  that  cause  ;  but  he  did  not  under-  «,^«i.u«  »     rr    j  r*  %    ^  i#-    *       \ 

stand  it  to  be  the  law  that  a  writ  of  super-  '^''f'\  "^^^  ^?^^  Montagu.) 
sedeas    would   not   issue    except    upon   a        Question    proposed,    "That  the  woid 

conviction.     He  wished  to  know  whether  '  °^^    ^^^^  P*'^  ^^  ^^^  Question, 
the  tenure  of   the  office  of   Chairman  of        Sir    FRANCIS    BARING    said,   he 

the  Board  of  Audit  was  not  less  secure  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 

than  that  of  the  office  of  the  Controller  of  Montagu)  that  there  was  no  truth  what* 

the  Exchequer,  who  could  not  be  removed  ever  in  the  reports  to  which  he  had  referred 

except  upon  an  address  from  both  Houses  in   respect  to  this  question.     He  wished 

of   Parliament ;    because,  if  that  was  so,  that  that  Bill  had  been  brought  forward 

and  if  they  happened  to  have  an  unprin-  when  there  was  a  better  opportunity  for 

cipled  Government  which  wanted  to  remove  its  discussion.     It  was  a  short  Bill,  but  it 

a  man,  it  might  find  out  something  against  dealt  with  a  matter  of  far  greater  moneot 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 
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than  the  mere  safing  of  a  small  sum  of 
money  bj  a  anion  of  these  offices.     He 
bad  long  been  of  opinion  that  the  office  of 
tbe  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Audit  Office  required  some  revision.     The 
office  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
was  originally  a  very  important  one,  but 
it  had  now  become  Tery  inefficient.  Every- 
body who  went  through  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Public  Moneys  Committee  would  be 
satiafied  that  the  cheek  which  that  officer 
exercised  in  former  times  was  now  gone. 
It  was  Tory  desirable  that  check  should  be 
revifed.     He  used  to  issue  his  warrant  to 
each  particular  department,  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  or  the  Ordnance,  and  the  Treasurer 
of  those  Departments  could  not  expend 
money  upon  anything  not  connected  with 
his  own  service.     Some  new  arrangement 
was  needed,  and  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portanee  that  the  Audit  Office  should  be 
streDgthened.     In  the  Report,  which  had 
been  referred  to,  the  late  Sir  James  Gra- 
bam  had  declared  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Audit  Office  required  strengthening  ;  and 
erery  examination  which  he  (Sir  Francis 
Baring)  had  made  when    he  was   on  the 
Committee  of  Public  Accounts  satisfied  him 
that  the  Audit   Office   was  one   of  the 
greatest   importance,    and   ought    to   be 
strengthened.      Sir  James  Graham  pro- 
posed a  plan  by  which    the  two  offices 
might   be   consolidated,  but  it   was   not 
adopted  by  the  Committee.     He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  he  preferred  two 
separate  offices,  because  he  thought  their 
anion  might  be  found  to  be  attended  with 
much  danger.     A  contrary  opinion,  how- 
ever, was  entertaioed  by  so  many  gentle- 
men whose  position   entitled   their  views 
upon  the  subject  to  respect  that  he  had 
sot  such  confidence  in  his  own  opinion  as 
to  lead  him  to  oppose  what  might  ulti- 
Bstdy  be  regarded  as  the  wisest  course 
to  porsue.     He  had  no  objection  to  the 
M  if  it  were  to  be  regarded  as  a  tem- 
ponry  measure  only,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
v^y  it  should  not  be  so  altered  in  Com- 
mittee as  to  render  it  purely  temporary  in 
iti  character.     The  House  should  be  care- 
^  how  they  gave  their  sanction  to  the 
pHoeijple  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of 
^  CfoDtroller  of  the  Exchequer  without 
P'^Qs  inquiry,  and  he  thought  it  would 
1^  better  to  provide  for  a  temporary  ar- 
^gement  than  for  the  present  Parliament 
^  itnction  the  union  of  the  two  offices 
^  for  all.    He  was  particularly  desirous 
^t  no  remark  of  his  might  appear  to  cast 
'^7  reflection  upon  the  Treasury  or  any 


of  the  heads  of  that  Department,  because 
a  great  deal  had  been  done  of  late  years 
in  the  improvement  of  the  public  accounts, 
and  that  improvement  had  more  especially 
been  visible  during  the  period  in  which  the 
right  1)011.  Gentleman  had  held  office.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  tliat  some  arrangement 
might  be  made  to  drop  some  part  of  the 
Bill,  or  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  House  an  assurance  thnt 
Parliament  itself  should  be  called  upon  at 
some  future  time  to  deal  definitely  with 
the  subject. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  intro- 
ducing this  measure,  should  have  laid  so 
much  stress  upon  the  small  saving  which 
would  ultimately  accrue  from  the  amalga- 
mation of  these  two  offices,  because  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
ho  feared,  conveyed  the  impression  to  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  taken  part  in 
the  debate  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a  saving  of 
one  or  two  thousand  pounds  a  year.  If 
that  were  so  it  was  a  strong  reason  for  not 
proceeding  further  with  it.  It  seemed  to 
him,  however,  there  was  a  more  important 
object  to  be  obtained  by  the  measure.  To 
some  extent  he  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
Francis  Baring),  and  he  was  in  favour  of 
what  he  understood  to  be  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  real  subject  for  considera- 
tion was  what  should  be  the  arrangement 
for  securing  the  right  appropriation  of 
public  money.  They  had  at  present  threo 
offices — the  Treasury,  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  Audit  Office,  with  certain  functions 
divided  between  them,  those  functions  being 
derived  from  very  ancient  times.  As  those 
functions,  however,  had  of  late  years  from 
the  condition  of  affairs,  become  greatly 
changed,  he  thought  it  was  advisable  that 
their  position  should  now  be  revised.  It 
was  especially  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  House  whether  there  any  longer  ex- 
isted any  real  necessity  for  keeping  up  the 
department  of  the  Exchequer  at  all.  If, 
as  he  inferred,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  put  an  end  to  the  control  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  a  distinct  office  of  the  estate, 
while,  individually,  he  was  willing  to  consent 
to  such  a  course  he  felt  scrupulous  at 
adopting,  at  the  present  stage  of  the  present 
Parliament,  a  meosure  contemplating  such 
an  object.  The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  and  one  upon  which,  as  they 
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could  perceive,  different  opinioDS  were 
entertained  by  high  authorities.  The 
final  settlement  of  such  a  question  ought 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  left  to  the 
consideration  of  a  new  Parliament,  where 
it  would  receive  better  attention  than  it 
could  possibly  do  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances. If  they  looked  for  a  moment 
at  the  real  question  between  Parliament 
and  the  Government,  they  would  see  that 
Parliament  granted  to  the  Government 
certain  sums  of  money  for  executive  pur- 
poses, and  that  Parliament  possessed  two 
pieces  of  machinery — the  Exchequer  and 
the  Audit  Office,  intended  for  the  control 
of  the  Government  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  money  which  had  been  placed  in  its 
hands.  The  consideration  and  adjustment 
of  any  changes  in  these  modes  of  con- 
trolling the  expenditure  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  a  matter,  therefore,  of  great 
importance,  and  one  with  which  the  present 
Parliament  was  scarcely  in  a  position  to 
deal  satisfactorily.  Out  of  respect  to 
Parliament  these  changes  should  be  pro- 
duced at  a  time  when  in  a  full  House  they 
could  be  fairly  and  fully  considered.  Ano- 
ther objection  to  their  proceeding  with  this 
Bill,  as  a  final  measure,  was,  that  in  the 
system  of  these  two  offices  it  was  desirable 
to  introduce  a  variety  of  improvements. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  true,  that  a  good  many 
improvements  had  already  been  introduced, 
and  that  this  had  especially  been  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  Audit  Office  ;  but  the 
passing  of  this  measure  would  lessen  those 
inducements  which  at  present  existed  for 
proceeding  with  the  improvement  of  the 
system  generally.  He  should  wish  to  see 
introduced,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
after  the  sitting  of  the  new  Parliament,  a 
measure  containing  provisions  not  merely 
for  the  re-construction  of  the  Exchequer, 
and,  if  necessary,  of  the  Audit  Office,  but 
also  for  dealing  with  those  questions  affect- 
ing the  superintendence  of  the  appropria- 
tion of  public  moneys  which  required 
solution.  That  being  his  feeling,  he  still 
thought  it  would  bo  unfortunate  if  they 
rejected  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not,  there- 
fore, support  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  because  he 
fell  that,  if  a  vacancy  were  to  occur  during 
the  recess  in  the  office  of  the  Controller 
General,  without  any  alteration  having  been 
made  in  the  law,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  appoint  a  new  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  create  new  difficulties  and  in- 
creased expenditure  in  the  final  settlement 
Sir  Stafford  NorthooU 


of  this  question  in  case  the  abolition  of 
the  office   were  deemed   neceaaary.    He 
thought,  therefore,  that  aa  the  matter  now 
stood  it  would  be  desirable  to  frame  soeli 
a  provision  aa  would  meet  the  contiDgeney 
which  would  arise  from  aueh  a  vacaoey. 
He  might,  he  believed,  aay  that  such  a 
vacancy  had  already  arisen,    and  for  hii 
own  part  he  should  not  at  all  object  to  sn 
arrangement  by  which  the  present  Chsir- 
man  of  the  Board  of  Audit  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  office  of  Controller  Genend 
in  conjunction  with  the  office  which  he  at 
present  held,  and  that  a  proper  additioi 
should  be  made  to  his  present  salary,  bat 
he  objected  to  their  deciding  at  once  that 
such  should  be  the  course  proposed  on  sll 
future  occasions.     He  should  like,  there- 
fore, to  see  some  proviso  annexed  to  tbe 
third  clause  to  the  effect  that  any  penoa 
holding  the  office  should  hold  it  subject  ta 
any  arrangement  with  regard  to  sidaiy  er 
duties  which  Parliament  might  hereafter 
determine  upon.    His  object,  in  snggestiog 
the  insertion  of  such  a  proviso,  was  a  desire 
that  the  hands  of  Parliament  should  sot 
be  fettered   in   the  future  discussion  sad 
settlement  of  the  question.     Another  sl- 
teration  which  he  thought  he  was  fairly 
entitled   to   ask   for  in  the  Bill  was  tbe 
omission  of  the  second  clause.     He  oooM 
not  see  the  necessity  for  introducing  soeh 
a  clause.     It  was  prejudging  the  question, 
although  he  was  rather  prepared  to  go  in 
the  same  direction;  but  it  would  be  mofs 
respectful  to  Parliament  to  omit  it  from 
the  Bill.     Ho  would  therefore  support  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill;  but,  unless  the 
Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer   suggested 
some  other  mode  of  accompliahing  the  ob- 
ject, he  should  propose  the  alterations  te 
which  he  had  referred.     This  was  a  matter 
of  really  very  great  importance.     It  bed 
been  for  a  long  time  under  consideration, 
and   although   he  was  anxious   to  see  it 
settled  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  bony  it 
at  the  last.     At  the  present  time  tbe  st- 
tention  of  the  public  had  been  called  to  tbe 
defects  of  our  system  of  audit.     The  ques- 
tion was  also  being  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee   upstairs  on   the   public   aoeounti. 
They  ought  to  deal  with  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Office  in   a  way  which  would 
satisfy  the  public  that   every   reasonsble 
precaution  was  taken  for  preventing  the 
misappropriation  of  public  money  and  olber 
frauds  and  irregularities,  and  to  settle  the 
relations  between  the  three  great  depart* 
mcnts— the  Treosury,  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  Audit  Office— on  a  much  more  sstis' 
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factory  footing  than  at  present.  His  noble 
Friend  had  stated  his  views  with  great 
ability,  but  he  disagreed  with  him  to  a  great 
extent  in  some  parts  of  his  speech,  and  he 
appealed  to  him  whether  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  press  his  Amendment  to  adiyision. 
It  would  be  better  to  make  the  necessary 
alterations  in  Committee  and  to  leave  the 
matter  to  be  discussed  more 'fully  in  an- 
other Parliament. 

Sin  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
hoped  they  would  have  a  very  distinct  ex- 
planation of  the  views  and  intentions  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the 
suggestions  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  before  his  noble  Friend 
consented  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division.  The  functions  of  the  Audit 
Board  and  the  Exchequer  were  different. 
The  duty  of  the  one  was  to  look  into  the 
accounts,  that  of  the  other  was  to  be  a 
positive  and  absolute  check.  In  matters 
of  6uance,  he  had  always  found  that  the 
last  thing  they  should  give  up  was  any 
aalutory  check.  After  what  had  fallen 
from  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  Francis  Baring)  who  had  taken  so 
much  pains,  and  had  so  much  experience 
in  this  matter,  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  press  his  Amendment  unless  they 
received  a  satisfactory  answer  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  the 
question  whether  the  offices  of  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Audit  and  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer  could  well  be  held  by  one 
individual  a  matter  of  much  less  conse- 
quence than  whether,  according  to  the  im- 
pression he,  in  common  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  derived  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  speech,  it 
was  meant  to  do  away  with  the  Controller. 
That  was  a  most  important  question.  No 
doubt  one  man  might  hold  both  these 
offices  as  head  ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  throwing  out  as  he  did  that  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Controller  would 
be  done  with  that  tenderness  always  ex» 
bibited  in  these  matters,  it  was  pretty 
clear  that  it  must  be  meant  to  do  away 
with  that  office  altogether.  If  the  func- 
tions of  the  office  regarding  the  present  con- 
trol over  public  moneys  were  still  to  be  per- 
formed, there  must  be  a  staff  for  each  office 
to  assist  the  holder,  whether  he  held  one  or 
two  offices,  to  do  that  duty.  Now,  the  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  to  pre- 
vent improper  issues  of  public  money.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Audit  Office 
might  discover  a  year  or  two  afterwards 


that  such  issues  had  taken  place,  but  it 
would  then  be  too  late.  The  moneys  would 
have  gone  out  of  the  Exchequer,  and  once 
gone  it  would  be  like  trying  to  catch  hold 
of  an  eel.  They  might  blame  individuals, 
but  the  money  was  lost.  Although  quite 
disposed  to  give  full  credit  to  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  a  constitutional  officer,  placed 
between  them  and  Parliament  to  see  that 
moneys  directed  by  Parliament  to  go  in  a 
particular  direction  should  go  in  that  di- 
rection only  ;  and  he  must  say  what  he 
saw  in  the  Public  Moneys  Committee  had 
convinced  him  that  considerable  value  be- 
longed to  the  functions  of  the  Controller. 
Some  of  the-  officers  of  the  Treasury,  in 
giving  evidence,  showed  that  the  office 
gave  them  a  little  trouble.  It  made  them 
look  to  their  P's  and  Q's.  They  did  not 
like  it,  and  evidently  wanted  to  get  rid  of 
it.  They  might  again  fall  on  bad  times  ; 
and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  this  whole- 
some check  abolished.  No  public  advan- 
tage would  be  gained  by  doing  away  with 
it.  His  hon.  Friend  below  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  suggested  what  was  not 
an  unreasonable  course.  The  question 
had  been  brought  before  them  so  suddenly, 
the  Bill  being  only  circulated  yesterday, 
that  some  reasonable  time  should  be  given 
for  its  consideration,  and  he  should  be 
quite  content  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer adopted  the  course  suggested  by 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  hoped  he  would  not 
drive  them  to  opposo  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  by  persisting  in  portions  of  it, 
which,  after  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Francis  Baring), 
should  be  expunged. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  a  great  portion  of  this  de- 
bate had  arisen  froin  the  importation  into 
it  of  what  he  had  endeavoured  to  exclude 
— that  it  was  the  design  of  the  Bill  to 
abolish  those  duties  which  were  now  per- 
formed by  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer. 
That  had  been  assumed  by  the  noblo 
Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Francis  Baring).  Now,  he  had  stated,  as 
clearly  as  he  could,  that  that  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill.  He  said  in  express 
terms  that  all  the  duties  of  the  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer  should  continue  to  be 
performed  precisely  as  they  were  now  per- 
formed, until  Parliament  had  had  tho  op- 
portunity of  oonsidering  the  question.  He 
I  had  asked  for  power  to  prevent  the  ueces- 
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sity  of  maintaining  offiees  UBelesi  to  the 
country,  due  proyision  being  made  for  the 
performance  of  necessary  duties.  But  of 
all  classes  of  men  politicians  were  by  far 
the  most  suspicious;  they  sometimes,  how- 
eyer,  outwitted  themselves,  and  fell  into 
error  by  their  over  suspicion  and  deter- 
mination to  see  motives  which  did  not 
exist.  He  did  not  say  a  word  in  dispa- 
ragement of  Exchequer  control ;  but  if  he 
were  asked  his  opinion,  he  would  say  this, 
that  Exchequer  control  had  become  in- 
efficient, anomalous,  and  unreal  to  a  very 
great  degree.  Whether  it  should  be, 
however,  entirely  abolished  or  modified 
was  a  question  of  great  importance  and 
delicacy,  which  he  had  not  examined  with 
that  coolness  and  precision  which  would 
enable  him  to  come  to  a  positive  conclusion 
upon  it.  His  desire  was  that  these  sepa- 
rate duties  should  be  maintained  as  at 
present,  and  with  the  fullest  liberty  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  to  extend  these  duties 
by  restoring  the  efficiency  of  the  Exche- 
quer control.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
practical  differences  between  himself  and 
those  who  had  taken  part  in  the  debate 
were  very  small.  Ho  differed  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Francis  Baring)  on 
one  point,  for  he  was  fully  convinced  that 
the  duties  of  Exchequer  control  were  not 
duties  sufficient  in  themselves  to  occupy 
the  time  of  a  public  officer.  It  was,  there- 
fore, he  thought,  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  remove  the  anomaly  of  what  approached 
to  be  a  sinecure.  Nor  would  he  admit  the 
doctrine  that  had  been  urged  of  incompa- 
tibility of  function  in  these  two  offices. 
He  would  repeat  what  he  had  before  stated, 
that  if  there  should  be  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  reserve  its  ultimate  deci- 
aion  upon  the  union  of  these  offices  he  had 
DO  objection.  The  only  object  he  had 
was  the  practical  one  of  laying  the  foun- 
dation of  an  improvement  which  would 
be  permanently  effected  if  Parliament 
should  approve  a  reduction  of  useless  and 
unnecessary  offices.  One  suggestion  would 
be  met  by  altering  the  first  two  lines  of 
the  first  clause,  '*  on  the  occurrence  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  said  office,"  and  substitut- 
ing the  words,  **  on  the  occurrence  of  the 
next  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Controller 
General."  In  the  third  clause  the  words 
"  for  the  time  being  "  might  be  struck  out, 
and  he  would  not  object  to  the  insertion  of 
the  words  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  end  of  the  clause.  He  could  not  agree 
to  the  omission  of  the  second  clause.  The 
proper  way  would  be  to  introduce  some 
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words  making  provision  for  the  perform* 
ance  of  all  the  duties  that  were  now 
discharged,  and  he  would  not  say  more 
than  that  he  did  not  think  the  performaDce 
of  these  duties  required  the  maintenaoee 
of  the  Exchequer  establishment  as  it  now 
stood.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George 
Bowyer)  appeared  to  think  that  the  tenure 
upon  which  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Audit  held  his  office  —  quam  diu  se  bene 
gesserU-'^WM  a  weaker  tenure  than  that  of 
the  Controller  General,  who  was  only  re- 
movable upon  an  address  by  both  Hoasei 
of  Parliament.  Practically,  there  was  a 
difference  between  the  two,  but  the  union 
of  these  two  offices  would  be  a  reason  for 
placing  the  tenure  of  both  on  the  sauM 
footing,  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Audit  should  be  considered 
to  hold  one  of  the  first  positions  in  the 
Civil  Service  was  a  reason  for  raising,  not 
only  his  salary  but  his  office,  to  the  highest 
position  of  dignity  and  independence.  The 
only  subject  he  felt  justified  in  pressing 
upon  Parliament  at  the  present  time  wu 
the  practical  one  of  laying  the  foundation 
of  an  improvement  which  could  be  made 
permanent  if  Parliament  should  think  fit- 
that,  namely,  of  effecting  one  of  the  plain- 
est duties  of  a  person  in  his  position— the 
relieving  the  public  from  the  burden  of  an 
unnecessary  expense.  Some  of  the  sug- 
gestions thrown  out  he  should  take  into 
consideration.  Though  ho  conld  not  lay 
that  the  Bill  would  be  productive  of  im- 
mediate economy,  yet  its  tendency  was 
towards  economy.  The  notion  that  thii 
Bill  entailed  an  additional  charge  of  £500 
upon  the  public  was  entirely  without  fonn- 
datiou.  He  begged  to  disclaim  any  inten- 
tion of  questioning  the  motives  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdravm. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  Mondoff 
next. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (reeommUud)  BILL- 
[BiLL  207.]    COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Stamp  Duties  on  Charter- 
parties  reduced). 

The  chancellor  op  tde  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  some  Amendments  to 
propose  in  this  clausOi  with  a  view  to  the 
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eonfenienee  of  persons  who  made  use  of 
charter-parties.  There  was  a  certain  class 
of  these  documents  which  were  sent  from 
abroad  as  mere  tenders  signed  bj  the  party 
making  the  tender,  and  which  became 
charter-parties  when  they  were  duly  signed 
in  this  country.  He  wished  in  the  cose  of 
these  charter-parties  to  gi?e  a  power,  not 
generally  conferred,  of  stamping  the 
written  document  on  the  payment  of  only 
6d.  It  would  be  better  to  negative  the 
clause  and  bring  up  another. 

Clause  itruok  out. 
Clauses  8  to  15  agreed  to. 

Clause  }6  (Receipts  given  for  Sums  de- 
posited on  Allotments  of  Shares,  or  for 
Calls  on  Scrip  or  Shares,  not  to  be  ex- 
empted from  Stamp  Duty). 

Mb.  M'MAHON  said,  this  clause  made 
receipts  given  for  sums  deposited  on  allot- 
ments of  shares  liable  to  stamp  duty.  Was 
it  not  desirable  that  the  letters  of  allotment 
themselves  should  also  be  subject  to  the 
doty? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  new  one,  and  might, 
perhaps,  at  some  period  be  taken  into 
consideration,  but  at  present  he  felt  pre- 
cluded from  requiring  that  letters  of  allot- 
ment should  be  subject  to  the  duty. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  17  to  21  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Appeals  against  Adjudica- 
tions on  Stamp. — Duties  in  Scotch  Cases 
to  be  heard  in  Scotland). 

Sir  COLMAN  0*L0GHLEN  said,  IhU 
clause  directed  that  appeals  against  adju- 
dications on  stamp  duties  in  Scotch  cases 
should  he  determined  by  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer in  Scotland.  He  wished  to  know 
why  appeals  in  Irish  cases  were  not  to  be 
determined  in  Ireland. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  Irish 
cases  would  be  determined  in  Ireland,  but 
in  the  event  of  that  not  being  the  case,  he 
would  take  care  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment to  rectify  the  omission. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also  Clauses 
23  and  24. 

Clause  25  (Amending  the  Law  respect- 
ing Appeals  under  Excise  Acts  on  Com- 
plaints before  Commissioners  and  Justices). 

Su  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
wished  to  inquire  to  whom  the  appeal  lay 
from  the  decisions  of  the  Commissioners  of 


the  Inland  Revenue  and  of  the  justices. 
He  called  attention  to  the  large  expenses 
attending  appeals  from  the  decisions  of 
the  magistrates  in  petty  sessions  on  appli- 
cation for  licences,  and  expressed  some 
dissatisfaction  at  not  having  heard  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  some  in- 
timation of  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  Some 
drinking  licences  were  granted  as  a  matter 
of  course  by  the  Excise,  while  others  were 
granted,,  or  refused,  by  the  magistrates  ; 
and  tlie  whole  subject  was  in  a  most  unsa- 
tisfactory state.  He  had  hoped  that  the 
Chancellor  would  have  introduced  a  clause 
which  would  have  prevented  the  litigation 
and  expenses  likely  to  arise  under  this 
clause. 

Ths  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  said,  the  appeal  in  the  decisions 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  lay 
to  the  superior  courts  as  in  ordinary  cases. 
The  other  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet' were  rather  wjde  of  the  objects  of 
the  clause,  which  related  only  to  appeals 
with  regard  to  decisions  as  to  inland  re- 
venue questions.  The  question  of  licensing 
was  a  large,  interesting,  and  difficult  one. 
He  hoped  the  Legislature  would  shortly 
approach  its  consideration,  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  prepsration  of  a  measure  to 
meet  the  difficulties  was  part  of  the  proper 
duties  of  a  Finance  Minister. 

Sib  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
thought  that,  as  a  large  amount  of  revenue 
was  raised  under  the  licensing  system,  it 
was  one  that  came  within  the  functions  of 
the  Finance  Committee. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Chanobixob  of 

the  Exchequer,  the  following  new  clause 

was  substituted  for  Clause  7 : — 

^  In  lieu  of  the  stamp  duty  of  5f.  now  charge- 
able by  law  on  any  Charter-party,  or  any  docu- 
ment chargeable  with  Stamp  Duty  aa  a  Charter- 
party,  there  shall  be  oharged  and  paid  thereon 
the  stamp  duty  of  6d.,  and  it  shall  not  be  lawful 
under  any  pretence  whatever  for  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  stamp,  after  the 
same  shall  have  been  signed,  any  Charter-party, 
or  any  such  Dooument  as  aforesaid,  whioh,  after 
the  expiration  of  one  calendar  month  from  the 
passing  of  this  Aot,  shall  be  made  on  or  by 
means  of  any  printed  form,  or  on  a  form  which 
shall  be  partly  printed  ;  and  if  any  person  after 
the  period  aforesaid  shall  make  or  sign  any  Charter- 
party,  or  other  such  Dooument  as  aforesaid,  which 
shall  be  printed  or  partly  printed,  and  shall  not 
be  duly  stamped  for  denoting  the  duty  hereby 
oharged  thereon  before  the  same  shall  be  signed, 
he  shall  forfeit  the  sum  of  £50  ;  Provided  always 
that  if  any  Charter*party  or  other  such  Dooument 
as  aforesaid,  which  shall  be  wholly  in  writing 
shall  bo  brought  to  be  stamped  within  the  respec- 
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live  timee  hereinafter  mentioned,  after  the  same 
gludl  bear  date  and  shall  haye  been  first  signed, 
the  Commissioners  shall  stamp  the  same  on  the 
following  terms — (that  is  to  say)  if  within  fourteen 
days,  on  payment  of  the  Duty  and  4«.  6<^.,  and  if 
after  that  time  and  within  one  calendar  month 
after  such  date  and  first  signing,  then  on  payment 
of  the  Duty  and  the  sum  of  £10 ;  but  after  the  ex. 
piration  of  the  last-mentioned  period  it  shall  not 
be  lawful  to  stamp  such  Charter-party  or  other 
Document  as  aforesaid  on  any  pretence  whatever : 
proTided  always  that  if  any  Charter-party,  whether 
printed  or  written,  shall  be  first  signed  by  any 
party  thereto  out  of  the  United  Kingdom,  such 
Charter-party  being  unstamped,  it  shul  be  lawful 
for  any  party  thereto  within  ten  days  after  it  shall 
have  been  received  in  this  kingdom,  and  before 
the  same  shall  have  been  signed  by  any  person 
here,  to  afBx  thereto  an  adhesive  stamp  denoting 
the  Duty  chargeable  thereon,  and  to  cancel  such 
stamp  by  writing  across  the  same  his  name  and 
the  date  when  he  shall  so  affix  such  stamp,  and 
thereupon  such  Charter-party  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  duly  stamped." 

Preamble. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  point 
oat  the  growing  necessity  for  a  Bill  to 
consolidate  the  whole  of  the  laws  relating 
to  the  Exchequer,  in  consequence  of  the 
jearly  alterations  in  the  Stamp  Acts.  Un- 
der present  circumstances  it  was  scarcely 
possible  to  find  out  the  actual  state  of  the 
law  upon  the  subject  without  wading 
through  innumerable  clauses  in  various 
Acts;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  take  into 
consideration  the  propriety  of  introducing 
such  a  Bill  on  the  assembling  of  the  new 
Parliament.  One  of  the  anomalies  requir- 
ing removal  was  this.  A  stamp  duty  of 
30«.  was  required  for  a  power  of  attorney 
to  sign  a  document  on  which  the  stamp 
duty  was  M. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  felt  the  force  of  what  had 
been  said,  and  thought  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that  they  should  have  a  consoli- 
dation of  the  Stamp  Acts. 

Sitt  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  direct  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's attention  to  the  fact  that  ships 
might  be  sold,  assigned,  or  mortgaged 
without  making  any  return  to  the  revenue 
by  means  of  stamps,  and  the  law  even 
profided  an  admirable  and  cheap  machinery 
for  doing  so.  It  was  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  consider  whether  the  stamp  duty, 
payable  on  the  mortgage  of  land,  should 
not  bo  extended  to  the  transfer  of  ships. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  had  to  complain 
that  in  Ireland,  in  transactions  with  regard 
to  land,  persons  had  to  pay  double  stamp 
duty  as  compared  with  the  duty  in  Eng- 
land.    In  England  they  had  to  pay  only  a 
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10«.  duty  ;  in  Irdand  they  had  to  pay  an 
ad  wilor0m  duty  betides.  That  douUa 
duty  seriously  interfered  with  the  tranifer 
of  land  in  Ireland.  It  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance  that  the  transfer  of  land 
in  Ireland  should  not  continue  to  be  of  the 
exhorbitant  character  it  had  been  erer 
since  the  year  1858. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  with  regard 
to  settlements  a  gentleman  had  written  to 
him  stating  that,  in  addition  to  the  5«.  dntj 
on  every  £100  od  vdhremt  he  had  also  to 
pay  £1  \5s.  for  the  deed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  if 
anybody  wished  to  have  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  the  proper 
stamp  to  be  put  on  the  deed  he  could  go  to 
them,  and  if  he  was  not  satisfied  with  their 
decision  he  could  go  the  Court  of  Exchequer. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  his  hon.  Friends  furnished 
him  with  the  particulars  of  the  severtl 
cases  he  would  see  what  could  be  done. 

Preamble  agreed  to* 
House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCE,  Ao.,  BILL— [Bzu 20.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Parties  to  Action  for  Breach 
of  Promise  of  Marriage  to  be  admissible  ss 
Witnesses.) 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  making  soom 
general  remarks  upon  the  Bill,  and  woald 
take  a  short  retrospect  of  the  law.  Dorii^ 
the  many  centuries  in  which  justice  had 
been  administered  in  the  Law  Coorts  of 
this  country,  no  one,  up  to  a  very  reoeot 
period,  could  be  a  witness  in  any  soit  or 
proceeding  in  which  he  had  the  slightest 
pecuniary  interest.  At  length,  in  I828| 
Lord  Brougham  in  his  celebrated  speeek 
upon  Law  Reform  called  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  this  subject,  and  from 
that  time  until  1842,  several  soocessife 
efforts  were  made  by  Lord  Brooghtm 
himself,  by  other  members  of  the  legsl 
profession,  and  by  Members  of  ParOi'' 
ment,  to  qualify  and  improve  the  law, 
but  those  efforts  were  made  in  vain.  At 
length,  in  1842,  Lord  Denman  brought  a 
Bill  into  the  House  of  Lords,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  remove  the  disqualification  of 
witnesses  on  the  ground  of  interest.  Lord 
Denman  was  opposed,  he  belie?ed|  by  OTerjf 
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fndge  npon  tbe  Beneh  and  by  almost  ererj  I 
IfiDiBtar  of  the  Crowns  eBpeciallj  those 
vho  had  filled  the  office  of  Home  Secre- 
mrjf  but  his  Bill  was  passed.  For  nine  years 
ifter  this  the  subject  was  agitated  from 
ime  to  time,  and  at  length,  in  1851,  Lord 
Broagham  brought  into  the  House  of  Lords 
I  Bill  to  make  all  parties  to  ci?il  suits  com- 

Clent  witnesses.  Lord  Brougham  intro- 
eed  that  measure  in  a  rery  memorable 
ipeaeh,  which  had  the  effect  of  doing  away 
vith  the  prejudices  and  objections  of 
BUMi  of  bis  hearers.  He  was,  however, 
ippoaed  by  Lord  Chancellor  Truro,  whose 
Mthority  was  the  greater  because  he  had 
been  a  leading  adfocate  at  the  bar  and  had 
lUed  the  office  of  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Common  Pleas  ;  he  was  cautiously  and 
^midly  sanctioned  rather  than  supported  by 
Lord  Campbell,  but  was  earnestly  sustained 
by  another  high  authority.  Lord  C  ran  worth. 
The  Bill,  however,  became  law ;  and  he 
Mieved  that  no  change  effected  in  our 
law  procedure  during  the  present  century 
bad  been  attended  with  more  beneficial  re- 
wlta.  The  Bar,  the  Bench,  the  Press, 
and  the  public  were  agreed  as  to  this.  But 
in  that  Act  two  exceptions  of  quaai-oWi] 
iaaea  had  been  inserted,  owing  to  the  per- 
Mferance  of  those  who  had  opposed  the 
measure  altogether.  With  the  first  of 
these  exceptions-leases  for  breach  of  pro- 
mise of  marriage  —  Clause  No.  1  of  the 
present  Bill  was  intended  to  deal.  He  did 
■ot  deny  that  considerable  objections  might 
reasonably  be  made  to  the  examination  of 
the  iparties  to  this  description  of  action ;  be- 
eanso  loose  conversations  between  two  per- 
sona might  be  greatly  exaggerated  by  one  of 
ftem  if  a  desire  existed  to  establish  a  con- 
traet,  and  there  was  the  danger  of  the 
lympatbies  of  the  jury  being  unduly  exer- 
fiaM  in  favour  of  the  lady.  But  it  should 
slways  be  remembered  that  the  great  ob- 
Jeet  of  all  judicial  proceedings  was  the  dis- 
eofery  of  the  truth.     He  thought  that  the 

CTiso  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Nninster  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy),  which 
would  provide  that  there  must  be  a  pro- 
miae  in  writing,  would  go  far  to  remove 
die  objections. 

8»  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  was 
aware  that  in  referring  to  those  breach  of 
promise  cases  he  was  touching  on  delicate 
ground ;  but  he  hoped  he  should  avoid 
giving  offence  to  any  one  in  that  House  or 
la  higher  regions.  He  thought  that  the 
Legislature  had  shown  its  wisdom  by 
making  cases  of  breach  of  promise  an  ex- 
ception to  the  general  ruloi  for  a  person 


who  was  anxious  for  a  good  match  would 
not  stick  at  a  trifle.     If  a  man  were  with 
a  woman  without  witnesses,  what  was  he 
to  do  ?     Let  the  House  imagine  the  case 
of  a  young  man  who  was  supposed  to  be  a 
desirable  catch,  who  had  happened  to  meet 
a  young  woman  of  an  imaginative  or  de« 
signing  turn,  and  who  had  happened  to 
be  alone  with  her.     After  snch  an  occur- 
rence she  might  go  into  the  witness-box 
and  swear  bo  had  made  a  proposal  of  mar- 
riage to  her  which  she  had  accepted.   The 
defendant  might  go  into  the  witness-box 
and  say  he  had  not ;  but  if  the  woman  was 
clever,  designing,  and,  above    all,  good- 
looking,  the  great  probability  was  that  sho 
would  get  the  jury  on  her  side,  and  the 
defendant  would  find  considerable  difficulty 
in   extricating  himself  from   tbe    scrape. 
Cross-examination  would  not  be  very  effec- 
tive  in  such  a  case.     He  was  afraid  that 
the  clause  would  lead  to  a  good  many  mar- 
riages which  would  not  be  productive  of 
domestic  happiness.     If  the  clause  of  the 
hon.   Member   for   Leominster  (Mr.   Ga- 
thorne    Hardy)    should    be   adopted,    he 
thought  it  would  nullify  the  clause  alto- 
gether.    To  be  consistent,   his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend    should    entirely  do  away 
with  the  law  of  evidence.     He  admitted 
that  in  civil  cases  the  rules  of  evidence 
had  been  carried  too  far  ;  but  if  he  under- 
stood this  Bill  rightly,  it  was  founded  on 
the  principle  that  every  possible  sort  of 
evidence  ought  to  be  laid  before  a  jury. 
Was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  prepared 
to  go  the  length  of  admitting  hearsay  evi- 
dence ?     It  was  said  that  the  parties  who 
knew  more  about  the  matter  than  anybody 
else  did  ought  to  be  heard.     That  might 
be  true  in  some  cases,  but  not  in  others  ; 
and  in  this  particular  instance  the  prin- 
ciple  was,    in   his  opinion,    a   dangerous 
one.     It  should    be  remembered   that  it 
was    the    interest    of    the   parties   con- 
cerned to  deceive  the  Court.     If  the  clause 
passed,  at  all  events  there  should   be  a 
retrospective  limitation  ;    it  ought  not  to 
apply  to  promises  of  marriage  given  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  then  after  the 
Act  passed  men  would  take  care  not  to 
put  themselves  in  a  dangerous  position,  and 
would  take  care  always  to  have  a  witness 
with  them  to  state  what  really  did  happen. 
He  objected  to  the  clause  and  should  cer- 
tainly vote  aflrainst  it. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  the  arguments  of 

his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  against  the 

clause  were  just  those  used  against  Lord 

I  Brougham's  Bill,  the  merit  of  which,  by 
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the  way,  belonged  not  to  Lord  Brougham 
but  to  Jeremy  Bentham.  He  could  not 
agree  with  hi&  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  George  Bowyer)  that  in  a  breach  of 
promise  case  the  man  was  as  likely  to  be 
the  injured  party  as  the  woman.  It  was 
much  more  probable  that  the  man  was  the 
deceiver.  Ho  assured  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  he  only  spoke  of  women  as  he 
had  done  because  he  did  not  know  enough 
of  them.  His  hoii.  Friend  feared  that  if 
women  were  allowed  to  tell  their  own  story 
in  the  witness-box  justice  would  be  defeat- 
ed, but  could  it  be  thought  possible  that  if 
a  woman  swore,  for  instance,  that  l)is  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  promised  her  mar- 
riage she  would  be  believed?  It  was  so 
unheard-of  a  proposition  that  it  would  be 
sure  to  be  scouted.  And  why  did  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  think  that  he  would  be 
in  a  different  position  from  any  other  de- 
fendant in  such  an  action  who  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  being  heard  on  his  own 
behalf.  With  reference  to  the  proposition 
which  he  understood  was  about  to  be  made, 
that  the  contract  should  be  in  writing,  it 
would  be  a  substantial  alteration  of  the 
existing  law,  and  it  was  one  to  which  he 
oould  not  assent.  It  would,  he  believed, 
lead  to  great  wrong  and  injury  being  done 
to  women  by  deep  designing  men.  Let 
them  imagine  a  young,  inexperienced,  and 
pretty  woman  of  eighteen,  having  listened 
to  the  honied  words  of  such  a  person,  ad- 
dressing him  in  commercial  language,  and 
requesting  that  he  should  put  his  proposal 
to  marry  in  writing,  and  duly  sign  it.  If 
that  proviso  were  adopted,  the  effect  would 
be  that  there  would  be  no  such  thing  as  a 
valid  promise  to  marry. 

Me.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  he 
pitied  the  unfortunate  man  who  ever  de- 
fended an  action  for  breach  of  promise 
when  persons  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck)  were  on  the  jury. 
He  could  not  admit  that  men  were  always 
deceivers  and  women  never  ;  and  certainly 
juries  did  not  deal  out  anything  like  equal 
justice  between  them.  The  other  day  a 
lady  brought  an  action  against  a  gentleman 
who  was  lame  and  unable  to  take  care  of 
himself,  and  though  her  position  would 
have  been  that  of  a  nurse  rather  than  of  a 
wife,  she  recovered  heavy  damages  for  the 
loss  of  that  position.  In  another  case 
some  years  ago  a  lady  with  a  large  fortune 
made  a  solemn  promise  of  marriage  to  a  gen- 
tleman, and  when  he,  being  jilted,  brought 
his  action  for  the  damage  he  had  suffered 
by  losing  the  material  comforts  he  supposed 

Jfr.  JSoeiuck 


he  was  going  to  obtaio,  he  was  dismissed 
with  a  farthing  damages,  amid  shouts  of 
contempt.     Was  this  a  reciprocal  action; 
if  so,  was  it  treated  fairly  by  juries  ?    In 
the  former  case,  the  lady  nurse  received 
several   thousand  pounds;    in  the  latter 
case  the  gentleman,  after  being  kept  seve- 
ral years  waiting,  was  dismissed  with  a 
farthing  damages,  amidst  the  laughter  (tf 
the  people  in  court.     Yielding  in  no  re- 
spect to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
devotion  to  those  among  the  fair  sex  who 
did  not  bring  actions  for  breach  of  pro* 
mise,  and  having  the  greatest  contempt 
for  those  who  did,  he  would  treat  iheie 
promises  in  the  way  which  promises  of  a 
much  less  serious  character  were  treated 
undei*  the   Statute  of  Frauds.     Became 
people  were  apt  to  construe  that  into  s 
promise  which  was  never  meant  to  be  one; 
the  Statute  of  Frauds  required  that  cer- 
tain promises  should  be  in  writing  ;  and  if 
there  was  any  one  class  of  cases  in  which 
this  precaution  became  necessary,  it  was 
in  cases  where  marriage  was  in  question, 
and  promises  were  extorted,  or  imaginaiy 
promises  were  framed  by  mothers  and  sis- 
ters anxious  for  the  match  out  of  innocent 
conversations.     Lord  Brougham  had  him- 
self made  an  exception,  in  allowing  the 
action    for    breach  of    promise,   the  evi- 
dence of  the  parties,  and  it  did  not  ap- 
pear that    Lord   Brougham  had  changed 
his  mind.     No  doubt,  juries  very  much  re- 
sembled in  feeling  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck).      When  a  yonng 
and  pretty  lady  was  set  before  them  as 
having  been  deluded  there  was  no  holding 
them  in.     He  remembered  hearing  an  old 
member  of  the  Northern  Circuit,  who  had 
been  a  barrister  in  India,  tell  thestory  of  a 
Circassian  slave   who  had    murdered  the 
master  of  a  harem  there.     He,  as  counsel, 
had  to  defend  her.     It  was  a  bad  case, 
but  he  said,  *'  Put  her  in  her  best  dress, 
the  more  transparent  the  better ;  set  ber 
opposite  the  jury,  and  I'll  answer  for  the 
result."     And  the  result  was  exactly  what 
he  predicted.     She  had  stabbed  the  mas, 
but  the  jury  pardoned  the  crime  for  the 
sake  of  the  interesting  woman  they  satr 
before  them.     So  in  the  case  of  an  action 
for  breach  of  promise.     A  young  and  in* 
teresting  woman  would  get  damages ;  bot 
if  a  man  was  ever  so  young  and  interest- 
ing he  got  no  damages,  but  had  to  paj 
heavy  costs  and  get  scouted  besides.    For 
his  part,  he  thought  this  action  might  well 
be  abolished,  for  he  did  not  believe  in  tbo 
broken  hearts  of  young  ladies,  who,  di* 
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recllj  they  got  a  dowry  in  the  shape  of 
damages,  got  somebody  else  to  console 
them.  If,  however,  yon  must  ha?e  the 
action,  why  not  treat  it  as  a  serious  matter? 
Why  should  not  these  promises  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  promises  under  the 
Statute  of  Frauds  ?  In  a  class  of  cases 
with  which  magistrates  at  petty  sessions 
were  very  familiar  (bastardy),  material  cor- 
roboratiTe  evidence  of  the  woman's  state- 
ment was  required,  and  the  law  was  altered 
specially  to  require  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  iniquities  which  had  been  perpetrated. 
The  sdteration  which  was  proposed  by 
this  Bill  was  to  create  new  evidence  under 
circomstances  which  would  make  almost  a 
new  action,  and  if  it  were  carried  the  class 
of  cases  to  which  he  had  referred  would  come 
into  the  courts  as  actions  for  breach  of  pro- 
mise of  marriage,  instead  of  being  as  now 
settled  before  magistrates  at  petty  sessions. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  clause ;  in- 
deed, he  should  not  vote  upon  it  all,  but  he 
ahonld  more  the  addition  of  the  following 
proTiao : — 

**  Provided  always  that  no  snoh  action  shall  he 
hareafter  brought  unless  the  promise  be  in  writing, 
■gned  by  both  the  parties." 

It  was  quite  a  mistake  for  the  hen.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck)  to  suppose 
that  when  a  promise  is  made  the  young 
lady  must  sit  down  on  the  spot  and  write  it 
cot,  and  then  call  on  the  gentleman  to 
sign  it.  This  was  not  the  esse,  nor  was  it 
the  case  under  the  Statute  of  Frauds.  If 
the  promise  could  be  made  out  from  any 
namber  of  letters  or  other  documents  be- 
tween the  parties  that  was  sufficient. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  in  the  City 
of  London  the  Statute  of  Frauds  was  prac- 
tically a  dead  letter.  A  vast  number  of 
tnmsactions  took  place  without  any  writing 
St  all,  the  security  being  merely  the  cha- 
neter  of  the  parties. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  should  sup- 
Y^  the  clause. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said,  he 
Agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Qathome  Hardv)  that  this 
VM  a  very  exceptional  kind  of  action, 
^kj  it  happened  he  oould  not  say  ;  but 
wtezperienoe  in  courts  of  justice  was  that 
^^  tetions  for  breaches  of  promise  of  mar- 
'**ge  the  women  had  it  all  their  own  way, 
^d  the  men  had  no  chance.  The  lady 
*M  well  got  up,  placed  in  a  conspicuous 
P'^,  and  the  attention  of  the  jury  directed 
^  W,  and,  of  conrse,  she  was  generally 
1^  tsars.  If  she  were  placed  in  the  witness 
^x  sod  cried  under  cross-ezaminationy  as 


they  always  did,  it  would  be  all  over  with 
the  man.  The  jury,  to  show  their  chivalry, 
their  admiration,  for  the  fair  sex,  and  their 
contempt  for  their  own,  would  immediately 
return  a  verdict  for  her.  If  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law  were  sanctioned,  it  would 
be  found  that  a  certain  class  of  attorneys 
would  come  into  Court  with  a  crop  of  ac- 
tions for  breach  of  promise,  which  no  single 
man  could  stand  against  except  ho  had 
the  advantage  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer), 
and  could  protect  himself  by  the  vow  of 
celibacy. 

The  chairman  put  the  Question, 
that  the  Proviso  be  added  to  the  clause, 
and  declared  that  "  the  Ayes  have  it." 

Sir  FITZROT  KELLT  said,  he  saw 
no  necessity  for  the  words  **  signed  by 
both  parties."  They  might  be  omitted 
without  any  disadvantage.  Love-letters 
which  would  be  written  evidence  of  a  pro- 
mise were  not  usually  signed,  or  were 
signed  generally  with  initials  or  with  some 
fancy  or  assumed  name. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
thought  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leominster  (Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy)  would  be  answered  if  it  were  pro- 
vided that  the  promise  should  be  "under 
the  hands  of  the  parties  charged  there- 
with." 

Mr.  gathorne  HARDY  assented. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  Proviso  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  rose  to  Order. 
He  was  against  the  Proviso,  but  he  wished 
to  see  their  proceedings  carried  on  with 
order.  He  believed  the  Proviso  had  been 
declared  to  be  carried. 

The  chairman  said,  that  was  not 
so.  The  Proviso  was  not  carried.  He 
had  put  the  Question,  taken  the  Ayes  and 
Noes,  and  had  said  in  the  usual  manner, 
''I  think  the  Ayes  have  it,"  when  that 
expression  of  opinion  was  challenged  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Suffolk 
(Sir  FitzRoy  Kell^). 

Proviso,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LONGFIELD  said,  he  opposed  the 
clause.  .  He  said  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  repugnant  to  the  feelings  than  that 
any  reckless  individual  should  be  allowed 
to  call  into  the  witness-box  a  woman,  whom 
he  had  perhaps  deceived,  and  subject  her 
to  examination  and  cross-examination  as 
to  the  nature  of  her  entire  past  life.  The 
instincts  of  gentlemen  revolted  at  this 
action  being  treated  like  an  action  on  a 
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bill  of  exchange  or  the  sale  of  a  bale  of 
goods.  He  thought  that  the  clause  would 
have  a  detrimental  effect,  instead  of  being 
a  protection  to  the  sezi  of  which  the  hen. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  was  so  chivalrous  a  champion, 
and  for  whom  he  had  exhibited  more  feel- 
ing than  he  was  ever  known  to  display 
for  any  other  portion  of  the  human  raee. 

Question  put,  '*That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  dimded : — Ayes  27  ; 
Noes  86 :  Majority  59. 

Clause  2  (Parties  to  any  suit  instituted 
in  consequence  of  Adultery  may  offer 
themselves  as  witnesses  on  their  own 
behalf.) 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  this 
was  a  most  important  clause.  The  object  of 
it  was  not  to  compel  parties  in  a  suit  for 
adultery  to  come  forward  and  give  evi- 
dence, but  it  gave  the  parties — the  man 
or  the  woman— the  option  to  come  forward 
and  deny  the  charge.  In  the  Bill  of  1851 
this  clause  was  not  adopted.  So  great 
was  the  inconvenience  felt  in  consequence 
of  that  omission  that  the  learned  Judge 
who  presided  over  the  Divorce  Court  had 
expressed  his  opinion  that  a  clause  like 
the  present  should  be  introduced  into  this 
Bill.  When  he  introduced  the  Bill  he 
took  the  liberty  to  read  to  the  House  a 
letter  from  that  learned  Judge  to  that 
effect.  The  clause  in  the  Act  of  1851, 
which  disallowed  parties  in  such  suits  to 
be  called  as  witnesses,  had  given  rise  to 
some  strange  anomalies.  In  a  suit  for 
adultery  neither  party  was  competent  as 
a  witness,  but  if  the  suit  was  one  insti- 
tuted by  the  wife  for  cruelty  and  deser- 
tion, and  if  the  husband  should  plead  the 
adultery  of  the  wife,  then  both  parties 
were  competent  as  witnesses  either  to 
prove  or  to  disprove  the  adultery.  Again, 
if  the  husband  or  wife  instituted  a  suit 
for  the  restitution  of  conjugal  rights,  and 
if  the  wife  should  plead  adultery,  both 
parties  were  competent  witnesses.  The 
inconvenience  was  so  great  that  an  Act  was 
introduced  which  provided  that  the  wife  or 
husband  might  be  a  witness  in  a  case  for 
cruelty  or  desertion,  but  not  for  adultery. 
When  these  three  charges  were  combined, 
desertion,  cruelty,  and  adultery,  the  Court 
and  the  jury,  so  far  as  regarded  the  cvi- 
dence,  were  obliged  to  keep  them  distinct. 
It  was  a  great  injustice  that  a  lady  should 
be  charged  in  court  with  the  crime  of 
adultery— that  she  should  hear  a  friend, 
Mr.Lan^ld 


he  might  aay  a  false  friend,  svearing  Is 
conversations  which  she  waa  capable,  per* 
haps,  of  directly  contradictiog  or  satis> 
factorily  explaining — and  that  she  shoold 
be  unable  to  go  into  the  witnesa-box  to  give 
her  evidence.  There  might  be  cases  of 
suspicion  against  a  woman  ao  strong  as 
would  satisfy  a  jury  of  her  goilt»  but  she, 
who  knew  more  than  any  other  person  in 
existence  of  all  the  snrroonding  cireum- 
stances  which  might  tend  to  explain  away 
what  was  suspicious,  or  qaalify  or  givs 
them  a  colour  consistent  with  innocence, 
was  excluded  by  our  law  from  aaying  s 
word  in  her  own  defence.  Thia  qoestioa 
they  knew  had  been  much  considered,  not 
only  by  the  learned  Judge  who  presided 
over  the  Court  of  Divorce,  but  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  bar  who  practised 
in  that  court,  and  they  all  agreed  in  the 
policy  and  justice  of  the  measare  he  nov 
submitted  to  the  Committee — a  measnrs 
which  he  hoped  would  now  meet  the 
approval  of  Parliament.  He  moved  in 
line  14,  after  "  adultery  "  insert  **  in  wbiek 
any  question  of  adultery  shall  arise." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  by  this  clause  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  to  give  this  power  of 
offering  evidence  not  in  the  ordinary  vav 
and  subject  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  evi- 
dence. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
proposed  to  make  husband  and  wife  cooh 
potent  to  appear  as  witnesses,  but  not 
compellable,  so  that  he  or  sbe  need  not 
appear  unless  they  saw  fit.  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  looked  with  apprehen- 
sion on  the  practical  working  of  this ;  and 
if  it  were  not  for  the  high  reputation  of  the 
learned  Judge  who  recommended  it,  and  a 
practical  anomaly  which  existed  in  the 
present  system,  he  should  have  great 
difficulty  in  making  up  his  mind  to  agree 
to  it.  If,  however,  the  law  waa  to  be 
altered,  why  should  it  be  done  in  a  manner 
wholly  without  precedent  ?  Why  should 
not  the  giving  of  this  evidence  be  made 
compellable  as  well  as  optional  ?  Such  ao 
exception  to  the  general  rule  made  the 
proposal  condemn  itself.  If  the  reasoas 
for  the  change  were  sound,  why  not  go 
the  whole  length,  and  put  evidence  of  tbis 
kind  on  the  same  footing  as  all  other  eri* 
deuce  ?  The  argument  which  weighed 
most  in  favour  of  the  change  waa  that 
under  the  present  law  we  had  an  too- 
malous  and  extraordinary  state  of  thiogs* 
If  an  action  was  brought,  in  which 
adultery  was  charged,  neither  ptf^J 
could  be  examined  ;  but  if  the  action  v** 
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bued,  laj  upon  crueltj,  and  in  tbe  pro- 
eetdings  a  charge  of  adultery  sboald  arise 
bj  waj  of  defence,  both  parties  could  be 
examined  ^ther  Toluntarilj  or  eompulsorilj. 
If  hon.  Members  could  make  up  their 
ninds  to  the  enormous  addition  to  the 
terrible  scandals  of  these  proceedings 
which  would  result  from  making  hus- 
band and  wife  come  into  the  box  and 
giTe  the  past  history  of  their  whole  lires 
frooi  their  own  lips,  tbe  House  would 
of  course  pass  this  clause ;  but  if  so,  let 
Uiem  be  consistent,  and  let  not  the  eza- 
Biination  or  non*examination  depend  any 
lenger  upon  the  question  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings were  commenced  for  adultery  or 
for  cmelty.  This  would  only  be  adding  to 
the  exiating  anomaly,  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  clause  to  rectify.  He  should  cer- 
tainly Tote  against  the  clause  if  it  were 
not  idtered  so  as  to  make  such  witnesses 
compellable  as  well  as  competent  to  gire 
eTidence. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLT  said,  he  could 
not  eonsent  to  make  it  compulsory  upon 
bnaband  or  wife  to  give  e?idence  as  to 
tbeir  own  adultery.  The  learned  Judge 
of  the  Court  also  strongly  objected  to  it. 
It  was  true  that  adultery  was  not  an  in* 
dictable  offence,  but  it  was  a  crime ;  and 
it  was  a  well-known  maxim  of  our  law  that 
no  person,  whether  in  criminal  proceedings 
or  in  giMiti-criminal  proceedings,  could  be 
compelled  to  giro  evidence  against  him* 
self.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
should  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  clause  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  should 
propose  a  proviso,  which  would  perhaps 
iesaen  the  difficulties  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral.    It  was  as  follows : — 

"  Provided  alwayi  that  do  perBon  though  oom- 
petont  shall  be  oompellable  to  be  called  as  a  wit- 
less on  any  iraae  which  raises  the  question 
whether  such  person  shall  be  guilty  of  adultery." 

Ms.  HUNT  said,  he  rose  to  ask  for  an 
explanation.  If  a  husband  or  wife  pre- 
■ented  himself  or  herself  as  a  witness,  were 
ibey  to  be  subjected  to  cross-examination 
on  points  tending  to  criminate  themselves? 

Sin  FITZROT  KELLT.  said,  that  if 
they  offered  themselves  as  witnesses  they 
voold  then  open  the  door  to  cross-examina- 
tioD  to  any  extent. 

Mb.  hunt  :  Would  they  be  compelled 
to  answer  questions  to  criminate  them- 
lolvea  f 

SiA  FITZROT  KELLT  :  Undoubtedly. 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  he  approved  of  the 
proviso,  but  could  not  support  the  clause. 
The  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  had  bet- 


ter keep  them  separate,  and  then,  if  ony 
clauses  at  all  were  left  in  the  Bill  when  it 
came  out  of  Committee,  he  would  vote  for 
it. 

Mr.  SELWTN  moved  the  omission  of 
the  clause.  He  need  add  nothing  to  what 
the  Attorney  General  had  said  as  to  its 
adding  greatly  to  the  enormous  scandals 
which  attached  to  these  proceedings  ;  and 
he  could  not  be  a  consenting  party  to  any- 
thing which  would  increase  those  evils. 
He  admitted  that  great  weight  was  doe  to 
the  views  of  the  learned  Judge  of  the  Di- 
vorce Court  (Sir  James  Wilde) ;  but  in 
such  a  matter  as  this  he  felt  bound,  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  not  to  surrender 
his  own  judgment  even  to  the  opinion  of 
one  for  whom  he  entertained  so  much 
respect. 

Mr.  ma  LIN  S  said,  that  with  respect 
to  this  being  only  a  permissive  clause  its 
effect  would  be  the  same  as  if  it  were  com- 
pellable. A  person  accused  might  or  might 
not  tender  themselves  to  give  evidence ; 
but  if  they  did  not,  what  would  be  said  by 
the  learned  counsel  on  the  other  side  ? 
Would  not  absence  from  the  witness-box 
be  held  to  be  a  direct  admission  of  guilt  ? 
He  had  opposed  the  creation  of  this  court 
from  the  first ;  and  he  deplored  its  ex- 
istence now  as  one  of  the  greatest  public 
calamities  of  the  country.  He  would  con- 
sent to  nothing  which  would  increase  and 
aggravate  the  evils  arising  from  it,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  vote  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  he  felt  some  dif- 
ficulty as  a  layman  in  offering  an  opinion 
on  a  subject  of  that  kind  ;  but  he  must 
take  leave  to  say  that  he  thought  the 
arguments  urged  against  the  clause  were 
by  no  means  satisfactory.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friends,  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Sel- 
wyn),  had  spoken  in  very  strong  terms — 
although  in  terms,  no  doubt,  which  were 
not  stronger  than  were  deserved— -of  the 
gross  scandal  to  public  morals  to  which 
divorce  cases  gave  rise.  But  in  a  question 
of  that  nature  what  they  had  to  look  to 
was  not  whether  more  or  less  scandal  or 
disgrace  would  be  produced  by  the  opera- 
tion of  that  clause,  but  whether  or  not  it 
would  facilitate  the  ends  of  justice  by 
eliciting  the  truth,  and  so  tend  to  prevent 
innocent  persons  from  suffering  cruelty 
and  wrong.  These  divorce  cases  were  in 
themselves  scandals,  that  was  an  evil  in- 
herent in  their  very  nature,  and  it  could 
not  be  helped.  But  if  the  effect  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly's) 
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clauBo  would  be  to  assist  in  promoting  the 
interests  of  justice,  that,  and  that  alone, 
would  be  his  reason  for  supporting  it. 

Clause  negatived. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  after 
the  opinion  just  expressed  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  first  and  second  clauses  of 
the  Bill  he  thought  it  would  be  an  act  of 
disrespect  on  his  part  towards  the  majority 
if  he  were  to  proceed  any  further  with  the 
measure. 

House  resumed, 
[No  Keport.] 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
CONTINUANCE.— LEAVE. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [I2th  June],  <'That 
leafo  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  con- 
tinue and  amend  '  The  Peace  Preservation 
(Ireland)  Act,  1856."' —  (/Sir  Bobert 
Peel) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  that  he  must  oppose 
this  Bill  as  ho  had  opposed  the  original 
Act  when  it  was  brought  iu.  A  Return 
for  which  lie  had  moved  some  years  ago 
showed  that  the  counties  and  baronies  in 
Ireland  were  proclaimed  upon  the  most 
ridiculous  and  frivolous  pretexts.  Cork, 
for  instance,  was  proclaimed,  not  because 
of  any  crime  or  outrage  which  had  been 
committed,  but  on  a  charge  of  disaffection, 
in  the  year  1848.  The  fact  that  peace 
and  tranquillity  were  observable  through- 
out the  county  rendered  the  renewal  of 
the  Act  perfectly  unnecessary.  When  a 
barony  in  Ireland  was  proclaimed  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  no  person  was 
allowed  to  carry  a  gun  without  a  licence, 
and  it  was  an  easy  thing  for  any  person 
to  make  a  representation  to  the  authorities 
that  an  outrage  had  been  perpetrated,  in 
order  that  a  proclamation  might  be  issued. 
The  Chief  Secretary  must  have  seen  that 
persecutions  had  taken  place  under  the 
Act.  In  order  to  show  the  tyranny  which 
had  been  practised  under  its  provisions  he 
might  instance  one  or  two  cases  which  had 
occurred.  In  Tipperary  a  young  lad  pos- 
sessed a  toy  dagger  of  the  most  harmless 
description,  but  his  possession  of  this  dan- 
gerous weapon  having  become  known  to 
the  police  they  entered  the  house  in  which 
he  lived  and  arrested  him,  and  the  boy 

Jfr.  Walter 


was  subsequently  sentenced  to  a  severe 
term  of  imprisonment.  A  short  time  since, 
in  the  same  county,  a  man  who  bad  been 
to  a  fair  and  had  become  intoxicated  was 
arrested.  Four  percussion  caps  were  found 
in  his  pocket,  and  he  was  sentenced  to  s 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  laboor 
on  the  charge  of  being  in  possession  of 
munitions  of  war — the  lawyer  by  whom 
he  was  sentenced,  and  who  acted  in  the 
absence  of  the  barrister  of  the  county, 
sapiently  remarking  that  percussion  caps 
were  necessary  for  the  use  of  fire-arms. 
In  another  case  two  boys  taking  part  in 
the  theatrical  representation  of  Douglas 
were  engaged  in  a  mimic  combat  with  old 
foils,  when  a  sub-Inspector  of  police  rushed 
upon  the  stage  and  took  them  into  custody. 
The  two  lads  were  dragged  through  the 
streets  and  detained  in  prison  during  tbe 
night.  No  murder  had  taken  place  for  s 
considerable  time  in  the  country,  and  i( 
would  be  a  graceful  act  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw  this 
Motion,  and  to  leave  the  act  to  drop,  at 
least  for  this  year. 

Mb.  SGULLT  said,  he  had  always  op- 
posed these  Algerine    Acts   for  Ireland. 
Such  a  thing  would  not  be  tolerated  for 
one  moment  in  England.     The  Bill  wu 
entitled,  "An  Act  to  continue  and  amend 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act,"  a  complete 
misnomer.     He  should  like  to  know  what 
amendments  would  be  introduced  by  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland?      Tipperary    was 
always  under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act. 
During  the  garrotting  times  in  London  he 
found  it  necessary  to  provide  himself  with 
a  weapon,  hut  when  he  went  to  Tipperary 
he  was  in  danger  of  being  arrested  by  an 
oflScious  policeman  for  carrying  weapons  in 
a  proclaimed    district    without    having  a 
licence,  so  he  got  a  licence — a  document 
printed  in  red  ink — a   sanguinary  affair, 
giving  him  leave  to  carry   one  gun  and 
two  pistols.     But  this  did  not  prevent  bad 
characters  having  arms,  and  if  a  Member 
of  Parliament  passed    through  Tipperary 
with  a  fowling-piece  and  stopped  at  Goolds* 
Gross  Station   he  would    be   liable  to  be 
arrested.     Lord  Lisniore,  the  lord- lieuten- 
ant of   the  county,  happened  to  send  his 
gun  by  his  servant    to  the  gunsmith  for 
repairs,  and   the    policeman   finding   him 
with  a  gun  in  a  proclaimed   diatrict  — it 
was  the  town  of  Nenagh — brought  him  be- 
fore the  magistrates.     And  sometimes  it 
was  difficult  to  get  a  licence  ;  the  landlord, 
of  one  of  the  police  barracks,  who  was  ^ 
tenant  of  his,  applied  to  the  reiident  ma—* 
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gistimte  for  leare  to  carry  arms,  and  he 
iraa  refused  oa  the  ground  that  they  were 
ill  thieTOB  in  that  district.  And  in  this 
Bill  ao  arhitary  power  was  giten  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  impose  taxation  in  any 
lutrict  which  was  proclaimed  a  most  oh- 
jeetionahle  thing. 

Mb.  M'MAHON  said,  he  hoped  it  was 
by  accident  that  the  Bill  was  not  brought 
forward  at  an  early  hour,  when  English 
If  embers  could  see  the  nature  of  it.  No 
saeh  law  as  this  was  ever  thought  of  for 
England  or  Scotland  :  and  there  was  no 
pretence  for  it  in  Ireland  where  there  had 
neen  no  recent  agrarium  outrages.  The 
Peace  Preservation  Act  had  been  made  a 
Bonree  of  great  oppression  and  injustice. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would  I 
itate  to  the  House  clearly  the  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  Bill,  and  what  clauses 
be  considered  it  imperative  to  pass. 

Mr.  LANIQAN  said,  he  must  deny  that 
Ireland  was  in  a  state  to  require  the  re- 
newal of  this  Act.  The  gaols  were  almost 
empCy.  At  the  last  assises  in  the  North 
Rioing  of  Tipperary  the  grand  jury  dis- 
posed of  the  business  in  about  an  hour ; 
and  the  judge  who  presided  got  rid  of  all 
tke  criminal  cases  in  about  six  hours.  He 
hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  KER  said,  he  objected  to  Bills  of 
thia  nature,  which  were  only  intended  to 
iraet  cases  of  disturbance  and  agrarian 
outrage. 

Sib   PATRICK   O'BRIEN  said,  that 

the  charges  delivered  by  the  Judges  during 

tbe  last  two  or  three  years  showed  that 

ibere  was  no  necessity  for  any  such  mea- 

Nre  as  this.     Instances  had  occurred  in 

•Iflsost  efery  county  in  Ireland  in  which, 

vtthont  its  being  so  intended,  these  Acts 

hd  operated  oppressively,  and  he,  there- 

bre,  trusted  that,  under  existing  circum- 

itaaces,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not 

^sk  it  necessary  to  press  this  Bill.      The 

lUte  of  the  county  which  he  represented 

^  conclusive  against  the  necessity  for 

Mcb  a  measure,  and  the  opinion  of  Irish 

^bers  was  decidedly  against  it. 

8ia  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  was  quite 
1^7  to  admit  ihhi  the  state  of  the  country 
^  ^^^  improved  from  what  it  was  in 
lo60.  He  believed  that  Tipperary  was  as 
P^tceful  and  as  quiet  as  the  streets  of 
^^.  Still  there  were  certain  districts 
*^ieh  were  considered  dangerous  and  which 
^  been  proclaimed.  In  conjunction  with 
^  tnthorities  at  the  Irish  Office  he  had 
P^  earefnlly  through  the  proclaimed  list, 
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and  with  respect  to  certain  districts  of  Ar- 
magh, to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford had  referred,  it  was  true  they  were 
proclaimed,  but  the  proclamation  had  been 
withdrawn,  and  no  part  of   Armagh  was 
now  proclaimed.     The  same  might  be  said 
of  the  counties  of  Wicklow  and  Wexford. 
There  was  a  proclamation  in  existence  since 
1861  for  some  part  of  the  county  Mayo, 
but  he  had  consulted  with  the  Irish  autho- 
rities, and  to-morrow  ho  proposed  to  write 
to  inform  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  there  was 
no  longer  any  necessity  to  continue  the 
proclamation   in   that    particular   barony. 
But  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  support 
him  in  giving  power  to  the  Government  of 
exercising  this  power  on  occasions  when  it 
might  be  necessary.     Certainly  there  were 
instances  in  which  the  Act  had  been  car- 
ried out  with  great  indiscretion,  especially 
where  some  young  men  were  interfered  with 
who  were  acting  the  part  of  Nerval.     It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  there  had 
been  any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
police,  who  had  exceeded   their  duty  and 
been  severely  rebuked.     Stories  were  cur- 
rent which  he  did  not  believe,  and  alarm 
existed  in  the  minds  of  some  persons  which 
he  did  not  share,  that  there  were  some 
persons  of  the  name  of  Fenians  who  were 
disaffected  to  the  Government,  and  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
have  the  power  of  exercising  this  power  of 
proclamation  when    necessary.      Parts  of 
the  counties  of  Antrim  and   Down  were 
proclaimed  in  consequence  of  the  disturb- 
ances at  Belfast,  and  there  the  measure 
was  not  taken  in  order  to  insult  the  inha- 
bitants, but  as  one  necessary  for  the  preser- 
vation of  peace  and  tranquility.   As  soon  as 
the  state  of  things  permitted  it  would  be 
revoked.    He  trusted,  therefore,  the  House 
would   support    the    Government  in   this 
matter.     The  measure  had  been  originally 
passed  in  1847,  and  had  been  in  force  for 
nearly  eighteen  years.     He  should  be  the 
last  man  in  the  House  to  get  up  and  support 
the  measure  if  he  thought  it  not  neces- 
sary for  Ireland.     In  this  country  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  necessary ;  but  everybody 
must  admit  there  was  great  difference  in 
the   circumstances  of  the  two   countries. 
This  power  had  always  been  exercised  in 
the  most  lenient  manner.     The  Act  would, 
if  this  renewal  Bill  were  passed,  continue 
for  two  years  longer,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
time  it  would  be  competent  for  any  hon. 
Members  who  might  be  then  in  Parliament 
to  oppose  or  support  the  Government  who 
might  ask  for  its  renewal.     But  meanwhile 
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he  thought  it  absolately  Decessary  to  place 
this  power  ia  the  hands  of  the  GoYernment, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  assent  to  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  trusted  that 
English  and  Scotch  Members  would  give 
the  Bill  some  further  consideration.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  admitted  that 
the  Bill  was  of  an  exceptional  character. 
No  substantial  reason  had  been  given  for 
its  introduction,  and  he  was  quite  certain 
that  it  would  not  be  tolerated  for  England. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  afforded  no  justification 
for  the  passing  of  such  a  penal  measure. 
Some  gentleman  connected  with  the  North 
of  Ireland  asked  for  the  Bill,  because  Ire- 
land was  filled  with  peace  and  contentment, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  it 
because  Ireland  had  vastly  improved,  and 
was  free  from  outrages.  Tipperary  was  as 
peaceful  as  London,  and  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  such  exceptional  legislation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  did 
not  believe  in  the  existence  of  the  Fenians, 
and  therefore  this  Bill  must  be  passed. 
Surely  the  House  would  not  support  this 
reasoning.  He  blushed  with  shame  when 
he  saw  Volunteers  parading  through  London 
while  they  were  not  permitted  in  Ireland. 
If  there  were  any  reason  for  this  Bill,  he 
(Mr.  Maguire)  would  readily  agree  to  it ; 
but  in  truth  there  was  none.  The  Go- 
vernment had  not  pursued  a  generous 
policy  towards  Ireland  ;  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  time  that  the}' did  so.  England 
would  not  bear  one-tenth  of  such  severity 
as  the  Bill  proposed  to  inflict  upon  Ireland 
which  was  now  in  a  state  of  permanent  tran- 
quility. The  wisest  policy  Government 
could  adopt  would  be  to  trust  the  people 
rather  than  to  exhibit  this  continual  dis- 
trust of  them.  He  was  aware  it  would  be 
absurd  as  well  as  factious  to  fight  the  Bill 
through  its  various  stages,  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  Members  who  opposed  it  to  take 
one  division  in  order  to  show  their  feeling 
upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  he  thought  that 
Government  would  be  very  unwise  if  they 
did  not  press  this  measure. 

Mr.  ESMONDE  said,  that  his  experi- 
ence was,  that  in  places  which  were  pro- 
claimed the  Government  did  not  carry  out 
the  law,  and  he  instanced  Belfast,  where, 
notwithstanding  the  locality  being  pro- 
claimed, there  were  a  great  number  of 
arms,  as  was  proved  by  the  firing  which 
took  place  during  the  recent  disturbance. 
He  should  vote  for  the  Bill  in  the  hope 

Sir  Sol  &rt  Peel 


that  the  Government  would  enforce  it  where 
necessary. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  would  yotefor 
the  Bill  if  it  were  necessary,  but  the  fact 
was  crime  in  Ireland  had  decreased.  He 
thought  that  at  all  events  the  Government 
should  give  them  some  distinct  assurance 
that  there  was  a  necessity  for  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  was  asked  to  agree  to  it.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  local  authorities 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  consulted  before 
he  framed  the  measure,  for  he  (Colonel 
Dunne)  had  never  heard  of  the  magistrates 
being  consulted  upon  the  matter,  and  if 
it  were  the  police  only  who  had  given  their 
opinion  he  must  say  that  he  should  dis- 
trust them.  Mere  stories  about  Fenians 
should  not  form  the  ground  of  penal  legis- 
lation. Nor  did  disapproval  of  the  acts 
of  the  Government  form  disloyalty. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  what  he 
had  stated  was  that  he  did  not  believe  in 
the  disaffection  of  the  Fenians,  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much;  neither  did  he 
believe  that  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  allow  of  an  insurrection 
being  attempted  either  by  that  or  aoj 
other  body  of  men. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said  he  tmsted 
that  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  this  Bill 
might  be  altogether  done  away  with,  bot 
thought  it  would  be  premature  to  permit  it 
to  drop  at  present,     when  all  disturbances 
in  Ireland  ceased  the  Bill  would  fall  to  the 
ground  of  itself.  Of  his  personal  knowledge 
he  could  state  that  the  local  magistrates 
had  been  consulted  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  regretted  that 
the   right   hon.    Baronet    had   not  given 
some  stronger  reasons  for  the  continuance 
of  this  anomalous  law.     He  (Mr.  Henlej) 
had  always  been  very  much  averse  to  the 
continuance  of  such  legislation,  espeeiallj 
in  face  of  the  fact  that  there  was  a  de* 
crease  of  crime  in  Ireland  in  proportion  to 
the  population.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
seemed  to  think  no  more  of  the  continu- 
ance of  this  legislation  than  of  blowing 
his   nose.      He    (Mr.   Henley),  howeveri 
thought  that  they  ought  to  know  the  pre- 
cise grounds  upon  which  it  was  proposed, 
and  why  the  Government  thought  that  th« 
common  law  of  the  land  was  not  sufficies^'t 
to  keep  the  peace  in  Ireland.  This  seem^^ 
at  first  sight  a  very  innocent  Bill,  but   ^o 
repeat  an  expression  which  had  been  uso^f 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  white  braia^/ 
in  it.     He  was  most  anxious  to  see  t\^^ 
same  laws  in  England  and  in  Ireland,  an^ 
he  repeated  that  before  they  proposed  siic^ 
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an  exeeptional  law  as  this  they  shoald  have 
a  ttatemeni  of  strong  grouuds  for  it. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  wishod  to 
refer  to  a  verj  peculiar  ciroumBtance  con- 
nected with  this  Bill — namely,  that  during 
the  last  Administration  of  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel  this  Bill  had  been  introduced 
and  rejected  by  a  large  majority,  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  turned  out.  Now  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  had  greatly  improved 
the  BiU  had  been  again  introduced.  It 
did  not  come  with  a  very  good  grace  from 
the  party  who  had  before  resisted  it. 

Qnestioo  put :  —  The  House  divided  : 
—Ayes  135  ;  Noes  43  :  Majority  92. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  Sir  Qeoboe  Gret,  and  Mr. 
LuKB  White. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC   OATH  BILL. 
[bILL  86.]      THIBD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  MONSELL,  in  moving  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  at  that  late  hour 
of  the  night  he  was  compelled  to  ask  the 
kind   indulgence  of  the  House  whilst  he 
made  some  brief  observations  in  reply  to 
the  objections  raised  against  the  present 
measure.      With  regard  to  the  objection 
•0  generally  made  that  this  Bill  ought  not 
lo  have  been  brought  in  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber* he  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  to  recollect 
that  this  Bill  was  not  one  to  impose  any 
new  oath  or  burden,  but  it  was  one  simply 
to  repeal  certain  clauses  in  the  existing 
oaUi  taken  by  Roman  Catholic  Members. 
He  hoped  if  the  measure  should  be  sue- 
eeeaful  that  it  would  lead  to  the  adoption 
of  one  uniform  oath  for  all.     Such  a  Bill, 
he  would  admit,  ought  to  be  brought  in  by 
the  Government ;  but  it  was  perfectly  fair 
that  those    who    complained    of    certain 
cUnses  of  an  oath  which  they  had  taken 
ibonld  make  their  complaint  to  the  House, 
sod,   if  it  were  well  founded,  that  their 
grievance  should  be  redressed.     But  the 
Ktl  point   to  which  he  wished   to  draw 
Attention  was  the  argument  used  by  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman   the    Member  for 
Boekinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  in  his  oppo- 
ttiioQ  to  the  measure  :  because  if  this  Bill 
should  fail  in  arriving  at  that  stage  when 
it  would  become  law,  such  failure  would  be 
<^viiig  to  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone. 
U  waathe  right  hon.  Gentleman  theMem- 
Wf(ff  Buckinghamshire  who  had  rallied  his 
fitfty  to  endeavoor  to  mutilate  the  Bill  in 
>U  progrees  throogh  Committee.    If,  then, 
tke  existing  oath  be  preserved  it  would  be 


owing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone. 
Now,  upon   what  grounds  did   the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    oppose    the    measure  ? 
Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  oath  was  of  no  use  at  all — that  the 
Protestant  feeling  was    so  strong  in  the 
country.     ["Order,    order!"]     He    (Mr. 
Monsell)  believed  that  he  was  perfectly  in 
order  in  alluding  to  the  statements  made 
upon  this  question  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
['*  Order!"]     He  (Mr.  Monsell)  asserted 
that  he   was  in  order.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Protestant  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  were  so  strong  that 
the  oath  was  of  no  use  at  all — that  it  was 
a  mere  sentimental  grievance  on  the  part 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members,  and  that 
it  was  better  for  them  to  allow  the  oath  to 
remain  as  it  was.     Well,  he  (Mr.  Monsell) 
wished  to  ask  whether  it  could  be  a  senti- 
mental feeling  on  his  own  part  when  he 
declared  that  he  felt  deeply  the  grievance 
of  being  obliged  to  take  that  oath.     He 
believed,  from  Arundel  Castle  down  to  the 
humblest  habitation  in  which  lived  a  Ro- 
man  Catholic  town  councillor,  that  oath 
was  looked  upon  as  a  grievance  and  an 
insult  by  him  who  was  compelled  to  take 
it.     The   right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men the  Members  for  the   University  of 
Dublin  and  Belfast  (Mr.  Whiteside  and  Sir 
Hugh  Cairns)  said  the  oath  was  perfectly 
clear  and  simple,  but  Lord  Althorp,  Lord 
Campbell,   and  Sir  Robert  Peel   entirely 
differed  from  them.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Belfast  quoted 
Mr.  Sergeant  Shoe's  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  meaning  of  this  oath,  and  said 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  it.     Now,  the 
fact  in  connection  with  that  statement  was, 
that  immediately  after  he  had  made  it — 
which  he  did  in  a  note  attached  to  a  pam- 
phlet pnblishing  his  speech — Mr.  Napier, 
the   then   Solicitor   General  for   Ireland, 
stated  in  that  House  that  by  the  course  ho 
had  taken  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Shoe)  had  bro- 
ken the  oath.  Mr.  Napior,  therefore,  charged 
Mr.  Sergeant  Shoe  on  that  occasion  with 
perjury.    Was  not  an  oath,  therefore,  that 
could  be  interpreted  one  way  by  one  gen- 
tleman and  another  way  by  another,  am- 
biguous and  a  grievance  to  every  honour- 
able man  who  was  called  upon  to  take  it  ? 
It  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield)  was  not  obliged  to  take  it, 
but  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  was.    The  other  day, 
in  looking  over  some  petitions,  he  found 
that  an    admirable    one    had    been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  by  ibe  Ck>mm\uA»tAx% 
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of  Supply  of  Aberdeen  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  Immediately  following  it  was  one 
from  the  congregation  of  Baptists,  against 
the  Lahore  bishopric,  signed  bj  2,000 
persons,  in  which  they  said  they  were  op- 
posed on  principle  to  any  Church  estab- 
lished by  law,  as  being  unjust  and  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  of  the  nation. 
They  (the  Baptists)  were  not  required  to 
take  this  oath,  but  they  required  those  who 
had  no  such  feelings  with  regard  to  the 
Established  Church  to  do  so.  Was  that, 
he  asked,  just  ?  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
constitutional  part  of  the  question,  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  impose  it  as 
a  check  on  the  legisIatiTO  action  of  Roman 
Catholic  Members.  Was  it,  therefore, 
constitutional,  or  was  there  any  other 
instance  in  which  such  a  restriction  was 
imposed?  The  object  of  tests  was  to 
exclude  persons  holding  opinions  consi- 
dered objectionable.  In  1675  an  attempt 
was  made  to  limit  the  legislative  action  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  a  Bill  passed 
the  House  of  Lords,  after  seventeen  days' 
discussion,  which  contained  an  oath  which 
required  Members  to  swear  that  they  would 
not  in  any  way  alter  the  constitution  of 
Church  and  State,  but  it  was  thrown  out 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  The  Parlia- 
ment of  Scotland  in  1681  passed  a  similar 
Bill,  which  the  Earl  of  Argyle  refused  to 
take  without  giving  an  explanation  of  his 
meaning  of  that  oath,  and  he  was  tried 
for  high  treason,  and  although  ho  escaped 
at  the  time,  was  afterwards  executed  for 
that  crime.  That  he  believed  was  the 
only  instance  where  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  interfered  with  in  his  legis- 
lative action,  and  it  became  the  occasion 
of  a  foul  and  abominable  crime.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think  that 
he  was  asking  anything  unreasonable  when 
he  asked  the  House  to  abolish  the  present 
form  of  oath,  and  he  contended  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, who  was  the  most  powerful 
opponent  of  the  Bill,  had  not  adduced  any 
reason  why  the  oath  should  be  retained. 
It  would  be  much  better  for  them  to  have 
confidence  in  each  other,  and  act  together 
in  union.  He  thanked  the  House  for  the 
support  they  had  given  to  the  measure  in 
that  House,  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
it  would  meet  with  the  same  success  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  institu- 
tions of  the  country  would  in  no  degree 
suffer  by  such  an  act  of  generosity.  It 
would  confirm  and  strengthen  them  in  the 
affections  of  the  people,  more  than  all  the 
oaths  the  ingenuity  of  man  could  frame. 

Jfr.  Monsell 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  thurd  time." 
-*(lfr.  MonseU,) 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  invariably  represented  the 
oath  as  a  case  of  grievance,  and  complained 
I  that  its  words  were  vague,  obscure,  and 
^  ambiguous.  But  the  words  were  identical 
with  those  which  were  sent  by  the  Catholic 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Sir  Robert  Peel«  and  they  were 
drawn  up  by  those  ecclesiastics  in  order  to 
induce  the  Government  and  Parliament 
to  consent  to  the  passing  of  the  Emancipa- 
tion Bill.  The  instructions  given  to  those 
who  drew  up  the  Emancipation  Act  were 
to  throw  aside  everything  that  was  offen- 
sive, and  to  frame  such  an  oath  as  the 
whole  body  of  Roman  Catholics  could  take. 
In  1821,  when  Mr.  Plunket  endeavoured 
to  frame  an  oath  for  all  Members  he  failed, 
because  the  Vicar- General  of  the  Midland 
District  told  him  that  he  bad  misunder- 
stood the  principles  of  his  (the  Romsa 
Catholic)  Church.  Accordingly,  in  1829, 
an  oath  was  framed  which  was  volontariij 
taken  and  welcomed  with  acclamation  hj 
Roman  Catholics,  and  was  now,  after  they 
had  obtained  by  it  all  they  required,  disco- 
vered to  be  a  grievance. 

Mr.  WHALLET  said,  he  did  not  ask 
the  House  to  reconsider  their  decision ;  but 
he  wished  to  remind  them  that  this  oath 
formed  only  one  part  of  the  protection  to 
Protestantism  which,  as  was  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke,  was 
stipulated  for  and  agreed  upon  when  the 
concession  to  the  Roman  Catholics  was 
made  in  1829.  Another  portion  was  that 
certain  institutions  of  the  Romish  Church, 
the  order  of  Jesuits,  should  not  be  allowed 
in  this  country  without  registration  ;  bat, 
from  returns  which  he  held  in  his  band,  it 
appeared  that  the  latter  stipulation  had 
been  altogether  disregarded.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  enforce  the  law,  and  there 
were  now  no  less  than  seventy  of  these  in- 
stitutions  in  the  country,  illegal  because 
unregistered.  He  thought  that  the  Go* 
vernment  ought  to  be  called  on  to  enforce 
the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1829  which  con- 
tained what  were  regarded  as  protections 
to  the  Protestant  Church. 

Mr.    NEWDEGATE  said,    the    rigbi 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Limerie 
(Mr.  Monsell)  asked  a  pertinent  question 
of  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  tfc»^ 
House — namely,  why  did  they  not  insi^'t 
on   the   Nonconformists  taking  an    oa^^ 
similar  to  that  demanded  by  the  existing 
law  of  Roman  Catholic  Memben  of  tha^ 
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EoiiU>     If  the  right  boa.  Geotleman  had  adTOcated  the  reitorition  of  the  temporal 

read  the  pastoral  isiued  only  that  morning  power  of  the  Pope  by  force,  justified  the 

bj  Dr.  Manning  he  must  have  perceired  coercion  of  thoie  nhodieseoted  from  Rome, 

tbftt  the  qneatioQ  which  had  ari«en  between  justified  the  intolerance  which  characterized 

tho    great    body   of    Proteitanta   in  this  the    laws  of  Spnin  ;  and  all  he  wrote  in 

flonntry  uid  the  Roman   Catholie  priest-  coiiclueion,  by  way  of  eicnae,  was  that, 

hood,    WM   not   a    qneelion   which  could  under  eiiatin^'  circumstances,  it  would  be 

Ktita  with  regard  to  the  NoncanformislB.  unsafe  to  attempt    such    coercion  in  this 

The  Nonconform  is  ti  had  no  foreign  con-  country.      Under  these    circumstances  he 

naetion.     The  Nonconformists  of  the  ad-  thought  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  could 

Tanced  school  objected  to  all  established  not  he  surprised  that  a  large  minority  of 

diDrebes ;  tbey  did  not  seek  establishment  that  House   adhered  to  the  course  which 

for  thdr  various  religious  opinions  in  the  hnd   been  theretofore  the  course  of  the 

ordioftrj  seoBS  of  that  term.     But  it  was  majority — a  course,  which  had  been  en- 

obvioDS  that  the  highest  authorities  of  the  forced    by   the    majority   eren    when   the 

Bwnan  Catholie  priesthood  contemplated  measure  contemplated    other    objects    as 

the  ra- establishment  of  the  Roman  Church  well  as  those  of  the  present  Bill,  and  was 

in  this  country   as  a  rJTa]  establishment  proposed  by  the  Government.    He  trusted 

Bompeting  with  and  endearouring  to  sup-  that  he  might  thereafter  meet  with    the 

Jilaat  the  Church  of  England  ;  and  there-  indulgence  of  the  House  in  the  perFomi- 

ors  it  was    only   right   that   the  House  ance  of  that  which  he  believed  to  be  his 

■hoold    require   a    declaration  from   Ko-  duty,  inspired  by  no  spirit  of  intoleranoe, 

nan    Catholic    Uembers    that,    in    seek-  but  acting,  as  be  believed,   in    the  inte- 

ing    to  establish  the  Church    of    Rome,  rests,  not  only  of  the  Protestant,  but  of 

they  would  not  dis-establish  the  Church  the    Roman    Catholic    Uembers   of   the 

of  England.      He  agreed  with  the  right  House. 

boD.    Hetnber    for    Limerick,   though  for  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

a    different   reason    than    the    one  friven  „.,,        .  „„        ,            , 

bj  Un  (Mr.  M.n,.ll).  tl.l  the  gnnnd.  »"  '•**  '  >  "J  J<««* 

irb,?',^?-BaX„£'|r°I>t  HK00.0  OP  .2;- <;--.««.■ 

laali)  for  oppoaiog  tie  Eom.n   CithoBo  I""-  "Sl-MJ^^HCOMMITTEE. 

Oath  Bill  wera  totally  insuffioieot.    The  Bill  eomidtred  in  Committee. 

diwnaaioiiB  io  that  Hoiue  for  jears  had  (Jn  the  Committee.) 

■hewn  that  theie  were  m.nj  groeod.  for  g|„„,,  53  ,jjj„,^  ,„  j,  man.ged  bj 

He  mamtenaoee  of  the  I^>man  Calhohe  ^„„j„  0  j„^  „,  „„  C„„, 

«lh.   .hieh   .ere    oot  ad.erted    to   hj  j,,  SODLLT  ..Id,  he  wi.hed  that  the 

ft.  nght  hoo    Memher  for  Book..      Io  ,„,  ;„   ,,^,„j  ,,„„„  „„  „„.j  ,h„, 

lS?i_?,"''L..'°fii,  "•'•,"".'';:';  ioEoglaod,  aod  ho  h.gged  10  propo™  an 

'^'tS*''  'S"^  °'"'  tT'"  in  ?"  AmeoJmeot  to  that  effect. 

s::.,tir  nt.  "L^^'ntl'.'  'zl'";  .  ««•  whiteside  .^d.  h.  .h.«gh, 


•  at    the  great  progress  T.a..ui.  u»» 

made  towards    the  re-establishment        Clause  agreed  U 


«f  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  this       Mb.  WHITESIDE  moved  the  following 

tooatry ;    but  he  asked  the  right  hon.  clause : — 

Hsmber  whether,  in  the  circumstances  of      "  That  bd?  person  who  has  obtained  from  the 

At  day,   or    in   the    documents   recently  Conunluionsri  for  tbe  sale  of  loeumtwred   Es- 

i"«ed   by    the    Papacy    to   the    autbori-  tatei  In  IrolaniJ  or  from  the  LaDded  E»tatoi  Court 

li«   of    the  Roman    Church,    there  was  ^""r"^  "  ^''"l""™/',!!'^!^  «e°rv1^i 

.....  ,  .,..!..  hereafter  obtain  tlio  ume,  roar  appi;,  every  nvo 

ttjthlng   to   show   that   the  maintenance  ^j  .ummarj  petition,  .npported  by  >uah 

Ntha  terms  of  the  oath  was  less   desir-  evidenos  aa  the  Court  shall  require,  to  be  declared 

iNs  now   than    formerly  ?      It   appeared  the  owner,  with  regiitrj  of  indefeasible  Utle  as 

to  bim  (Kr.  Newdegate)  that  there  were  originiilj  granted  bjr  the  Court :  and  upon  ^ 

nu».   _k_    .k-    T»„ \.    i^.tk..!:.    !.;►-  declsration  of  the  Court,  granted  and  registered 

»**S  why    the    Roman    Catholic    laity  ^^  recorded  a*  maj  be  required  by  law.  the  person 

»«lld  act  wisely   if  they  were  to  support  named  therein  shall  be  deemed  owner  as  daolared 

*••  SOntinnaiWe  of  the  oath,  having  before  to   .ll   intents   and   purposes  ;    suoh   doolaration 

"tir  eyes  the  examples   of   France  and  shall  not  he  chargeable  with  tbe  percentage  doty 

lUj.    Only    that  day    ha  had  read    in  P™vided  hy  the  Act." 

t«  JitMim  Bmao  an  artiele  on  the  recent  He  said  the  clause  would  be  very  beneficial 

*"«!dieal  letter  of  tlie  Pope.    Tbe  writer  to  landed  proprieton  in  lt«k<aA. 


3S1         SrJtiUium  ofifmialunt        jIORDS) 

The  attorney  GENERAL    i  " 
he  mmi  decline  to  aooept  the  elanBe. 

Ur.  WHITESIDE  »id,  he  legn 
the  determinetioii  of  the  Attornej  Gem 
but  he  had  the  latiifaction  of  haTiDg  < 
bia  duty  in  propoiing  tbe  clauie. 

Clause  negatived. 

HoDie  returned. 


at  XtHiingtoii. 


Bill  reported,  with  Amendment!  ; 
tmended,  to  be  considereil  on  J/bi 
next,  mi  to  be  printed.    [Bill  217.] 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  ESPENDITURI 
COialllTEB. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Claeence  Page 

1.  Seioived,  Tbit  tha  Eipeaditura  inoam 
otrtain  Uttj  Serrices  in  the  jtar  ended  the 
di7  of  Maroh  1864,  hu  fallen  ehort  of  the 
appropriated  to  thow  SsrTUWt  b7  tbe  in 
£194,360  3«.  U. :  and  that  the  Eiponditure  i 
bu  been  inoaired  for  certain  other  NaT;  Sen 
and  not  proTided  for  in  the  lamt  appropriat 
tboae  Ser>ioe>  for  the  uuno  jmr,  bu  amoi 
to  the  mm  of  £298,009  3(.  Bd. 

3,  Seioived,  That  the  laid  Eipenditan 
NarjSerTioei  oaprovided  fbraaaforeiaid.ami 
ing  to  £393,009  3t,  6d.,  has  been  temponril 
frayed,  under  the  aatbonlr  of  the  Commiuii 
of  Her  Majettj*!  Treaanrj,  oat  of  the  Sarp 
whioh  hare  ariien,  m  aforesaid,  npon  other 
tor  Mavj  Ssrricet,  amoanting  to  £194,360  3, 

3.  Ruolvtd,  That  tbe  appUoation  of  lo  i 
of  the  uld  Saipluiei  be  lanotioDed. 

Reaolutioni  agreed  to. 
On  Motion  of  Tbe  Uarquesa  of  H 
nSTOir, 

4.  Seioived,  That  tbe  Expenditure  inenm 
«ertain  Armjr  Seriice*  in  the  jear  ended  the 
day  of  March  1864,  hiu  fallen  abort  of  the 
appropriated  to  those  Soriieei  bj  the  tu: 
£T8n,aTS  ni.  id.,  and  that  the  Eipenil 
whioh  bn>  been  inourred  for  certain  other  i 
Senieei,  and  not  proiided  for  in  the  luma  a; 
priated  to  tboia  Servieei  for  the  lame  jear 
•monnted  to  tbe  ram  of  £310,381  lli.lOd. 

5.  Reiolved,  That  the  aaid  Expenditun 
Armjr  Servioei  unprorided  for,  •■  afon 
■monnting  to  £910,381  11«.  lOif,,  hu  been 
porarilf  defrajed,  under  the  authoritf  orthe  I 
iniuioneri  of  Her  Majeitj'i  Treaiarj',  out  o 
Surpluaee  which  have  ariiea,  ai  aforeuid, 
other  Totei  for  Annj  SerTioei,  amountin 
£7B9,aia  13f.  9fl. 

fl,  Beialved,  That  the  application  of  m>  mu 
the  laid  Snrpluiee  be  Mnolioned. 

RoBolutiotia  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Rewlation*  to  be  reported  To-mor\ 


THEATRES,  *o.  BILL-[BiiJi  M.] 

BXCOXD  BKAsnra.     adjoukxed  dbbati. 

Order  for  rentmiDg  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [13th  June]  read. 

Ur.  LOCKE  Mid,  he  wonld  name  Ifon* 
daj  far  tbe  reinmption  of  the  debate. 

ViBOOinrr  GALWAT  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
tbe  measure.  He  had  made  bis  speech, 
and  he  ought  to  be  satisfied,  and  not  give 
Members  the  trouble  of  coming  down  to 
the  House  to  oppose  it,  beoause  he  had  no 
earthlj  chance  of  carrying  it  this  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjouraed 
till  Mondaj  next." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not 
present ;  House  coanted,  and  40  Uem- 
bers  not  being  present. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
IHday,  June  16,   186S. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sat  Firt  in  ParfiaHtenl  —  Hm 
Lord  Aehbnrton,  after  the  Death  of  hia  Bnttar. 

PiiBLtc  BiLU — Firil  Readinp — Admiral^  AM 
Repea1"(ies):  Admiralty  Powen  *o.'(lM): 
Dookjard  Porta  Regulation' (167)  :  Contta- 
hularj  Foraellretand)  Act  Amendment*  (Its); 
NaT;  BDd  MaHnei  (Will*)*  (l«g):  Room* 
Catholio  Oath"  (170). 

StUet  CommiOM— On  Mortgage  Debenturet,  Eail 
Belmore,    Earl    Grey,    and    Lord   Hadesdik 

ii^Mrf— LocomotiTe*  on  B«ade*(184). 

Ctnnnn'fMe— Union  Chu-gnbility  (193);  Doek' 
jard  Eitenaioni  *  (143)  ;  Drainagv  and  !■»• 
proiement  of  Lnnda  Act*  (Irriaod)  Amaad- 
m«nt*(llT}:  Drainage  and  Improvement' of 
Lnnda  (Ireland)  (Provtiional  Order  Conflma- 
tion)(No.  3)»  (14T). 

iieperi  —  Dockyard  Eitenriona  ■  (14S) :  Draia- 
age  and  ImproTcment  of  Lnndi  Acta  (Irelaad) 
Amendment'  (117);  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment  of  Lands  (Ireland')  (ProTiilonal  Order 
Conflrmation)  (No.  2)  •  (147). 

Third  Seading  —  Dogs   RegnlaltoD   (IrebDd)' 

(139);    MiliUa  Ballo'-  " "      — -■=- 

Pay  ',  and  polled. 


EXHIBITION    OF    MINIATURES    AT 
KENSINGTON— ftUESTlON. 

Ea£l  STANHOPE  eaid,  he  wished  t« 
coll  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl  ibe 
Lord  Preaident  to  the  general  complaint  ct 
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the  ekorbitanoy  of  the  Bum  of  5$,  each 
fixed  for  the  price  of  the  catalogaes  pro- 
Tided  for  Tiaitors  to  this  esdiibition. 
He  thought  the  sum  of  5«.  was  unneces- 
mxUj  high,  or  at  all  events  that  another 
edition  might  be  provided  at  the  cost  of 
St.  6^.  each.  He  was  sore  that  his  noble 
Friend,  whose  liberal  feelings  in  these 
matters  were  well  known,  would  be  ready 
to  adopt  any  step  tending  to  increase  the 
popularity  of  this  exhibition,  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  price  of  the  cata- 
logoes  were  reduced  a  much  larger  number 
of  persons  would  be  induced  to  visit  the 

exhibition.      

Eabl  GRANYILLE  said,  he  would  be 
extremely  glad  to  see  this  exhibition  ren- 
dered as  popular  as  possible,  but  he  felt 
bound  to  say  that  it  had  been  found  neces- 
■ary  to  fix  the  price  of  the  catalogue  at 
5#.  in  order  to  insure,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  defrayal  of  the  expenses,  and  to  pre- 
Tent  having  recourse  to  other  sources  to 
meet  the  necessary  charges. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE  PAPERS. 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  said,  he  regretted 
the  absence  of   his  noble   Friend  (Earl 
RuaselJ),  as  he  wished  to. urge  strongly 
upon  huD.  the  early  production  of  the  slave 
mde  papers.    These  only  came  down  to 
Deoembco',   1864,  while  much  of  impor- 
tmoe  had  occurred  since  this  period.    The 
dave  trade  of  Cuba  had  increased  in  the 
moat  firightful  manner,   notwithstanding 
the  repeated  promises  and  contracts  of 
Spain.     Her  conduct,  indeed,  was  detest- 
ime  and  disgraceful.    She  had  concluded 
a  treaty  witii  us  many  years  ago  for  its 
ibolition  on  receiving  a  large  sum  as  com- 
peiaation  for  any  possible  loss  she  might 
Rstnn.    He  could  not  say  that  treat]r  re- 
ludned  unexecuted,  for  she  had  received 
the  money,  but  not  performed  her  obliga- 
tMns.   Instead  of  mi^ng  a  law  (as  she  had 
fionuBed) making  slave  trade  piracy  (which 
^  could  not  do  regularly  without  the 
Ittflral  concurrence  of  nations),  she  had 
ttide  flimsy  proclamations  and  mock  laws, 
yUle  the  infernal  traffic  went  on  increas- 
ing.   The  difficulties  lay  both  in  Cuba  and 
ft  Kadrid.     In  Cuba  Earl  Russell  declared 
^  a  despatch  last  year   that  all  ranks, 
^  the. highest,  without  any  exception, 
^ete  in  a  state  of  demoralization  and  cor- 
'^ption  as  regards  slavery  and  the  traffic ; 
P^d  at  Madrid,  when  a  noble  had  fallen 
^to  distreaa  he  was  sent  out  as  governor 


to  Cuba  to  restore  his  fortunes ;  and  some 
had  actually  made  £100,000  or  £150,000 
in  a  year  from  the  bribes  of  the  slave 
traders.  One  was  a  great  exception. 
General  Dulce,  who  honestly  and  strongly 
enforced  the  law  against  the  abominable 
traffic.  He  had  not  been  supported  at 
Madrid,  however,  and  a  person  bearing, 
he  grieved  to  say,  the  honoured  name  of 
Arguelle8,[,had  grossly  libelled  him  because 
he  would  not  overlook  his  slave  trade  deal- 
ings. This  man  had  been  tried  and  dis- 
graced, and  sentenced  for  his  misconduct, 
but  the  sentence  was  not  executed  upon 
him.  The  conduct  of  Spain  was  disgrace- 
ful, and  he  conceived  that  the  true  remedy 
to  enforce  her  performance  of  the  treaty 
was  to  impose  a  heavy  duty  on  slave-grown 
produce.  His  illustrious  Friend,  that 
great  warrior  and  statesman,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  the  saviour  of  Spain,  had 
plainly  expressed  that  opinion,  and  Lords 
Denman  and  Ashburton  had  held  the  same 
opinions.  We  repeatedly  protested  against 
the  conduct  of  Spain,  and  our  repeated 
protests  were  treated  as  so  much  empty 
wind.  But  if  we  were  in  earnest  and 
chose  to  make  Spain  perform  her  contract, 
and  abolish  the  infernal  traffic,  we  had 
the  means  in  our  own  hands  boUi  of  com- 
pelling the  mother  country  and  the  colony, 
by  imposing  a  duty  on  Cuba  slave-grown 
produce,  which  would  at  once  abolish  her 
slave  trade. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  could  not, 
off  hand,  give  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  information  he  required  with 
respect  to  the  papers ;  but  he  would  make 
inquiry  on  the  subject. 


CHURCH   SERVICES   AT  ST.  ALBAN'i 
CONFESSION    IN    THE    CHURCH    OP 
ENGLAND.— LAW  OF  EVIDENCE. 

The  Mabqttess    of   WESTMEATH 

rose 

"  To  bring  before  the  House  the  Information 
promiied  in  Debate  to  The  Right  Reverend  the 
Lord  Bishop  of  London  on  Friday  the  12th  of 
May  respecting  Infractions  of  the  authorized 
Worship  of  the  Church  of  England,  which  were 
particularly  mentioned  as  having  been  practised 
in  the  Church  of  St.  Alban,  Holbom,  as  well  as 
in  other  Churches ;  and  also  the  solemn  Oath 
alleged  to  hare  been  taken  by  the  Rev.  J.  Going, 
Incumbent  of  St.  Paul's,  Lorrimer  Square,  and 
his  Curates,  in  a  Pastoral  Address  issued  by  him 
respecting  Confession,  and  called  the  Seal  of 
Confession.'* 

The  noble  Marquess  proceeded  to  say  that 
it  was  argued  in  some  quarters  that  the 
Protestant  religion  was  so  deeply  rooted 
in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  this  conn- 
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try  that  it  was  impoesible  to  weaken  it. 
He  agreed  that  the  Protestant  religion  was 
deeply  rooted  in  the  hearts  of  the  English 
people ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
there  was  the  utmost  danger  in  those  ob- 
jectionable practices.     When  this  matter 
was  noticed  in  their  Lordships'  House  on 
a  former  occasion  the  Bishop  of  London 
stated  that  the  infractions  complained  of 
were  not  sustained  by  such  evidence  as  he 
could  act  upon ;  but,  on  this  occasion,  he 
was  prepared  to  state  in  the  hearing  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  facts  which  there 
was  evidence  to  prove.    He  had  the  evi- 
dence of  some  eight  or  nine  respectable 
witnesses  who  were  present    at    scenes 
which  their  Lordships  would  have  some 
difficulty  in  believing   could    have  been 
enacted  in  Protestant  churches.     He  him- 
self   had    attended    the   church    of    St. 
Matthias,  at  Stoke  Newington,  on  Whit 
Sunday,  and  on  his  return  home  he  made 
a  note  of  what  he  had   seen  and  heard 


principal  performers  now  separated  from 
the  rest  and  went  towards  the  oommnnion 
table,  and  there  remained  with  their  backs 
to  the  congregation,  until  a  youth  brought 
forward  a  plated  or  tin  pot,  from  which  he 
threw  clouds  of  incense.     The  principal 
then  turned  round  and  pulled  up  some 
part  of  the  machine,  thereby  obscuring  the 
whole  chancel  from  view  by  the  clouds  of 
smoke  that  arose  from  it;  then,  tuming 
round  to  the  table,  he  incensed  every  part 
of  it,  and  everything  upon  it,  as  well  as 
the  book  in  the  hands  of  the  other  indivi- 
dual, who  read  the  Gospel  after  it  had 
been  incensed.     They  then  went  on  in- 
toning the  Ten  Commandments:  and  it 
was  only  by  hearing  occasionally  a  word 
in  the  responses  that  he  knew  what  part 
of  the  service  was  being  performed.    Bar- 
ing the  whole  of  this  time  the  little  boj 
kept  swinging  about  the  inoense-pot  inter- 
minably.    At  the  end  of  this,  one  of  the 
clerical  performers,  having  put  off  his  red 


there.      The  church  was  furnished  in  a   costume,  went  into  the  pulpit  with  the 


very  unusual  manner.     The  part  of  the 
Morning  Service  which  he  was  enabled  to 
hear  and  the  Psalms  were  intoned  very 
unintelligibly   to   the    Gregorian    music. 
After  the  Morning  Service  there  was  a 
long  pause,  during  which  the  bell  tolled. 
A   youth  came  forward  with   a  lighted 
taper,  made  a  low  bow  at  one  extremity 
of  the  table,  and  lit  a  candle,  and  then 
ceremoniously  went  round  to  the  other 
end  of  the  table,  made  an  obeisance,  and 
lit  the  other  candle.     The  table  appeared 
to  be  covered  with  a  crimson  embroidered 
table-cloth,  upon  which  stood  a  large  black 
cross  on  a  black  ground,  and  several  vases 
of  flowers  were  on  the  table.     The  two 
clergymen  who  read  the  Lessons  and  the 
Morning  Prayers  had  a  red  strap  over  their 
shoulders,  with,  apparently,  a  brass  cross 
at  the  end.     The  two  clergymen  and  a 
younger  one  and  the  choristers,  who  were 
very  numerous,  had  now  assembled  at  one 
side  of  the  chancel,  apparently  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  procession  down  the 
centre  of  the  church,  which   they   pro- 
ceeded to  do,  singiug  a  hymn.     In  the 
centre  of  the  procession  was  a  man  carry, 
ing  a  large   brass  cross  elevated.      The 
three    clergymen    had    crimson -coloured 
garments,    reaching   very  low  down   on 
their  persons,  ornamented  with  gold  or 
gilt  lace.     This  procession  differed  in  no- 
thing  that  he  could  perceive  from    the 
ceremonial  processions  usually  met  with 
in  the  streets  of  Eoman  Catholic  towns  on 
the  exhibition  of  the   Host.     The  three 
The  Mar^uese  of  Weetmeath 


white  surplice  on,  having  the  red  strap 
over  it.  A  part  of  his  doctrine  was  that 
the  red  costume  which  his  company  wore 
represented  the  tongues  of  fire  that  ap- 
peared upon  the  Apostles,  red  being,  ac- 
cording to  him,  the  colour  of  fire ;  but,  in 
his  humble  opinion,  the  vestment  in  ques- 
tion better  accorded  with  the  scarlet  dra- 
pery of  the  woman  in  the  Book  of  Revela- 
tions. Another  eye-witness  had  given  him 
the  following  statement  of  the  same  ser- 
vice : — 

'^Prayers  were  intoned,   and  bo  imperfectly 
pronounced,  as  to  make  it  impossible  to  know 
whether  the  language  used  was  English  or  Latin. 
Morning  Prayers  being  ended,  the  ohuich  bell 
rang  for  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  the  three 
priests  and  the  choristers  went  away.     Presently 
a  youth  appeared  with  a  long  lighted  taper.    He 
was  dressed  in  a  white  gown  ti^  in  at  the  waist. 
He  lit  the  two  candles  on  the  communion  table, 
£oing  well  round  the  corners  of  the  table  to  per- 
form this  ceremony.     On  the  table  was  a  tall 
cross  and  several  vases  of  flowers,  the  church  also 
was    ornamented    with   wreaths,  bouquets,  and 
hoops  of  the  e?erlasting  yellow  flower.    One  of 
the  priests  entered  bearing  a  plate  covered  with  a 
crimson  cloth  on  his  head  and  put  it  upon  the 
table.    The  bell  ceased  ringing,  and  a  hymn  was 
sung.    At  its  commencement  there  issued  forth 
from  the  vestry  door  a  procession,  the  chorister 
boys,  two  and  two,  some  one  bearing  a  very  tall 
brass  cross  raised  on  high,  and  lastly  the  three 
priests,  who  were  dressed  in  crimson,  braided  with 
gold.    The   procession  moved    slowlj  and  with 
practised  steps  down  the  middle  of  the  church,  and 
back  again  up  the  chancel,  where  each  chorister 
took  his  place,  the  three  priests  walked  towards 
the  communion  table,  and  stood  there  with  their 
backs  to  the  assembled  people.     Two  boys  stood 
within  the  rails,  one  with  the  incense  holder,  wbiob 
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he  hflaved  to  and  fro.  The  prinoipal  priest  then 
tarned  round,  took  the  incense,  caused  it  to  emit 
Tolames  of  smoke,  and,  turning  towards  the  table, 
he  threw  the  incense  smoke  about  in  every  direc- 
tion. One  of  the  priests  then  read  the  Epistle  ; 
after  which  another  priest,  taking  an  illuminated 
hook  off  a  desk,  or  stand,  on  the  table,  gave  out 
the  Gospel,  then,  turning  towards  the  prinoipal 
priest,  he  held  the  book  wide  open,  while  clouds 
of  incense  arose  over  it.  After  intoning  and 
chanting  (unintelligibly)  the  Conmiunion  Serrice, 
one  of  the  priests  went  off,  and,  divesting  himself 
of  the  outer  crimson  overall,  ascended  the  pulpit 
and  preached  a  sermon,  telling  us  that  those  red 
dresses  symbolized  the  tongues  of  fire  that  fell 
upon  the  Apostles,  the  colour  office  being  red." 

The  church  bell  rang  for  a  quarter  of  an 
hour,  and  the  three  priests,  with  a  number 
of  choristers,  proceeded  to  the  communion 
table.     One  of  the  priests  entered  with  a 
oloth,  which  he  placed  upon  the  table,  and 
then  the  three  priests,  with  some  of  the 
choristers,  proceeded  to  the  yestry,  whence 
they  returned  dressed  in  crimson  robes 
blazing  with  gold.    Incense  was  profusely 
cast  about,  and,  after  some  farther  cere- 
monies, one  of  the  priests  divested  himself 
of  his  robe  and  entered  the  pulpit  to  preach 
the  sermon.    He  had  many  communica- 
tions upon  the  subject,  but  most  of  the 
writers,  while  they  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  come  forward  if  a  properly  consti- 
tuted court  for  dealing  with  such  matters 
should  be  formed,  said  they  did  not  desire 
their  names  to  be  made  public  at  present. 
He  had  also  to  refer  to  another  church — St. 
Mary's — in  the  same  parish  of  Stoke  New- 
ington.     He  had  been  informed  by  a  re- 
spectable gentleman  resident  in  that  parish, 
and  who  had  been  for  some  time  church- 
warden, that  being  apprehensive  that  the 
rector  was  about  to  introduce  a  number  of 
novelties  into  the  service  he  appealed  to 
him  to  abstain  from  doing  so.    A  large 
sum  of  money  being  then  necessary  for 
the  repairs  of  the  church,  the  gentleman, 
upon  the  faith  of  the  rector's  promise  that 
no  innovations  should  be  introduced,  as- 
sisted in  collecting  the  amount  required. 
Immediately  the  money  was  raised,  how- 
ever, the  rector  changed  his  mind,  and 
introduced  the  modem  system.    He  be- 
lieved that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  tried 
to  bring  about  a  better  state  of  things,  and 
bad  offered  to  arbitrate.     An  attempt  was 
made  to  ascertain  the  feelings  of  the  pa* 
rishioners,  and  it  appeared  that  the  singing 
party  numbered  800,  while  the  reading 
party  were  4,000.     The  noble  Marquess 
then  read  an  account  of  his  visit  to  the 
Church  of  St.  Mary  Magdalene,  Munster 
Square,   where    similar  ceremonies  took 


place,  and  before  commencing  the  sermon 
the  priest  made  the  Popish  sign  of  the 
Gross  on  his  forehead.    The  noble  Mar- 
quess also  read  a  description  of  the  services 
at  St.  Alban's,  Holbom,  and  Christ  Church, 
Clapham,  which  were  marked  by  the  same 
characteristics,  floral  decorations,  banners, 
frequent  genuflections,  and  the  like.    The 
noble  Marquess    then  proceeded  to  say 
that  there  were  one  or  two  other  mat- 
ters to  which  he  desired  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the   right    rev.  Prelate    (the 
Bishop  of   London).    As    his    Lordship 
was  pleased  to  say  that  if  any  Tractarian 
Prayer  Book  were  used  in  the  churches — 
which  his  Lordship  very  much  doubted- 
proceedings  against  the  offending  clergy, 
men  should  be  at  once  taken,  he  wished  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  book  he  held  in  his 
hand,  which  had  been  in  use  in  St.  Alban's 
Church,  Holborn,  where  the  book  itself 
was  purchased.    The  right  rev.  Prelate 
stated  that  a  complaint  had  been  formerly 
made,  which,  when  investigated,  proved 
to  have  reference  only  to  the  use  of  an 
ancient  hymn  which  had  been  also  used 
by  the  Church  of  Eome.    But  this  book 
contained  not  only  hymns,   but  prayers 
and  litanies  not  found  in  the  Book  of  Com- 
mon prayer — hymns  and  prayers  in  several 
instances  contsuning  doctrines  wholly  at 
variance  with  those  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  which  were  specially  protested 
against*  by  that  Church.    There  could  be 
little  doubt  that  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  hymnals  now  in  use  in  many  of 
the  churches   of  the  country,   including 
Hymns,  Ancient  and  Modem,  which  he 
understood  had  a  circulation  of  a  million 
copies,  and  were  said  to   be   in   use  in 
several  cathedrals  and  a  large  number  of 
parish    churches,   contained  doctrines  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  insiduously  in- 
troduced into  them — a  circumstance  which 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Prelates  to  deal 
with  at  once.    There  were  many  errors 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  introduced 
into  this  book,  while  Boman  missals,  brevi- 
aries, and  other  works  of  devotion  among 
Boman  Catholics  had  been  placed  under 
contribution  to  supply  poisonous  food  for 
the  people's  souls.  It  did  not  require  much 
theological  learning  to  see  that  Mariolatry, 
the  Invocation  of  Saints  and  Angels,  Tran- 
substantiation,    the    Beal  Presence,  and 
Prayers  for  the  Dead,  had  all  a  place  in 
this  book.    The  organs  of  the  Tractarian 
party  mentioned  the  churches  where  these 
services  were  used;  and  as    the    matter 
seemed  to  call  for  investigation  he  should 


839 


Clmrch  Services 


(LOEDSI 


ai  St.  JOan'i. 


840 


present  the  papers  to  the  Lord  Bishop  of 
London.  The  question  was  one  which 
concerned  millions  of  memhers  of  the 
Established  Church,  as  well  as  all  those 
who  sympathized  with  her  Protestant 
Articles  and  Formularies,  and  any  atten- 
tion given  to  the  subject  would  not  be 
misspent. 

He  had  now  to  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment he  made  on  a  former  occasion  rela- 
tive to  the  public  letter  addressed  to  the 
parishioners  of  St.  Paul's,  Lorrimore- 
Square,  Walworth,  by  the  Rev.  J.  Going, 
incumbent,  and  his  curates,  the  Rev.  F. 
W.  Holder  and  the  Rev.  W.  G.  Abbott, 
in  which,  after  urging  the  parishioners 
to  come  to  them  for  the  purposes  of  con- 
fession, they  say,  "  Remember  that  your 
clergy  are  bound  by  a  most  solemn  oath 
never  to  betray  your  confidence.''  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
very  properly  denied  that  he  ever  adminis- 
tered such  an  oath,  and  also  declared  that 
the  administration  of  such  an  oath  would 
be  a  misdemeanor;  but  the  question  re- 
mained why  such  a  document  should  be 
put  into  circulation,  containing  induce- 
ments to  criminals  to  take  clergymen  into 
their  confidence  on  the  allegation  that  they 
had  taken  a  solemn  oath— clearly  an  illegal 
one — not  to  betray  the  confidence  thus 
reposed  in  them?  There  were  guilds, 
confraternities,  and  sisterhoods  in  which, 
he  understood,  that  vows  of  questionable 
legality  were  taken.  Mr.  Lyne,  who 
called  himself  **  Father  Ignatius,"  for  in- 
stance, in  a  report  of  a  lecture  delivered 
by  him  at  Manchester,  and  revised  by 
himself,  said — 

**  We  have  established  a  branch  of  our  Third 
Order  in  Newcastle  and  its  members  are  sworn 
to  bring  about  a  daily  celebration  of  the  Eucharist 
in  the  town,  if  possible." 

As  a  practical  commentary  on  this  system 
of  administering  and  taking  illegal  oaths, 
they  had  read  of  the  excommunication 
fulminated  by  Brother  Ignatius  against 
two  members  of  his  "Third  Order,"  re- 
siding in  Bristol,  who,  in  that  document, 
were  charged  with  the  crime  of  perjury — 
of  having  broken  some  oath  of  obedience 
to  himself,  and  they  had  been  in  conse- 
quence cursed  with  the  utmost  possible 
vehemence  by  this  mountebank.  And  now 
he  would  ask  the  right  rev.  Bench  what 
they  intended  to  do  ?  It  was  at  one  time 
his  intention  to  use  his  privilege  as  a  Peer 
and  represent  these  matters  in  an  audience 
to  Her  Majesty;  but  he  had  rejected  this 
course  on  reflecting  that,  in  taking  that 
I%e  Marquees  of  Westmeath 


step,  he  should  be  bound  to  use  the  pri- 
yilege  by  craving  leave  to  go  into  the 
Royal  presence  through  the  medium  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  whom  it 
had  been  his  painiul  duty  to  unmask  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  the  nnfortonate 
Mary  Ryan.  He  felt  bound  to  notice  the 
illegal  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  in  refusing,  on  the 
most  flimsy  pretexts,  to  prosecute  those 
who  must  be  regarded  by  every  reasonable 
man  as  having  infringed  the  law.  When 
he  found  that  he  must  proceed  through 
the  agency  of  Sir  George  Grey,  he  was 
reminded  of  the  exclamation  of  Cromwell, 
"The  Lord  deliver  me  from  Sir  Hany 
Vane  !  "  and  he  exclaimed,  "  The  Lord 
deliver  me  from  Sir  George  Grey !  *'  He 
would  ask,  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  right  rev.  Bench  to  leave  matters  in 
their  present  condition,  or  whether  it  was 
proposed  by  them  or  by  the  Government 
to  legislate  upon  this  subject  with  a  view 
to  putting  an  end  to  these  constantly  re- 
curring scandals.  He  could  only  hope  that 
the  appeal  which  he  had  made  to  the 
Members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  would 
not  have  been  made  in  vain. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  had  to 
express  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Marques 
for  bringing  these  facts  under  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships.  The  matter  was, 
of  course,  a  very  serious  one ;  and  he  be- 
lieved he  was  giving  expression  to  the 
sentiments  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren  when 
he  said  that  they  regarded  it  in  a  very 
serious  light.  But  he  feared  the  facto 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Marquess 
were  so  intimately  connected  with  fresh 
legislation,  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  he 
had  touched  upon  any  real  remedy.  In  more 
than  one  instance  he  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
had  had  occasion  to  consult  the  highest 
legal  authorities  upon  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  these  cases,  and  his  conviction 
was  that  the  impediments  which  at  pre- 
sent existed  rendered  action  in  these  mat- 
ters extremely  difficult.  One  great  difficulty 
was  the  existence  of  a  rubric  which  pro- 
vided that  the  ornaments  of  the  Church  and 
its  ministers  shall  be  retained,  and  be  in 
use  as  they  were  in  the  second  year  of 
the  reign  of  King  Edward  VI.  That 
rubric  was,  he  hoped,  capable  of  such  an 
interpretation  as  he  himself  put  upon 
it ;  but  it  was  clear  that  its  existence  in- 
troduced great  uncertainty  into  the  law. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  for  his  own  part, 
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ind  he  believed  he  might  exprees  a  similar 
ceadinesB  on  the  part  of  his  right  rev.  Breth- 
reoy  to  promise  lus  support  to  any  well-con- 
ndered  measure  introducing  an  alteration 
vhich  would  tend  to  remove  this  difficulty. 
k  pointy  too,  in  which  the  law  required 
ilteration,  and  an  alteration  which  he 
ihould  also  be  prepared  to  support,  was 
mother  rubrio  which  provided  that  where 
jkmbt  was  entertained  upon  any  subject  of 
dds  kind  reference  should  be  made  to 
Uie  bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  in  case  of 
Us  decdsion  not  being  deemed  satisfac- 
tny  to  the  archbishop  of  the  province, 
vluMe  decision  was  to  be  final.  At  first 
■ght  this  remedy  appeared  to  be  an  ex- 
bremely  easy  one ;  but  in  many  cases  in 
rhich  he  had  endeavoured  to  apply  this 
node  of  settling  the  matter,  he  had 
been  met  with  an  objection  which  he 
bdieved  to  be  insuperable.  The  rubric 
laid,  "  If  they  have  any  doubt  "  but  in 
these  oases  the  clergyman  invariably  said 
that  he  entertained  no  doubt  at  all  upon 
ttie  Bubject,  and  therefore  declined  all 
reference  to  himself,  the  archbishop,  or 
my  one  else.  All  that  they  could  say, 
therefore,  was  that  the  law  was  in  a 
very  unsatisfactory  state.  It  was  said 
Hiat  these  evils  could  not  be  put  down 
until  a  new  court  was  established  to  deal 
with  them,  but  it  was  an  alteration  in 
tte  law,  and  not  a  new  Court  that  was 

aiiired.     While  deeply  deploring  such 
168  as  those  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
re  had  referred,  he  felt  convinced  that 
should    have    the    sympathy  of  his 
ngiht  rev.  Brethren  when  he  regretted,  as 
on  a  former  occasion,  the  difficulties  which 
obstmcted  them   in  attempting   to  deal 
with   these,  matters.    Bishops  were    in- 
vested in  ecdesiastioal  matters  with  a  two- 
Md  anthority.    The  first  was  the  autho- 
riir  their  advice  always  carried  with  it, 
taSk  to  which  he  was  glad  to  say  by  ^^ 
flie  majority  of  the  olergy,  not  only  in 
Us  own  diocese  but  throughout  the  king- 
dom, were  always  ready  to  accommodate 
ttiemselves;   but    in    case    any    persons 
were  not  willing  to  listen  to  the  first  kind 
of  tathoritj,  the  bishops  could  only  fall 
Uek  upon  their  legal  authority,   which 
VII  of  course  circumscribed  by  the  written 
hw,  the  uncertain  nature  of  which  ren- 
dered it   difficult  for  the  bishop  to   do 
Bore  tban   protest   against  these   evils, 
>od  use  his  personal  influence  to  procure 
^vt  abatement.     There  were,  however, 
two  other  parties  who  might  do  much  to 
Parage  these  things,  the  patrons  and 


the  parishioners.  A  good  deal  of  power 
was  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  pa- 
trons. '  If  they  appointed  improper  per- 
sons they  had  themselyes  to  thank. 
And  the  parishioners  also  could  use 
much  lawful  and  proper  influence  in  the 
election  of  churchwardens,  for  in  their 
choice  of  persons  to  fill  this  office  they 
had  once  every  year  an  opportunity  af- 
forded them  of  expressing  the  view  in 
which  they  regarded  these  matters,  and,  if 
they  thought  fit,  of  assisting  to  put  an  end 
to  them.  In  the  churches  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  had  alluded  what  had 
taken  place  might  be  supposed  to  be  the 
will  of  the  parishioners,  as  expressed  by 
the  election  of  the  churchwardens.  He 
trusted  that  in  the  district  churches — for 
it  was  principally  in  those  churches  that 
these  matters  were  complained  of — the 
parishioners  would  bear  in  mind  the  solemn 
duty  which  devolved  upon  them  in  their 
choice  of  their  churchwardens.  Of  course, 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  expect  him 
to  enter  into  all  the  subjects  to  which 
he  had  alluded,  and  especially  he  could 
not  in  that  place  say  much  as  to  re- 
velations or  concessions  made  by  indi- 
viduals to  clergymen  in  whom  they 
confided.  The  particular  instance  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  referred 
appeared  to  show  nothing  more  than 
that  the  clergyman  referred  to  was  ac- 
customed to  listen  to  such  matters  as 
his  parishioners  chose  to  divulge  to 
him.  If  the  noble  Marquess  would  refer 
to  his  (the  Bishop  of  London's)  primary 
charge  he  would  find  the  subject  to 
which  he  alluded  treated  at  very  con- 
siderable length.  He  believed  also  that 
the  sentiments  of  others  of  his  right  rev. 
Brethren  had  been  as  publicly  expressed 
on  the  same  subject.  He  might  without 
ofiSence  allude  to  his  Grace  the  Archbishop 
of  this  Province,  who  in  another  diocese, 
now  a  long  time  ago,  had  occasion  to  in- 
quire into  a  complaint  relative  to  the 
practice  of  confessing  to  c1erg3rmen,  and 
all  that  took  place  at  that  time  at  Leeds 
had  been  published,  the  sentiments  of  his 
most  rev.  Brother  being  as  clearly  express- 
ed as  his  own  sentiments  in  the  charge 
to  which  he  had  alluded.  It  would  be 
the  greatest  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
bishops  were  not  quite  aware  of  the  very 
great  evils  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
pointed  out,  and  he  should  be  most  anxious 
in  any  way  that  he  could  by  the  use  of  his 
legitimate  influence  to  dissuade  the  clergy 
from  the  practices  complained  of.    But  he 
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waa  boand  in  jnstioe  also  to  say  that  one 
diBtressing  part  of  the  case  was  this — 
that  many  of  those  who  were  making 
themselves  conspicuons  in  this  -way  were 
men  of  very  deep  piety,  and  were  sacri- 
ficing their  health  to  their  most  self'-deny- 
ing  efforts  in  the  poorest  parts  of  lus 
diocese. 

LoBD  EBUEY  said,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  Uie  subject  which  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, to  whom  in  the  outset  he  must 
offer  his  best  thanks  for  the  courage  and 
perseverance  he  had  displayed.    He  said 
courage,  because  whoever  ventured  to  do 
what  the  noble  Marquess  had  done  was 
certain    to    be    severely    criticized    and 
pointed  at  as  an  intolerant  bigot.   It  could 
not,  however,  be  an^  longer  denied  that 
the  great  increase  in  those  practices  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Westmeath)  referred  was  causing  a  deep 
feeling  of  disquietude  among  the  Protes- 
tant portion  of  our  fellow-countrymen,  and 
that  the  public  discussion  of  the  subject 
could  no  longer  be  adjourned — with  all 
his  heart  he  wished  it  could — no  matter 
could  possibly  be  less  inviting.     It  was 
apt  unduly  to  excite  the  minds  of  men, 
and  in  treating  of  it,  however  much  a 
man  might  denre,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
avoid  giving  offence.  What  was  it  that  they 
complained  of?  They  saw  a  Church,  whose 
confessors  and  martyrs  suffered  and  bled  to 
establish  it  in  the  utmost  purity  of  doctrine 
and  simplicity   of  rituid,  gradually   ap- 
proaching in  its  doctrine  and  ritual  to  the 
Church  of  Home.     They  had  transubstan- 
tiation,  in  all  but  the  name;    auricular 
confession,  penance,  priestly    absolution, 
prayers   for  the  dead,  ornamental  vest- 
ments, emblematic  banners,  and  proces- 
sions, crucifixes,  incense,  candles  Ughted 
in  broad  daylight,  with  an  exaggerated 
amount  of  music  in  the  service.     They 
were  told,  indeed,  that  these  things  were 
contrary  to  law,  and  that  the  law  was 
sufficient  to  repress  them ;  but  the  obvious 
rejoinder  to  liiis  kind  of  reply  was,  that 
the  law  was  the  same  as  it  had  been  for 
the  last  twenty-five  years ;  and  that  so  far 
firom  these  practices  having  been  put  an 
end  to,  they  had  during  that  time  gone  on 
steadily  increasing.     The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  himself  acknowledged  that  the 
law  was  powerless.  Scarcely  a  week  passed 
without  hearing  of  something  new  in  these 
matters.    The  Bishop  of  Exeter — no  mean 
judge  in  these  matters — ^had  recently  re- 
fused to  consecrate  a  church  in  Torquay 
The  Bishop  of  London 


becanse  of  its  Bomiah  ornamentation  and 
the  manifest  tendency  of  the  praetioes  of 
the  clergy  of  the  church  to  lead  men  over 
to  Bome.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  the  noUe 
Earl  opposite  (tiie  Earl  of  Derby),  in  pre- 
senting a  petition,  told  them  that  the  churdi 
of  a  very  populous  parish — St.  Martin's, 
in  Liverpool — ^had  a  very  small  congrega- 
tion because  of  the  eccentricities  practiBed 
by  its  incumbent.  What  those  practises 
were  they  were  informed  by  another  nobk 
Earl  later  in  the  debate — the  use  of  ui- 
cense  and  auricular  confession.  The  li^ 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  told 
them  that  the  right  rev.  Bench  would  not 
shrink  from  the  prosecution  of  snch  cases; 
but  he  added  that  the  law  was  not  desr, 
that  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  informatioo, 
and  that  he  did  not  move  unless  he  was 
sure  the  law  was  on  his  side.  In  troth, 
from  some  reason  or  other,  the  law  was  of 
but  little  use  in  stemming  the  eviL  The 
case  was  put  by  one  of  the  newspapers 
known  for  its  High  Church  leanings  (Tk 
MominffPoit)  with  so  much  truth  and  £u^ 
ness  that  he  could  not  help  quoting  two 
sentences  from  it — 

^  There  can  he  no  doaht  that  the  use  of  meenie 
in  DiTine  serrioe,  the  interpoUtion  of  nmiuthoriiel 
prajen,  and  oertam  prooessions  are  wholly  witk- 
ont  exooBO  ;  they  are  additions  to  the  preeeribel 
ritual,  and  are  a  moral,  though  perhape  not  t 
technical,  violation  of  the  Act  of  Unilbnnity  lad 
the  oath  of  canonical  obedience.  The  diflkolty 
is,  how  to  bring  the  case  of  delinquency  home  to 
any  offending  clergyman.  People  often  feel  teia- 
dalixed  who  shrink  from  being  mixed  up  with  a  pfo- 
secution." 

The  evil,  therefore,  went  on  unchecked, 
until  the  Protestant  world  were  startled 
by  some  such  scandal   as  that  of  Mr. 
Wagner  and  Miss  Constance  Kent,  whidi 
revved  to  them  how  their  Church  was  be- 
ing undermined  and  destroyed.    He  might, 
perhaps,  be  asked,  if  things  were  in  such 
a  state,  what  was  the  remedy  he  had  to 
propose  ?    He  confessed  that  in  a  House 
where  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  was  so 
largely  and  ably  represented,  and  where 
almost  the  entire  Bench  of  Bishops  had 
seats,  it  was  hardly  fair  to  put  upon  a 
private  Member  the  responsibility  of  find- 
ing a  remedy  for  the  dilemma  in  whioh 
the  Church  now  found  herself.    Howev^i 
in  this  instance  he  stood  perfectly  dear. 
Five  years  ago  he  made  a  Motion  urging 
their  Lordships  to  address  Her  Majesty  for 
a  Eoyal  Commission  to  revise  the  rubrics, 
formularies,  and  canons  of  the  Church; 
and  upon  that  occasion  he  met  with  an  op- 
position so  overwhelming  as  almost  to  cast 
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la  air  of  ridioale  upon  hiB  Motion,  and  he 
was  compelled  to  dlow  it  to  be  negatived 
without  a  division.    The  oanons,  rubrics, 
and  formularies  of  the  Church  remained 
nnrevised;  in  many  respects  absurd,  ob- 
solete, and  contradictory  regulations  per- 
plezed  the  administration  of  the  law,  and 
he  appealed  to  the  right  rev.  Bench  to 
eoofirm  what  he  was  about  to  say — that 
the  language  of  some  of  the  rubrics  and 
oocanonal  services  went  far  to  palliate,  if 
fliejdid  not  absolutely  justify,  some  of  those 
practices  which  were  so  bitterly  complained 
qH  But  he  addressed  himself  to  those  dis* 
tingoished  persons  who  occupied  the  right 
rev.  Bench,  and  he  ventured  to  suggest  to 
them  one  means  of  combating  this  evil, 
which  would  not  need  the  putting  the 
law  into  operation,  or  the  expenditure  of 
a  single  shilling.     Partiy  from  their  high 
offices,  partly  from  their  own  characters, 
partly  from  the  patronage  which  they  had 
at  their  command,  they  had,  or  they  might 
have,  a  paramount  influence  in  their  re- 
spective dioceses.  Now,  if  they  would  cause 
it  to  be  understood  that  they  entirely  set 
their  fiices  against  these  practices  and  those 
who  dabbled  in  them— if  they  would  check 
them  wherever  they  saw  them  springing 
up,  and  make  it  unmistakable  that  they 
gave  neither  support  nor  countenance  to 
them— though  it  might  not  put  an  end  to 
tiiem  altogether,  it  would,  at  all  events, 
go  far  towards  it ;  and  it  would  tend  very 
much  to  restore  confidence  to  the  public. 
But  could  they  say  with  truth  that  such 
had  been  the  conduct  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  ?     Let  their  Lordships  look  at  the 
raoent  charges.    Did  they  see  any  attempt 
made  to  grapple  with  tiiat  evil  ?    Why, 
they  had  been  startled  by  one  of  the  latest 
of  thoee  charges,  which  seemed  to  point 
to  the  desirableness  of  making  advances  to 
the  Church  of  Rome.     These  expressions 
lubd  since  been  explained;   but  he  must 
lay,  considering  the  circumstances  in  winch 
the  Church  now  found  itself,  a  more  dan- 
Keroos  utterance  could  hardly  be  imagined ; 
md  he  was  afraid,  therefore,  that  they 
nut  say  that  while,  generally  speaking, 
tbe  Bench  was  indifferent,  there  were  some 
nght  rev.  Prelates  who  gave  a  tacit,  and 
nnie  an  open,  countenance  to  many  of  the 
pnctices — thus  bringing  the  Church  into 
^^les  and  dangers,  both  religious  and 
P<^tical,  of  whidi  it  was  impossible  to 
^<)i«iee  tike  issue.    That  subject  was  very 
^from  being  exhausted,  but  it  was  not 
kii  intention  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
^^ither  tiiui  with  a  few  words  upon  one 


point — he  meant  the  exaggerated  amount 
of  music  in  the  services  inflicted  by  re- 
lentiess  clergymen  upon  reluctant  con- 
gregations in  rural  districts  and  parish 
churches.  The  choral  service  was  un- 
doubtedly legal  in  cathedrals;  it  was 
doubtful  whether  it  was  so  in  ordinary 
parish  churches  and  chapels.  Many  people 
were  very  fond  of  it,  and  it  was  a  great 
pity  that  any  one  should  be  depriveid  of 
what  he  liked.  Unfortunately,  however, 
it  was  found  that  it  was  almost  invariably 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge — the  premoni- 
tory symptom  of  the  coming  of  those  ob- 
jectionable Bomish  practices  of  which  it 
was  complained ;  and  he  protested  as 
strongly  as  he  could  against  the  youth  of 
this  country  being  educated  in  a  school 
which  had  a  tendency  towards  that  Church, 
of  the  members  of  which  he  desired  to 
speak  with  perfect  respect,  but  against 
which  our  own  Church  was  intended  to 
be  a  standing  protest.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  told  them  that  many  of  the 
persons  who  introduced  these  practices 
were  very  pious  and  self-denying  men. 
He  believed  it,  and  he  respected  them 
for  it ;  but  he  asked  whether  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priests  did  not  display  equal  self- 
denial,  and  whether  they  did  not  refuse 
to  marry  in  order  that  they  might  devote 
their  lives  to  the  relief  of  suffering  and 
distress?  Therefore,  that  argument  was 
entirely  beside  the  question.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  also  spoken  of  the  power 
of  the  churchwardens ;  but  the  church- 
wardens had  in  many  instances  done  their 
best  without  being  able  to  get  rid  of  the 
evil.  The  pubUc  were,  then,  in  this 
matter  in  an  evil  case.  They  saw  how 
little  the  law  had  done  for  them,  and  his 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  below  him 
(Earl  Granville)  had  informed  them  the 
other  night  that  while  he  was  by  no 
means  prepared  to  deny,  and  was  certainly 
prepared  to  regret,  the  existence  of  those 
things  which  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
had  set  forth,  yet  that  the  Government 
had  no  remedy  to  propose.  Well  he  knew, 
and  had  always  been  forward  to  admit, 
that  these  things  could  not  be  remedied 
all  at  once,  in  a  moment ;  but  he  earnestly 
trusted  that  their  Lordships  did  not  in- 
tend to  sit  wiUi  folded  hands,  rejecting 
all  proposals  for  a  remedy,  until  this  matter 
became  the  property  of  a  popular  agita- 
tion, and  passed  out  of  the  domain  of  calm 
and  deliberate  settiement. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  could  by 
no  means  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
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had  just  sat  down  as  to  the  desirability  of 
discussing — 

LoBD  REDESDALE  rose  to  order. 
They  were  carrying  on  a  discussion  with- 
out there  being  any  Question  regularly 
before  the  House. 

LoED  HOUGHTON  said,  he  hoped  he 
would  be  permitted  at  least  to  mcdce  one 
remarki  and  that  was  that  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  Members  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  would  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
induced,  in  consequence  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  below  him,  to  adopt  any 
tyrannical  action  towards  any  portion  of 
the  Church.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  come  forward  in 
that  House  to  speak  in  harsh  terms  of 
highly  honourable  and  pious  men,  whose 
lives  were  devoted  to  the  cause  of  charity 
and  benevolence,  simply  because  they  dif- 
fered from  him  in  certain  of  their  reli- 
gious opinions.     ["  Question !"] 

The  Eael  op  SHAETESBURY,  who 
was  also  met  with  cries  of  **  Question," 
said,  he  had  intended  to  offer  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  subject  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Marquess ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure their  Lordships  that,  however  strong 
might  be  his  own  feelings  on  the  subject 
which  had  just  been  brought  under  their 
notice,  yet  if  the  continuance  of  the  dis- 
cussion was  at  all  irregular  he  would  not 
then  say  a  single  word  upon  it. 

The  Mabquess  of  WESTMEATH 
wished  to  say  only  a  few  words  in  re- 
ply; but  there  being  a  general  cry  of 
**  Order"  the  noble  Marquess  sat  down. 


DIVISIONS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

STAJWniNO    OBDEB   NO.    25.      NEW   STANDINa 

OBDEBS. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  moved— 
that  the  Resolutions  of  the  10th  of 
March  1857,  regulating  the  Mode  of 
taking  Divisions,  bo  now  vacated  :  The 
same  was  agreed  to. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resohe, 

**  That  when,  on  the  Question  being  put,  a 
Division  is  called  for,  the  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  or 
in  the  Chair  shall  order  Strangers  to  withdraw, 
and  thereupon  the  House  and  the  Side  Lobbies 
shall  be  cleared  of  Strangers,  but  not  the  Galleries 
and  the  Space  within  the  Rails  of  the  Throno, 
unless  the  House  shall  so  order : 

*^  That  as  soon  as  the  Order  has  been  given  for 
Strangers  to  withdraw,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
shall  turn  a  Two  Minute  Sand  Glass,  to  be  kept 
on  the  Table  for  that  Purpose ;  and  the  Doors 
shaU  be  looked  after  the  Lapse  of  Two  Minutes, 
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as  indicated  by  the  Sand  Glass,  and  the  Lord  oa 
the  Woolsack  or  in  the  Chair  shall  then  spin 
put  the  Question : 

"  That  the  Contents  shall  go  forth  through  the 
Door  on  the  Right  Side  of  the  House  near  the 
Throne  which  leads  to  the  Right  Lobby,  and 
shall  proceed  through  the  Right  Lobby  aad  re- 
enter the  House  through  the  Door  on  the  Right 
of  the  Bar ;  and  the  Not-Gontenta  shall  go  forth 
through  the  Door  on  the  Left  of  the  Bar  wfajflh 
leads  to  the  Left  Lobby,  and  shall  proceed  throvgh 
the  Left  Lobby  and  re-enter  the  House  throogh 
the  Door  on  the  Left  Side  of  the  House  near  ths 
Throne  : 

*<  That  any  Lord  may,  on  the  ground  of  IDfi^ 
mity,  by  Permission  of  the  House,  have  the  prin- 
lege  of  being  told  in  his  Seat ;  and  that  the  Vot« 
of  such  Lords  and  of  the  Loni  on  the  Woolssok 
or  in  the  Chair  be  taken  first : 

"  That  Two  or  more  Tellers  be  appointed  ftr 
each  Division  without  respect  to  their  Degrea; 
and  that  Two  Clerks  be  in  attendance  at  eiek 
Division  to  take  down  or  mark  the  Names  of  thi 
Contents  and  Not-Contents  respectively ;  and  that 
such  Clerks  be  stationed  in  the  respective  LobbiM 
as  near  as  conveniently  may  be  to  the  Boon 
through  which  the  Contents  and  Not-Contenti 
re-enter  the  House : 

"  That  if  any  Lord  shall  haye  by  Mistake  gost 
out  with  the  Contents  or  Not-Contents  (as  tha 
Case  may  be),  having  intended  to  vote  on  tha 
other  Side,  he  shall  wait  until  the  other  Lordi  in 
the  same  Lobby  shall  have  passed  out,  and  on 
presenting  himself  to  the  Tellers  desire  that  ha 
may  not  be  counted  by  them,  he  having  entsrad 
ihat  Lobby  by  mistake ;  and  the  Tellers  shaU 
ihcroupon  come  with  such  Lord  to  the  Table  aoi 
inform  the  House  of  the  Circumstance,  and  shall 
ask  the  said  Lord  whether  he  was  in  the  Hooia 
when  the  Question  was  put,  and  if  he  shall  reply 
in  the  Affirmative,  whether  be  desires  to  vota 
Content  or  Not-Content  on  such  Question,  and  tha 
Vote  of  the  said  Lord  as  then  declared  by  hiai 
shall  be  taken  by  the  Tellers  in  the  House,  and 
recorded  by  them  accordingly : 

'*  That  when  Proxies  shall  be  called,  the  Namaa 
of  the  Lords  Content  and  Not- Content  who  vote 
by  Proxy  shall  be  respectively  taken  down  and 
marked  by  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  : 

'<  That  the  Tellers  shall  count  the  Votes,  and 
announce  the  Numbers  to  the  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack or  in  the  Chair  ;  and  the  Doors  shall  remain 
locked  until  the  Numbers  are  declared : 

"  That  Lists  of  the  Lords  present  and  votuif 
shall  be  framed,  in  which  the  Names  shall  ba  in- 
serted in  Alphabetical  Order,  and  similar  Uats  of 
the  Lords  who  have  voted  by  Proxy;  andisoh 
Lists  shall  be  appended  to  the  Minutes  of  tha 
Day: 

"  That  in  such  Lists  the  Names  of  the  Lords 
shall  bo  inserted  according  to  the  Titles  by  whieh 
they  sit  in  Parliament;  but  in  Cases  in  wUehany 
have  higher  or  more  ancient  Titles  or  Digsititf 
the  higher  or  more  ancient  Title  or  Dignity  ibaU 
be  added  in  brackets : 

"  That  each  Division,  and  the  Number  and 
Names  of  the  Lords  voting  thereon,  be  also  in- 
serted in  the  Journals,  the  Names  of  the  lordi 
being  placed  in  the  Order  in  which  they  stand  in 
the  Roll,  the  Proxies  being  recorded  in  a  aepafft* 
List : 

The  same  was  agreed  to. 
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Ordered^  That  the  said  Besolations  be 
ledared  Standiog  Orders,  and  that  they 
be  entered  on  the  EoU  of  Standing  Orders 
if  this  House. 


rHE   CHAIRMAN  OF    THE    FISHERIES' 
COMMISSIONERS.— QUESTION. 

Thb  Mabqttess  of  GLANBICARDE 
Miked  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  Whether 
the  Chairman  of  the  Fisheries  Oommis- 
BOD,  appointed  under  the  Act  26  &  27 
Fiiei.  c.  114,  is  a  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  ?  And,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  wiU  consent  to  the  Appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Working  and  the  Besults  of  the  above- 
nentioned  Act  ?  The  Act  which  was  now 
before  the  other  House  for  amending  the 
Balmon  Fisheries'  Act,  professed  to  follow 
the  Act  which  had  worked  so  well  in 
[leland.  Now,  the  English  Bill  provided 
I  form  of  appeal  which  was  quite  different 
Ibnn  that  proyided  by  the  Irish  Act ;  and, 
in  fact,  it  appeared  to  be  drawn  up  with- 
mt  the  alightest  consultation  between  the 
parties.  The  Act  was  so  badly  drawn 
that  when  it  expired,  as  it  must  do  at  the 
md  of  next  Session,  every  owner  with  a 
lood  title,  whose  weir  had  been  pulled 
lowD,  might  set  it  up  again,  and  the  trial 
ironld  begin  again.  This,  however,  was 
not  a  matter  of  right  or  title,  it  was  a 
natter  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  he 
lioped  the  Government  would  consider  the 
with  a  view  to  appply  a  remedy. 

Eael  GRANYILLE  said,  that  in  au- 
to the  first  Question  of  the  noble 
Ifarqaess  he  had  to  state  that  Mr.  Eden 
iras  a  clerk  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
md  was   appointed  clerk   to  the  Com- 
mittee   appointed    to   inquire    into    the 
Idiery  laws;   and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  who  previously  had  not  known 
Mr.  Eden,  recommended  him  to  the  Go- 
fvnment  as  the  fittest  person  to  pre- 
ada   over  the  Commission.     It    was  a 
tnporary  appointment,  which  could  not 
tadore  for  more  than  two  or  three  years, 
ad  Sir  Denis  Le  Marchant  had  con- 
Mted  to  allow  Mr.  Eden's  name  to  re- 
aiin  upon  the  list  of  clerks  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  receiving  no  pay,  and 
it  being  understood  that  he  was  not  to 
iB-enter  upon  those   duties  unless  there 
iboald  be  a  vacancy.      With  respect  to 
tbe  capabilities  of  Mr.  Eden,  from   the 
iQfonnation  he  had  received  from   the 
Irish  Office  and  firom  the  Home  Office, 
it  was  thrir  opinion  that  a  fitter  person 


could  not  have  been  appointed  than 
this  gentleman ;  and  a  high  legal  autho- 
rity who  had  been  consulted,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  difference  which  arose  be- 
tween Mr.  Eden  and  one  of  the  legal 
members  of  the  Commission,  was  sur- 
prised at  the  just  and  admirable  manner 
in  which  he  had  decided  most  difficult 
and  intricate  oases.  With  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
discharged  their  duty,  he  might  mention 
that  there  were  only  forty-four  appeals 
from  their  decisions  out  of  an  innumerable 
list  of  cases  determined ;  that  fourteen  of 
these  were  heard ;  that  only  one  was  de- 
cided against  the  Commissioners,  and  then 
only  upon  a  technical  point,  and  that  the 
other  thirteen  were  given  entirely  in  their 
favour.  A  very  large  number  of  the 
other  appeals  were  withdrawn  in  con- 
sequence of  some  of  these  decisions; 
and,  as  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  by  the  Commis- 
sioners was  irreproachable.  The  Com- 
mission would  expire  in  another  year, 
and  he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
agree  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  conduct  an  in- 
quiry which  would  involve  legal  points, 
or  matters  in  course  of  being  determined 
by  the  Commissioners.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  asked  whether  the  Government 
would  consent  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
but  the  noble  Marquess  had  given  reasons 
why  such  consent  Should  not  be  given.  As 
to  legal  difficulties  which  had  arisen,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  their  Lordships 
would  interfere  with  matters  that  were 
before  the  legal  tribunals.  He  was  in- 
formed that  there  had  been  forty-four 
appeals,  of  which  fourteen  had  been  de- 
cided, one  only  against  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  upon  a  technical  point. 

The  Eakl  of  DONOTJGHMORE  said, 
that  there  were  several  vague  charges 
against  the  Commissioners,  but  in  spite  of 
the  assertions  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  and  of  certain 
violent  articles  which  had  been  published, 
he  thought  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
of  opinion  that  these  gentlemen  had  per- 
formed their  duty.  Ho  (the  Earl  of 
Donoughmore)  was  much  interested  in 
one  river,  and  could  say  that  the  public 
feeling  in  that  part  of  the  countiy  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  Commissioners. 
Certain  persons  had  taken  possession  of 
public  rights  of  considerable  value,  and 
under  the  Act  of  1863  they  had  been 
compelled  by  the  Commissioners  to  give 
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them  up ;  these  persons  were,  no  doubt, 
much  dissatisfied  at  being  obliged  to  sur- 
render up  what  they  had,  in  fact,  got  by 
usurping  the  public  rights.  The  fact, 
however,  was,  that  the  Act,  and  the  way 
in  which  it  had  been  carried  out,  had  con- 
ferred an  inestimable  benefit  upon  Ireland, 
and  had  furnished  employment  for  a  great 
many  fishermen  who  had  been  preyiously 
starying. 

UNION  CHARGE  ABILITY  BILL. 
(No.   122.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

Movedf  That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill. 
— (The  Lord  FreaidmL) 

The  Mabquess  of  BATH  observed,  that 
in  the  face  of  the  division  which  took 
place  on  a  ^previous  evening,  and  of  the 
statement  that  the  introduction  of  any 
Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  would  be  a 
virtual  rejection  of  the  measure,  he  felt  that 
it  would  be  useless  for  him  to  move  any 
Amendment  in  Committee.  He  wished, 
however,  to  offer  a  few  observations  to 
their  Lordships  upon  the  matter.  As  to 
the  argument  that  the  labouring  classes 
suffered  under  the  present  law  and  would 
be  much  benefited  by  the  proposed  changes, 
he  would  say  a  few  words.  The  Bill 
contemplated  two  distinct  objects — the 
modification  of  the  law  of  settlement  and 
the  extension  of  the  area  of  rating.  The 
alteration  in  the  law  of  settlement  pro- 
posed was  an  extension  of  irremovability 
to  cases  of  residence  for  one  instead  of 
for  three  years,  the  period  at  present  re- 
quired. The  law  of  settlement,  or  rather 
the  removals  consequent  upon  it,  were  a 
great  hardship  upon  the  poor,  and  for 
his  part  he  should  be  glad  to  have 
seen  the  Bill  go  a  great  deal  farther 
in  reference  to  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. There  was  no  argument  for  the 
change  proposed  which  did  not  apply 
equally  to  the  total  abolition  of  the  law 
of  settlement,  and  his  objection  to  this 
part  of  the  Bill  was  that  while  the  mea- 
sure was  an  improvement  upon  the  pre- 
sent law,  it  was  a  measure  which,  so 
far  from  aiding,  would  only  tend  to  re- 
tard the  progress  of  legislation  towards 
the  total  abolition  of  the  law  of  settle* 
ment.  After  this  Bill  the  hardship  of 
removals  would  remain,  although  the 
number  of  them  might  be  diminished. 
The  JEarl  of  JDonoughmore 


Let  them  look  who  were  the  parties  in- 
terested in  the  mainteDsnce  of  the  law 
of  settlement.     The  abolition  of  the  law 
would  throw  a  considerable  charge  upon 
the  town  parishes ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
that  Parliament  had  made  a  compromise 
with  the  town  parishes  by  saying,  "We 
burden  you  with  a  modification  of  the  law 
of  settlement,  but  we  relieve  yon  by  throw- 
ing the  country  parishes  into  the  area  of 
your  rating."  The  representatives  of  towM 
had  great  power  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  his  own  impression  was  that  this  mea- 
sure would  very  much  impede  instead  of 
promoting  legislation  for  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  kw  of  settlement.    Now,  as 
to  the  adTantage  to  the  labourer.     It  was 
said  that  the  present  limited  area  of  nting 
was  an  encouragement  to  landlords  to  de- 
molish cottages,  or,  at  all  events,  not  to 
build  them.     There  was  nothing  to  sap- 
port  the  truth  of  this   statement  ezo^ 
the  statistics  of  Mr.  Simon  and  the  state- 
ment of  Dr.  Hunter;    but  he  contended 
that  the  statements  made  did  not  support 
the  conclusions  to  which  be  had  referred. 
He  denied,  however,  that  any  demoli^ 
of  houses  had  been  going  on  of  late  years, 
although  houses  might,  of  course,  have 
been  demolished  in  exceptional  cases  for 
the  purposes  of  property.     The  Betoms 
which  had  been  made  in  the  case  of  the 
parishes  in   which    this   demolition  was 
alleged  to  have  occurred  showed  that  out 
of  821  parishes  selected  as  exemplifying 
this  demolition  nothing  of  the  kind  oould, 
between  1851   and    1861,   be  shown  in 
290  instances.     From  1841  to  1861  the 
number  of  houses  in  419  of  those  parishes 
had  either  increased  or  remained  station- 
ary, and  on  going  back  another  ten  yean 
the  total  number  of  houses   in  the  821 
parishes  exhibited  a  decided  increase.  The 
obstacle  to  the  increase  of  houses  wasy 
however,  due  not  to  the  action  of  the  Poor 
Law,  but  to  the  expenditure  which  was 
necessary  for  their  erection.     The  cost  of 
a  cottage  might  be  put  down  at  £125, 
though  he  himself  had  always  found  them 
to  exceed  that  sum,  and  the  value  of  the 
land  upon  which  it  was  erected  at  £25. 
Now,  in  the  agricultural  districts  of  Eng- 
land, no  higher  rent  could  be  demanded 
than  1«.  6d,  a  week,  or  £3  18«.  a  year— 
about   half  the  ordinary  interest  on  the 
outlay,    and    making    no    allowance  for 
what  would  have  to  be  expended  in  re- 
pairs  and  other  matters.   Cottage  building, 
therefore,  did  not,  and  could  not  pay,  sn^ 
as  long  as  this  was  the  case  no  altmtion 
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in  the  Poor  Law  would  lead  to  an  inorease 
of  cottage  building.  Now,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  measure  upon  the  labour- 
ing claases  ?  He  maintained  that  the  land 
did  not  naturally  find  employment  for  the 
people  for  more  than  eight  or  nine  months 
in  the  year,  and  that  during  the  remain- 
ing months  the  labourer  was  employed  by 
the  farmer  oomparatively  at  a  loss,  though 
that  loss  was  not  so  great  as  it  would  be 
if  the  man  were  thrown  upon  the  rates. 
The  weak,  the  old,  the  infirm,  for  whom 
labour  was  found  by  the  fleurmers  now, 
wonld  be  forced,  if  this  BUI  were  passed, 
into  the  union  workhouse.  Farmers  could 
not  pay  tlie  rates  twice  over.  They  could 
not  pay  for  the  unnecessary  labour  as  well 
as  the  rates  in  the  towns.  A  great  deal  was 
■ud  of  this  being  a  landowner's  question. 
As  far  as  he  could  gather  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  landowners  generally  would  be 
injured  by  the  Bill.  In  his  own  case  he 
wonld  be  a  large  gainer.  The  landowners 
would  suffer  only  in  special  cases — in  the 
thinly-inhabited  rich  grazing  counties. 
He  did  not  think  farmers  generally  would 
inffer.  It  was  the  people  that  would 
suffer;  and  he  did  not  see  what  could  be 
done  to  help  them,  unless  they  made 
some  large  change  in  the  law  regarding 
the  administration  of  relief  to  the  poor  in 
the  rural  districts,  in  whose  behalf  alone 
he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  addressing 
theae  observations  to  their  Lordships. 

Lord  KINGSDOWN  said,  he  could  not 
permit  this  Bill  to  go  into    Committee 
without  shortly  expressing  the  grounds  of 
the  objections  he  entertained  to  it.     He 
objected  to  it  both  on  the  ground  of  jus- 
tice and   policy.     It  was  fraught  with 
iojnstioe  in  this  respect — that  it  threw 
upon  one  class  the  burdens  which  at  pre- 
sent properly  belonged  to,  and  by  law  was 
impoeed  on,  another.    He  objected  to  it 
on  the  ground  of  policy,  because  it  sapped 
tile  very  foundation  of  that  principle  to 
which  he  believed  they  were  indebted  for 
the  admirable  effects  of  the  new  Poor  Law 
^namelv,  the  vigilant  superintendence  of 
piroehial  relief  by  the  guardians  of  each 
ptrish.    Unions  had  been  formed  almost 
ttiversally  on  this  principle — ^there  was  a 
coantry  town  with  probably  a  large  popu- 
lation ;  that  was  made  the  centre  of  the 
Union,     and    the    agricultural    villages 
^itmnd  were  added  to  it    He  might  men- 
^  the  parish  of   Bittingboume,   with 
which  he  was  himself  connected.     In  ad- 
^tioa  to  the  ordinary  population  of  the 
towo,  there   was   a  numerous    body  of 
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labourers  who  were  engaged  in  extensive 
brickfields  in  the  neighbourhood.  A  vast 
number  of  cottages  were  run  up,  over 
which  that  popidation  was  distributed. 
These  men  earned  extremely  high  wages 
during  the  summer  months — perhaps  30«. 
a  week ;  but  in  the  winter  their  work  waa 
stopped  and  they  were  thrown  on  the 
parish.  By  this  Bill  they  proposed  to 
make  the  agricultural  parishes,  which  had 
no  connection  with  the  town,  and  derived 
no  bene6t  from  the  population,  contribute 
to  the  rates  by  which  that  population  was 
to  be  maintamed.  Besides,  a  tradesman 
was  not  rated  for  his  capital,  stock  in 
trade,  or  profits ;  but  landowners  or  land- 
holders were  called  on  to  pay  on  their 
stock-in-trade,  capital,  and  farm  stock — 
rated  to  the  full  extent.  Not  only  did 
they  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  a  popula- 
tion to  which  really  they  ought  not  to 
contribute,  but  in  a  greatly  increased 
ratio — more  thou  they  ought  to  be  charged. 
Could  anything  be  more  unjust  than  this  ? 
The  injustice  of  the  Bill  was  perfectly  mon- 
strous. What  reason  had  been  assigned  for 
this  alteration  of  the  law  ?  The  reason 
assigned  for  it  had  entirely  failed.  The 
demand  for  labour  was  great.  Instead  of 
cottages  being  pulled  down,  cottages  were 
rising  on  all  sides,  partly  because  farmers 
required  them  and  partly  because  land- 
owners wished  to  seo  their  labourers  pro- 
perly housed  on  their  estates.  The  reform 
which  had  been  effected  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law  was  greatly  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  Quardians  from  the 
different  parishes  who  made  a  point  of 
attending,  and  who  had  an  interest  in 
seeing  that  none  but  proper  objects  re- 
ceived relief,  had  performed  their  duty 
with  the  greatest  fidelity.  At  present  it 
was  the  interest,  as  well  as  the  duty,  of  the 
landlords  of  each  parish  to  take  care  of 
their  labourers,  and  prevent  them  from 
being  thrown  on  the  rates ;  but  the  case 
would  be  altered  by  the  operation  of  that 
measure,  and  its  effect  would  be  to  charge 
those  parishes  which  did  their  duty  in 
that  respect  with  burdens  caused  by  the 
neglect  or  misconduct  of  other  parishes. 
Some  years  ago  the  population  of  a  parish 
in  Kent  being  very  redundant,  a  large 
sum  was  raised  in  it  to  aid  the  unem- 
ployed in  emigrating,  and  by  that  means 
its  surplus  population  was  reduced.  But 
by  this  Bill  that  parish  would  have  thrown 
upon  it  the  charge  of  maintaining  a  town 
population  with  which  it  had  no  connec- 
tion, and  also  the  poor  belonging  to  pa- 
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rishes  which  had  inourred  no  such  expense 
for  emigration,  fie  could  not  but  think 
the  measure  was  most  objectionable  both 
on  grounds  of  justice  and  of  policy.  With 
respect  to  any  Amendments  which  might 
be  introduced  into  it  in  their  Lordships' 
fiouse,  he  was  not  in  the  least  apprehen- 
sive  that,  if  they  were  carried,  there  would 
be  any  difficulty  raised  on  that  account 
by  the  fiouse  of  Commons  on  the  ground 
of  privilege,  fie  could  not  suppose  that 
the  other  fiouse  would  strain  the  doctrine 
of  its  privilege  in  respect  to  matters  of 
revenue  to  an  extent  to  which  common 
sense  showed  that  it  could  not  reasonably 
be  carried ;  but  if  that  course  should  be 
taken  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
gain  a  respite  from  this  measure  for  an- 
other year. 

LoKD  LTVEDEN  said,  he  could  not 
think  it  desirable  that  that  Bill  should  be 
postponed  for  another  year.  The  question 
with  which  it  dealt  had  been  constantly 
inquired  into  for  the  last  thirty  years,  the 
arguments  on  both  sides  were  thoroughly 
exhausted,  and  he  could  see  no  possible 
advantage  in  any  further  delay.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  bring  about  a  change, 
which  all  authorities  had  held  would  be 
most  beneficial  to  the  labourer — namely, 
to  give  him  a  wider  range  and  a  freer 
scope  for  making  the  most  of  his  industry. 
The  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  spoken  was  no  doubt  de- 
serving of  respect ;  but  it  was  directly  at 
variance  with  all  the  Reports  of  Commis- 
sioners and  Committees,  and  with  the 
views  of  all  who  had  devoted  the  closest 
attention  to  this  subject  for  many  years 
past.  Sir  James  Graham  —  no  mean  au- 
thority— said  the  parochial  system  favoured 
the  idle  and  profligate,  and  discouraged 
the  industrious,  skilful,  and  well-conducted 
labourer  —  it  protected  the  former  class 
from  competition,  and  placed  fetters  upon 
the  latter.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Bath)  seemed  to  doubt 
whether  the  feeble  and  the  aged  poor 
would  be  cared  for  in  their  own  parishes 
under  the  proposed  system  as  much  as 
was  the  case  at  present ;  but,  in  the  Dock- 
ing district,  where  union  chargeability  had 
been  voluntarily  adopted,  no  such  result 
as  the  noble  Marquess  apprehended  had 
been  produced.  It  had  been  objected  to 
this  Bill  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough ; 
and  he  quite  agreed  in  that  opinion. 
If  the  Government  remained  in  office 
they  must  look  forward  to  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law  of  settlement  which,  in 
Lord  Kingsdmon 


the  last  centnry,  Adam  Smith  deemed 
to  be  the  greatest  infringement  of  per- 
sonal  liberty,  expressing  at  the  same 
time  his  wonder  that  the  people  of  this 
country  had  not  revolted  against  it  long 
ago.  Of  all  evils  inflicted  on  the  pauper 
that  of  removal  was  the  severest ;  and  if 
by  this  Bill  they  unfettered  labour,  hs 
hoped  they  would  soon  have  another  mea- 
sure abolishing  the  principle  of  settlement 
throughout  the  whole  kingdom.  They 
had  obtained  freedom  of  trade,  and  he 
thought  now  they  should  obtain  freedom 
of  labour,  fie  did  not  think  it  advisable 
that  the  adoption  of  the  Bill  should  be  de- 
layed any  longer,  and,  indeed,  he  believed 
that  the  sense  of  the  country  oould  more 
faithfully  be  taken  upon  it  in  the  ]uX 
Session  of  the  expiring  Parliament  thtn 
in  the  first  Session  of  its  successor. 

The  Dtob  op  CLEVELAND,  in  wp- 
porting  the  Bill,  said,  he  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  of  the  fiouse  of 
Commons  which  had  sat  so  long  to  eoo- 
sider  this  subject,  and  which  was  oompoied 
of  men  perfectly  conversant  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  who  were  almost  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  in  time  a  union  settlement, 
or  even  a  measure  of  a  more  exteDfi?e 
character,  would  have  to  be  adopted*  The 
general  tendency  of  reoent  legislation  htd 
been  to  reduce  the  period  of  residoice  in 
a  parish  necessary  to  create  a  settlement^ 
and  he  could  see  no  reason,  after  that 
period  had  been  reduced  from  five  to  three 
years,  why  it  should  not  be  still  further 
reduced  to  one  year.     The  time  had  come 
when  this  advance  should  be  made,  and 
although  he  foresaw  that  great  bowfits 
would  result  from  this  measure,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  evils  which   some  noUe 
Lords  seemed  to  apprehend  would  not  be 
realized.     In  reference  to  some  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made    during  the 
discussion,  he   might  say  that   although 
the  poor  might  be  well  treated  under  the 
present  system  in   certain  parishes,  they 
were  not  taken  proper  care  of  in  other 
parishes,     fie  could  not  regard  this  qnei- 
tion  as  one  between  the  towns  and  the 
country  as  it  was* one  involving  the  gene- 
ral welfare  of  the   poor  throughout  the 
kingdom.  There  had,  no  doubt,  beengieat 
complaints  of  close  parishes,  and  that  eot- 
tages  had  been  taken  down  to  get  rid  ^^ 
the  poor ;  but  his  own  conviction  was  that 
in  the  present  day  there  was  no  new  foun- 
dation for  such  charges.      The  condition 
of  the  poor  had  much  improved  during 
the  last  few  years,  owing  to  the  incretf^ 
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demand  for  labour  and  to  the  large  addi- 
tional amount  of  cottage  accommodation 
afforded  them  all  over  the  country,  new 
oottages  having  been  built,  some  through 
aelf-intercst  and  some  through  philan- 
thropy. There  was  a  great  change  in  the 
eondition  of  the  labourer  compared  with 
the  times  in  which  the  new  poor  law  was 
passed ;  and  there  was  now  a  great  de- 
mand for  labour  everywhere,  which  made 
it  desirable  that  the  labourer  should  be 
enabled  to  carry  his  labour  to  the  best 
market.  He  did  not  think  there  was  any 
■erioas  intention  on  the  part  of  their  Lord- 
ships of  opposing  the  Bill,  to  which  he 
gave  his  hearty  support. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  he  had  presented 
two  Petitions  from  Boards  of  Guardians — 
one  for  and  the  other  against  this  Bill, 
but  had  been  reported  to  have  presented 
two  Petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill.    The 
Ouardians  of  the  Bakewell  Union,  know- 
ing that  he  wished  it  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  yet  intrusted  him  with 
their  Petition  at  rather  a  small  meeting, 
and  the  migority  of  the  Guardians  had 
wished  to  convene  a  meeting  afterwards 
to  oppose  the  Bill ;  but,  seeing  the  great 
majority  in  their  Lordships'  House  for  the 
second  reading,  had  abandoned  their  in- 
tention.    He  feared,  with  tho  Guardians 
of  the  Belper  Union,  that  decayed  towns 
would  be  supported  by   the  agricultural 
districts,  and  that  the  Bill  went  too  fast 
towards  a  general  rating,  as  no  preparation 
had  been  made  for  equalizing  the  rate. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  House  in  Committee 
aeoordingly ;  Amendments  made :  The 
Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  171.) 


COURTS  OF  JUSTICE    CONCENTRATION 

(SITE)  BILL— (No.  HI.) 

0OMM0M8  AMENDlCEirT  CONSIDBRBD. 

Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amend- 
ment considered. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
m  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill,  his 
Sokia  Friend  (Lord  Kedesdale)  moved  an 
Aaendment,  whieh  their  Lordships  passed, 
to  the  effeet  that  no  steps  should  be  taken 
to  seeare  property,  and  that  no  contract 
ikoald  be  entered  into  for  the  erection  of 
the  proposed  Palace  of  Jnstioe,  until  tho 
plans  and  eatiiuates  had  been  submitted 
to  and  sanotioned  by  Parliament.  The 
CoBuneoa  had  consented  to  an  alteration 


in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  that  re- 
spect so  far  as  that  proceeding  should  be 
stayed  until  a  certificate  had  been  received 
by  the  Treasury  signed  by  nil  the  Com- 
missioners, which  ho  thought  ivould  meet 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lord  on  their  Lord- 
ships' Amendment.  He  moved,  therefore, 
that  the  Commons*  Amendment  be  agree 
to. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,    that    what 
the  Commons  had  consented  to  was  a  com- 
plete admission   tlmt  the  matter  required 
serious  investigation,  and  he  had  full  con- 
fidence that  the  Commission  would  do  its 
duty  in   that  respect.     He  had  had  since 
the  Bill  was  before  their  Lordships  sonio 
communication  with  tiie  Incorporated  Law 
Society,  and  ho   was  sorry  to  find,  from 
their  views  on  the  subject,  that  the  country 
would   probably   be  subjected    to  a  very 
much  larger   expense  than  the  sum  which 
had  been  named,  if  it  were  desired  to  have 
anything  which    would  be  worthy  of  the 
name  of  "a  Palace  of  Justice."     They 
told  him  that  the  estimates  were  made  for 
the  plainest  possible  building,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  the  suitors'  money 
for    ornament,    and    that   if   the   country 
wanted  that  sort  of  thing  the  money  for  it 
must  be  sought  elsewhere;  and  that,  as  to 
the  approaches,   they   had  nothing  to  do 
with   them,  as  the  Metropolitan   Board  of 
Works  would  see   to   them.      He   (Lord 
I  Redesdale)  was  convinced  that  the  esti- 
mates were  insufficient,  and  he  thought  it 
right  that  the  public  should  know  what  it 
had  to  expect.     There  was,  however,  one 
thing   to  be   said— a  good    Baker  Street 
elevation  would  be  quite  sufficient  for  Bell 
Yard   and   Carey  Street;  and  as    to  the 
Strand,  the  best  thing  to  do  there  would 
be  to  erect  a  row  of  shops,  and  put  the 
building  behind  it  in  order  to  secure  some- 
what more  quietude  for  the  business  of  the 
Courts. 

Lord  DENMAN  was  very  sorry  that 
the  diffidence  of  the  noble  Baron,  pre- 
vented his  retaining  his  Amendment,  for  a 
more  extravagant,  speculative,  and  ab- 
surd plan  had  never  been  heard  of;  and 
as  for  its  architectual  pretentions,  it  was 
impossible  to  make  it  anything  better  than 
a  bad  imitation  of  the  Four  Courts  at 
Dublin.  The  Bill  was  chiefly  intended  to 
enable  barristers  to  hold  briefs  in  all  the 
courts  at  once,  and  in  Westminster  the 
present  buildings,  with  a  few  additions, 
were  good  enough,  if  short  causes  only 
were  tried  in  term,  and  long  causes  after 
term.     He  (Lord  Denman)  had  for  eighteen 
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years  attended  in  the  courts,  and  had  done 
his  best  for  the  welfare  of  suitors,  solicitors, 
and  all  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  had  been  badly  paid  for  it,  but 
he  staked  his  reputation  on  the  fact  that 
these  courts  were  unnecessary.  The  ap- 
proach to  the  Carey  Street  site  would  be 
wretched  for  those  who  wished  differtum 
traruire  forum  populumq,  whilst  the  with- 
drawing the  sittings  from  Guildhall  would 
be  most  inconvenient  to  suitors,  to  jurors, 
to  witnesses,  and  would  pre?ent  merchants 
from  easily  sending  for  documents  to  their 
counting  houses,  and  from  being  permitted 
to  receive  and  answer  any  important  note 
as  to  business  in  the  jury  box,  which  was 
often  done  by  the  permission  of  the  Judge. 
He  wished  their  Lordships  would  at  once 
reject  these  Bills,  and  then  New  Boswell 
Court  could  be  occupied,  and  lodgers  re- 
turn to  those  houses  which  were  now  de- 
serted. He  regretted  being  opposed  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  giving  offence 
by  his  opinion  on  this  subject,  but  he  was 
sure  their  Lordships  would  one  day  regret 
having  ever  authorized  the  dust  of  demo- 
lition, and  if  these  were  the  last  words  he 
had  to  speak  he  should  utter  them  in  de- 
precation of  this  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


COURTS   OF  JUSTICE    BUILDING  BILL. 
(no.  23.)    OOMMONS  REASONS   CONSIDERED. 

Commons  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
Lords  Amendment  considered. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  their 
Lordships  had  struck  out  the  27th  clause 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  Commons  had  re- 
inserted it,  as  the  effect  of  striking  it  out 
was  the  taking  of  £200,000  from  the  Go- 
vernment without  any  return  for  it.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  moved  that  their 
Lordships  do  not  insist  upon  their  Amend- 
ment. 

On  Question,  whether  to  insist?  JRe- 
solved  in  the  Negative;  and  a  Message  sent 
to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  there- 
with. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock, 

till  Monday  next^ 

Eleven  o'clock. 


Lord  Denman 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON B, 
Friday,  June  16,  1865. 

MINUTES.]~Pi7BUC  Bills  —  BesoUiHcmt  w 
Committee  —  Navy  and  Armj  Expenditim 
(1863-4)* ;  Colonial  Docks  Loans  * ;  Carnen 
Act  Amendment.* 

Ordered — Colonial  Docks  Loans  *  ;  Carriers  Aet 
Amendment*  ;  Turnpike  Aets  Continnanee * ; 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements.* 

First  Reading  —  Carriers  Act  Amendment  * 
[224] ;  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangement*  [226]; 
Colonial  Docks  Loans  *  [226] ;  Turnpike  Aeti 
Continuance*  [227]. 

Second  Beading  —  Fortifications  (Proyision  for 
Expenses)*  [215] :  Harbours  Transfer  *  [816]; 
Falmouth  Borough.* 

Committee  —  Salmon  Fisherj  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment {re^eomm,)  [18T] ;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confirmation  (]Sk>.  2) {re^^eomm,}*  [1681; 
Trusts  Administration  (^Scotland)  (re-eomm,)* 
[158] ;  Crown  Suits,  Ac.  (re-comm.)  *  [206]; 
Parsonages  *  [205]  ILords']  ;  Pheasants  (In- 
land *  [193]  ILorde]. 

Report — Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendmani 
{re-comm.)  [187];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orden 
Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (re^eomm,)  [168]; 
Trusts  Administration  (Scotland)  *  {re-comm.) 
[158];  Crown  Suits,  dw.*  (re^omm,)  [206]; 
Parsonages  *  [205]  [Lordt] ;  Pheasants  (lie- 
hind)*?198][Lwl*]. 

Considered  as  amended — Kingstown  Harbour* 


[185]. 


Third  Reading— -I^kyj  and  Marines  (PropeK; 
of  Deceased)*  [189]  ;  Naval  and  Marine  (Psy 
and  Pensions)  *  [190] ;  Penalties  Law  Amend- 
ment [213]. 

Withdrawn  —  Arrests  for  Debt  Abolition  (Ire- 
land)* [126]. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  NEW  ROAD  BILL 

COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  mo?cd  that 
this  Bill  should  b6  re-committed  to  the 
former  Committee,  and  that  thej  should 
proceed  therewith  on  Monday  next.  The 
object  was  to  make  a  broad  road  in  the 
vicinity  of  Belgra?e  Square  and  the  Bromp- 
ton  Road,  near  the  South  KensingtOQ  Mo- 
seam,  the  length  being  about  half  a  mile, 
and  the  minimum  width  eighty  feet.  That 
would  require  about  eighteen  acres,  but 
the  Commissioners  proposed  that  it  should 
be  150  feet  wide,  and  for  that  purpose 
thirty  acres  would  be  wanted.  The  Esti- 
mate for  the  road  simply  was  £220,000, 
but  the  capital  to  be  taken  for  the  whole 
of  the  improvements  was  £1,000,000  ster- 
ling, with  debenture  power  beyond.  The 
accidents  which  occurred  at  the  time  of  the 
Great  Exhibition,  consequent  upon  the 
great  amount  of  traffic  through  the  present 
narrow  thoroughfares,  made  it  only  sor- 
prising  that  the  road  had  not  been  earlier 
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nuide,  and  tbere  was  no  doubt  from  the  Testries  of  Chelsea  aud  Eenaiogton  sap- 

eridenoe  talceD  before  the  Committee  that  ported  the  measure,  ten  Members  of  Par- 

the  traffic  since  that  time  rendered  the  liament  had  signed  petitions  in  its  favour, 

carrying  oat  of  the  improvements  contem-  and  be  believed  it  was  desired  bj  the  in- 

Sted  by  the  Bill  a  very  desirable  object,  habitants  of  Belgravia  generally. 

B  Chairman  of  the  Committee  himself  Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  seconded  the  Motion, 

had  stated   that  sufficient  witnesses  had  and  said  this  was  one  of  those  improve- 

been  ealled  to  prove  the  desirabilitv'  of  the  ments  which  was  originally  designed  by 

new  road.     With  regard  to  the  objection  the  Prince  Consort,  and  if  the  Bill  were 

to  a  priTate  company  carrying  out  the  im-  not  passed  this  Session,  it  must  inevitably 

proTement,  the  ratepayers   were  already  be  carried  during   next  year.     Although 

nfficiently  taxed,  the  Board  of   Works,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  not  capital- 

whose  duty  it  was  to  carry  out  the  improve-  ists  they  were  supported  by  a  great  finan- 

ment,  had  not  the  means  of  doing  so,  and  cial  company,  which  entered  into  agree- 

the  Hoose  had  already  affirmed  the  prin-  ment  with  them  to  carry  out  the  measure 

eiple  of  empowering  private  persons  to  carry  in  the  erent  of  the  Bill  passing.     A  clause 

OQl   poblic    improvements,  and  for  their  might  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  compelling 

OVD  advantage,  in  the  case  of  the  Hyde  the  company  to  build  model  lodging-houses 

Park  Estate  Gate  Bill.     It  had  been  com-  for  the  accommodation  of  those  whom  they 

plained  that  the  compony  had  attempted  turned  out  of  their  homes, 

to  obtain  too  much  land  for  the  object  pro-  ^«-  ..            ,          ^  f\     \>                  i 

poMd  ;  but,  in  the  case  of  Victoria  Stiiet,  ..  ^/^*7^  "^t^^^""^  Question  proposed 

Sioeonstruction  of  which  was  undertaken  '7,^1^  *»*«  South  Kensmgton  New  Road 

by  a  private  company,  the  public  suffered    ^l  ^«  ^aT'TT^}''  ^^"^  ^"fu '  ^Tu" 
lid  the  company  became  bankrupt  entirely    °^>ktee,  and  that  they  do  proceed  therewith 

■a  con«5que^e  of  insufficient  land  being   "P^"  J^^^^^^  "<^*'-  -C^»-.  Senry  Sey^ 
taken  ;  and,  in  the  case  of  the  Thames    ^^^') 

Smbankment,  the  Board  of  Works  were  Viscount  OALWAY  said,  he  must,  as 
empowered  to  schedule  a  larger  quantity  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  oppose  the 
ef  land  than  was  absolutely  required,  in  Motion.  It  was  unfair  that  when  a  Com- 
Ofder  that  they  might  recoup  themselves  mittee  unanimously  rejected  a  Bill  a  Mem- 
for  the  outlay.  But  the  Committee,  never-  her  of  this  House  should  come  down  and 
tbeleas,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  seek  to  get  it  re-committed.  He  denied 
company  asked  for  more  land  than  was  that  the  Committee  had  stopped  the  case, 
wanted  ;  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  re-  They  had  simply  intimated  that  witnesses 
quiring  them  to  reconsider  that  decision  should  not  be  called  to  prove  again  and 
thai  he  brought  forward  the  present  Mo-  again  the  same  point.  The  Committee  did 
tion.  The  directors  of  the  company  for  not  think  that  sufficient  evidence  had  been 
making  this  road  included  the  names  of  adduced  to  justify  the  interference  with 
Mr.  E.  Wortley,  M.P.,  Mr.  Warner,  M.P.,  property  which  would  be  involved.  The 
Mr.  Knight  (of  the  firm  of  Smith,  Knight,  Committee  objected  to  granting  forty-five 
and  Co.),  Mr.  Montague  Baillie,  and  Mr.  acres  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  orna* 
Aatley,  of  Eaton  Place,  and  the  security  mented  street  which  only  required  fifteen 
Isr  its  completion  comprised  the  Credit  acres.  This  Bill  was  one  of  the  weakest 
Voneiar  and  Mobilier  of  England,  with  its  and  worst  supported  that  had  ever  come 
lapttal  of  £2,000,000,  and  Messrs.  Smith  under  his  notice.  In  the  case  of  the  Hyde 
m  Knight,  with  a  paid-up  capital  of  the  Park  Estate  Gate  Bill,  that  came  from  the 
ssBio  amount.  The  yalue  of  the  property  House  of  Lords  and  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Is  be  affected  was   £800,000,  and  the  ^  Committee.   The  Committee  were  the  best 

judges  of  the  expediency  of  passing  such 
a  Bill.  It  was  a  positive  fact  that  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  could  not  find  out 
who  were  its  promoters.  The  total  capital 
of  the  company  was  to  be  £1,000,000,  and 
no  proof  had  been  adduced  that  they  would 
be  able  to  raise  that  sum.  The  proposal 
would  involve  the  removal  of  the  houses  of 
a  large  number  of  poor  people,  and  would 
inflict  upon  them  a  considerable  amonnt  of 
inconvenience  and  hardship.    Not  an  archi- 


ifponents  only  represented  property  to  the 
•Mint  of  £20,000.  The  opponents  were 
^iaeipally  shopkeepers  in  the  Brompton 
«Md,  who  thought  that  the  sale  of  their 
foods  would  be  injured  by  people  leaving 
tto  high  road,  and  going  by  the  wide 
*^t  There  were  some  dwellings  of  the 
j^Woring  claitei  which  would  be  displaced, 
^  if  the  poor  desired  to  live  in  the  midst 
^  the  nob  they  must  be  content  to  live, 
^  m  Parte,  on  floors  of  tall  bouses.    The 
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teot  was  produced  to  speak  of  the  mode 
of  laying  down  tlie  proposed  line.  Nor 
were  there  any  witnesses  to  prove  the 
Buf&ciency  of  the  estimates.  Lord  Cado- 
gan,  (he  chief  landowner  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, petitioned  against  the  Bill.  The 
householders,  who  held  leases  of  from  fifteen 
to  sixty  years,  had  spent  large  sums  in 
improving  their  property,  for  which,  if 
handed  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Credit  Foncier,  they  would  have  no  pros- 
pect of  adequate  compensation.  He  voted 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  because 
it  had  come  from  the  Lords. 

Mr.  J.  PEEL  said,  that  though  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  he  felt  the  road 
would  bo  a  great  public  convenience,  there 
were  reasons  which  led  the  Committee  to 
a  strong  opinion  that  the  measure  ought 
not  to  bo  sanctioned. 

CoLONBL  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
it  was  at  all  times  undesirable,  except  in 
very  strong  cases,  to  encourage  appeals  to 
the  House  from  the  decision  of  Committees, 
but  that  was  more  particularly  the  case  at 
a  late  period  of  the  Session,  with  respect 
to  a  Bill  which  was  strongly  opposed,  and 
when  the  Committee  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  an  extremely  dangerous  pre* 
cedent  to  hand  over  private  property  to  a 
company  like  the  Credit  Foncier,  which 
had  no  connection  with  the  locality  to  which 
the  measure  related.  It  was  also  a  very 
objectionable  process,  and  one  calculated 
to  bring  discredit  upon  Parliament,  to  sanc- 
tion Bills  before  the  companies  were  formed. 
The  scheme  was  promoted  by  strangers 
who  had  no  claims  to  it.  If  such  applica- 
tions were  allowed,  no  man's  house  would 
be  his  castle  whenever  a  company  got  up 
a  little  capital  for  the  purpose  of  turning 
him  out. 

Mr.  HENRY  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  late  period  of  the 
Session,  he  consented  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witdrawn, 

SALMON  FISHERY  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 
MENT  {re-commiUed)  BILL. 

[bill    187.]      COMMITTBB. 

Bill  coiuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  26  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Enumeration  of  Powers  of 
Board  of  Conservators). 
Viscount  QaUtoatf 


Eabl  PERCY  moved,  in  aection  1,  line 
8,  after  •*  appointed,*'  to  add— 

"Provided  always,  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  prevent  the  said  Board  of  Comsfw 
vators  from  obtaining  the  services  of  additiooal 
constables  under  the  Act  third  and  fourth  Victoria, 
chapter  eighty-eight,  section  nineteen,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  thii 
Act ;  such  constables,  when  appointed,  to  have  til 
the  powers  and  prifileges  of  water  bailiib,  and  to 
be  paid  for  their  senrioes  by  the  said  Board." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  28,  Clause  F  (Power  of  Conser- 
vators as  to  Eel  Fisheries). 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  mofcd 
the  omission  of  the  Clause,  whieh  he  said 
provided  that  between  the  lat  of  Janoarj 
and  the  1st  of  July  no  eela  were  to  be 
taken,  the  ground  being  that  the  boiei 
and  gratings  nsed  for  taking  them  ware 
liable  to  catch  salmon.  Eels  were  a  very 
important  article  of  food  in  England  ;  sod 
in  the  south  of  England  at  all  events  were 
best  in  the  spring  and  summer.  There  bsd 
heen  no  evidence  given  upon  this  subject 
before  the  Committee,  and  therefore  be 
objected  to  their  legislating  upon  the  mat- 
ter at  present. 

Mr.  knight  said,  he  seconded  the 
Amendment.  Nothing  was  more  destructiTe 
to  salmon  than  eels,  and  therefore  (he 
more  eels  were  caught  the  better  would  it 
be  for  the  preservation  of  the  salmon  in 
those  places. 

Mr.  baring  said,  he  was  willing,  if 
this  regulation  would  interfere  with  tbe 
eel  fishery,  to  omit  the  clause. 

Clause  slrwik  out. 

Clauses  29  to  31  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Order  for  Entry  of  Wate^ 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

Mr.  cavendish  BBNTINCK  ssii 
he  moved  its  omission,  on  the  ground  tbtt 
it  involved  a  proposition  contrary  to  tbe 
first  principles  of  English  law.  The  clsoie 
appeared  to  be  founded  upon  the  sappen* 
tion  that  every  owner  of  a  salmon  fisberj 
WAS  a  criminal,  for  it  gave  the  coDBer- 
vator  or  water  bailiff  power,  after  makisf 
oath  before  a  justice  of  the  peaee  that  Ii0 
suspected  acts  in  contravention  of  tbe 
Fishery  Act,  to  enter,  go  over,  and  re- 
main seven  days  upon,  a  gentleman's  lend 
without  bein^  liable  to  a  charge  of  trespstf* 

Mr.  LONGFIELD  said,  he  hoped  tbtt 
the  clause  would  be  retained,  as,  from  hii 
experience  of  the  Irish  Salmon  Fishery 
Act,  ho  believed  that  it  would  be  ezeeed- 
iugly  useftil  in  preventing  abuse,  And  tbst 
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Om  power  it  oonferred  woald  not  be  likely 
to  be  aboeod. 

Clmnie  agreed  to. 

Bemaioinff  elanses  agreed  to,  witb  tbe 
ueeption  of  Clauses  56  and  66.  which 
vera  negoHved. 

Mb.  T.  O.  baring  mored  tbe  fol- 
lowing danse : — 

(ProTisiont  m  to  exportation  of  aalmon.) 
-  All  nlmon  intended  for  exportation  shall  be 
mtored  for  thai  parpoee  with  the  proper  ofBcer  of 
E^towi,  at  the  port  or  plaoe  of  intended  exporta- 
ion,  before  shipment  thereof;  and  any  salmon 
ikipped  or  exported,  or  brought  to  anj  wharf, 
naif,  or  other  plaoe  for  exportation,  contrarj  to 
miB  teetiou,  shall  be  forfeited,  and  the  person 
iMppingor  exporting  or  bringing  the  same  for 
nportation  shall  belUible  to  a  penalty  not  exoeed- 
'mg  two  pounds  for  erery  salmon  so  shipped  or 
Bported  or  brought  for  exportation  ;  and  any 
lAeer  of  the  Customs  may,  between  the  third  day 
if  September  and  tbe  seoond  dsy  of  February, 

Kany  pareel  entered  or  intended  for  exporta- 
or  brought  to  any  quay,  wharf,  or  other  plaoe 
br  that  purpose,  and  suspected  by  him  to  contain 
■liDon,  and  may  detain  any  salmon  found  in  such 

Coel  until  proof  is  given,  in  manner  provided  by 
,  of  the  salmon  being  such  as  may  be  legally 
tiported ;  and,  if  the  salmon  before  such  proof  is 
moo  beoome  unfit  for  human  food,  the  oflBoer  of 
Oiitoms  may  destroy  the  same." 

Hoose  reeumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  eonsi- 
Mitred  on  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed 
[BiU  220.] 


OWNERLESS  DOGS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DAWSON  DAMER  said,  he  would 
^  to  ask  the  Seoretarj  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departmeot,  Whether,  to  prevent 
leeidents  from  ownerless  dogs  in  the  Me- 
tropolis and  its  environs  (four  persons 
ksving  been  yesterday  bitten  by  sueh 
^),  he  does  not  think  it  advisable  to 
bug  in  a  Bill  for  the  destraction  by  the 
Hioe,  bj  stryehnine  or  other  means,  of 
4  dogs  going  abont  without  eoUars  and 
tte  addresses  of  their  owners  thereon  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  in  reply, 
Alt  by  tbe  Metropolitan  Police  Act  oon- 
itiUes  were  authorised  to  destroy  all  dogs 
Ast  were  suspected  to  be  in  a  rabid  state, 
>sd  the  owners  of  dogs  which  were  known 
^  be  dangerous  were  liable  to  penalties 
hr  allowing  them  to  be  at  large.  Whether 
^y  other  measures  ought  to  be  adopted 
lo  prsf ent  eril  arising  from  the  number  of 
^9p  in  the  streets  he  was  not  at  that  mo- 
^t  prepared  to  say.  It  might  be  de- 
■iraUe  that  dogo  at  large  in  the  streets 


should  wear  muzzles,  which,  while  not  con- 
fining their  mouths  so  as  to  drifo  them 
mad,  might  prerent  them  from  doing  any 
injury.  He  did  not  think  that  any  great 
security  would  be  given  to  the  public  by 
merely  requiring  that  every  dog  should 
have  round  his  neck  a  collar  bearing  the 
name  and  address  of  his  owner. 


ARMY— REGIMENTAL  PAYMASTERS. 

QUESnOK. 

Mr.  SURTEES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  confer  the  rank 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  upon  Regimental 
Paymasters  of  twenty  years  service,  con- 
sidering that  by  the  promotion  of  Surgeons 
to  that  and  higher  ranks  since  the  year 
1858  Paymasters  have  lost  that  position  of 
equality  with  the  Surgeons  in  their  Regi- 
ments which  they  had  previously  enjoyed  ; 
and,  if  not»  for  what  reason  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  there  wirs  at  present 
no  intention  to  alter  the  rank  of  Paymasters 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
whole  question  of  relative  rank  was  con- 
sidered by  Lord  Herbert  in  1860,  when 
the  Warrant  which  fixed  the  rank  of  Pay- 
masters was  settled  ;  and  that  noble  Lord 
objected  to  adopt  the  measure  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  several  reasons 
into  which  ho  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
need  not  enter.  One  reason,  which  had 
considerable  weight  with  Lord  Herbert,  was 
that  there  had  never  been  any  difficulty 
in  obtaining  a  sufficient  number  of  well- 
qualified  Paymasters,  while  there  had  been 
considerable  difficulty  in  getting  properly 
qualified  Army  Surgeons.  Paymasters 
were  not  the  only  Officers  who  might  com- 
plain that  their  relative  rank  was  altered 
by  that  which  was  conferred  upon  Surgeons 
by  the  Medical  Warrant  of  1858. 


ARMY  —  THE    ARMSTRONG    AND 
WUITWORTH  GUNS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  Report  of  the  Armstrong  and 
Whitworth  Committee  on  the  12-pounder 
Guns  has  been  referred  to  another  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  War  Office,  and  if 
so,  for  what  purpose  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  after  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  12-pounder  Armstrong 
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and  Whitworth  guns  had  been  sent  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  for  hiB  consideration, 
a  12-pounder  Whitworth  gun  had  been  sent 
by  his  desire  to  Woolwich  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Artillery,  and  to  be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  service  guns 
were  ordinarily  treated  in  drill  practice. 
No  doubt  that,  after  it  had  undergone  a 
certain  amount  of  trial,  it  would  be  reported 
upon  by  the  Commandant  of  Woolwich, 
and  probably  some  other  officers;  but  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  any  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  consider  the  Report  of 
the  Armstrong  and  Whitworth  Commit- 
tee. The  only  point  upon  which  the 
opinion  of  the  Woolwich  authorities  was 
asked  was,  as  to  the  weight  and  conve- 
nience of  the  gun,  and  no  experiments 
as  to  its  merits  would  be  carried  out  by 
them. 

DISTRICT    LUNATIC    ASYLUMS 
(IRELAND).— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  state  if  the  Irish 
Government,  before  appointing  persons  to 
the  office  of  Resident  Physician  to  the 
District  Lunatic  Asylums,  requires  satis- 
factory proof  that  they  have  acquired  a 
practical  knowledge  of  the  treatment  of 
insanity;  and  whether  candidates  are  exa- 
mined as  to  their  fitness  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  care  and  treatment  of  the  insane 
by  the  Inspectors  of  Asylums,  and  a  Re- 
port made  thereon  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  in  reply, 
that  full  and  ample  inquiry  was  always 
made  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  medical 
men  appointed  to  Lunatic  Asylums.  He 
might  mention  that  on  a  recent  occasion 
the  former  Resident  Physician  of  the 
Waterford  Asylum  was  appointed  to  the 
Asylum  at  Castlebar,  and  the  vacancy 
thus  created  had  been  filled,  or  was  about 
to  be  filled,  by  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
M*Kay,  a  gentleman  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  had  very  strongly  recommended. 
The  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  always 
endeavoured  to  obtain  accurate  information 
as  to  the  qualifications  of  future  Resident 
Physicians  before  the  appointments  were 
made  by  the  Government. 

UNITED  STATES  —  CONSULS  FOR   THE 
SOUTHERN  STATES.  — QUESTION. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  and  when  the  Qovern- 
The  Marquess  of  SortingUm 


ment  intends  to  replace  English  Consuls 
at  the  ports  on  the  aeaboMrd  of  the 
Southern  States  of  North  America  (such 
as  Charleston,  Savannah,  &c.),  declared 
by  the  President  to  be  open  for  gene- 
ral commerce  on  1st  July  next;  aod 
whether  the  same  Consuls  who  occupied 
those  several  stations  before  the  war,  aod 
were  acquainted  with  the  interests  in- 
volved, will  be  again  sent  out. 

Mb.  LATARD  said,  in  reply,  that 
British  Consuls  who  had  been  long  red- 
dent  in  the  Southern  porta  were  either 
actually  upon  the  spot  or  shortly  would  be. 
The  Consuls  who  before  the  war  were  sta- 
tioned at  New  Orleans  and  Savannah,  bid 
died,  and  their  places  had  been  alresdj 
filled;  the  Consul  at  Galveston  never  left 
his  post;  the  Consul  at  Charleston  hid 
been  promoted  to  be  Consul  General  it 
Cuha,  but  the  Vice  Consul  who  succeeded 
him  had  never  been  absent.  The  Consul 
at  Mobile  had  been  removed  to  another 
station,  and  was  no  longer  in  the  service; 
but  the  gentleman  actually  in  charge  of 
the  Consulate  had  been  out  there  dunsg 
the  whole  of  the  war. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  wished  to 
know  when  the  Consuls  would  enter  upon 
their  duties. 

Mr.  la  yard  replied,  on  the  Ist  of 
July,  when  the  ports  were  open. 

IRISH  RECORDS.—QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when  the 
removal  of  the  Irish  Records  to  the  new 
building  in  Dublin  will  take  place,  snd 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  assimilate 
that  establishment  to  the  one  existing  in 
England. 

Mr.  PEEL,  in  reply,  said,  the  remofil 
of  the  Irish  Records  could  not  take  plsee 
till  the  new  building  was  ready  to  receire 
them,  which  would  not  be  until  the  month 
of  October.  No  definite  plan  had  yet  been 
adopted,  but  probably  it  would  be  foond 
advisable  to  form  a  Record  Eatablishment 
on  principles  similar  to  those  followed  in 
this  country. 

ARMY  —  THE    ARMSTRONG   GUN 
COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  rose  to  ssk. 
Whether  the  Report  of  the  Armstrong 
Gun  Commission  will  be  laid  on  the  Tible 
before  the  end  of  the  Session. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON. 
in  reply,  said  the  third  part  of  the  Report 
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in  question — namely,  that  relating  to  12* 
ponndera — was  the  only  portion  yet  re- 
eeiTod,  and  as  it  would  hardly  be  conye- 
nient  to  produce  this  by  itself,  the  Report, 
he  apprehended,  oould  not  be  laid  on  the 
table  before  the  end  of  the  present  Session. 

THE  CONVOCATION  OF  CANTERBURY. 

QUBSTION. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  When  the  Licence  to  be  grant- 
ed to  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Canon  of  Subscription, 
will  be  laid  on  the  table  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GRET,  in  reply,  said, 
it  would  take  some  time  to  make  it  out. 
He  coald  not,  therefore,  say  the  exact 
day. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  if  it  were  likely  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  before  his  Motion  on  the  subject 
came  on  for  discussion. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  could 
not  say. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  :  Are  we  to  have  it 
before  the  dissolution  ? 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committe  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

DOCKYARD  SUPERINTENDENTS. 
BESOLUnON. 

Mb.  SEELY,  in  introducing  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice  regarding 
the  appointment  of  Dockyard  Superintend- 
ents, said,  the  Admiralty  had  the  power  of 
going  "to  the  same  market  with  other  ship- 
building establishments  for  their  materials, 
and  he  could  only  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  reason  why  the  work  was  to  the 
amount  of  from  half  a  million  to  a  million 
a  year  more  expensively  done  in  the  Royal 
dockyards  than  was  necessary  was  on  ac- 
count of  the  mismanagement  prevailing 
in  them.  It  could  scarcely  be  expected 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  consider- 
ing the  rank  from  which  they  were  taken, 
would  have  any  practical  knowledge  of 
shipbuilding,  but  it  might  be  reasonably 
expected  that  they  would  take  care  to 
appoint  persons  enjoying  that  knowledge 
which  they  themselves  did  not  possess. 
He  would  briefly  examine  the  securities 
taken  for  the  efficient  and  economical  ma- 
nagement of  the  dockyards.     The  first 


gentleman  appointed  was  the  Controller, 
who,  as  a  seaman,  could  have  no  practical 
knowledge  of  shipbuilding.  Yet  the  duties 
of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  were  to 
control  all  expenditure  in  building,  repair, 
and  outfit  of  ships  both  in  dockyards  and 
contract  vessels,  including  maohinery  ;  to 
state  the  number  of  men  for  each  depart- 
ment ;  to  regulate  the  number  according 
to  wages  Vote ;  to  recommend  alteration  of 
numbers ;  to  revise  expenditure  with  a 
view  to  economy  and  efficiency  ;  to  visit  the 
yards,  inspect  work,  and  see  that  his  orders 
are  carried  out  well ;  to  recommend  means 
of  preserving  ships,  learn  their  condition, 
and  that  of  boilers  a^  machinery,  so  that 
he  may  tell  their  Loraships  when  they  will 
be  ready  for  sea.  To  see  that  the  timber 
is  good  and  suitable  ;  and  as  to  the  quan- 
tity in  store,  to  carefully  observe  the  quan- 
tity of  timber  and  stores  so  as  to  report  at 
once  any  want  or  waste  thereof,  to  receive 
and  examine  monthly  a  scheme  of  the  pro- 
gress of  work  at  each  yard,  and  to  i^odify 
such  work  when  needed  ;  to  submit,  when 
required,  designs  of  vessels  to  be  built  by 
Admiralty  or  contract,  with  details  of  cost, 
machinery  and  guns  proposed ;  for  contract 
vessels,  to  give  the  names  of  contractors, 
and  other  details.  It  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible that  a  man,  even  possessing  the  most 
intimate  acquaintance  with  shipbuilding, 
could  discharge  all  these  duties  without 
efficient  subordinates.  The  next  step  to 
secure  efficiency  in  the  dockyards  was  the 
appointment  of  Superintendents,  gentlemen 
invariably  taken  from  among  the  officers  of 
the  Royal  Navy.  It  was  not  his  wish  to 
confine  such  appointments  to  civilians,  but 
if  given  by  preference  to  officers  of  the 
navy  it  ought  to  be  seen  that  they  possessed 
the  requisite  qualifications.  They  should 
not  be  excluded,  but  the  most  competent 
men,  whether  sailors  or  civilians,  should 
be  selected  to  control  and  direct  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Royal  dockyards.  The 
Duke  of  Somerset  said  of  the  Captain 
Superintendent^- 

"  He  is  a  naval  ofiioer  put  there  to  superintend 
all  the  different  departments  that  are  under  him. 
He  cannot  be  practioally  acquainted  with  ship- 
building. He  is  in  a  worse  position,  in  point  of 
knowledge,  than  the  Controller  is  with  regard  to 
the  Superintendent  who  is  under  him.  The  Con- 
troller has  been  for  many  years  in  the  situation, 
whereas  the  Superintendents  in  the  dockyards  are 
removed  everj  flye  years,  and  therefore  cannot 
be  expected  to  be  practically  conTcrsant  with 
shipbuilding  or  the  details  of  manufiMtures  that 
are  now  going  on  in  the  dockyards." 

In  other  words,  it  was  more  pleasant  for 
one  ignorant  man  to  give  his  orders  to 
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another  ignorant  man  than  for  an  ignorant 
man  to  give  his  orders  to  one  who  was 
possessed  of  knowledge.  It  was  also  stated 
of  the  Superintendents — 

*<  Their  hands  are  Tery  rnnoh  tied  by  '  instmc- 
tioni/  All  ofScers  of  OTery  grade  are  aubordi- 
nate  to  them.  They  are  required  to  use  the 
utmoat  zeal  and  diligence  in  seeing  orders  of  the 
Board  carried  out,  and  must  exercise  '  as  &r  as 
possible  a  personal  supervision  oyer  every  part  of 
the  establishment  committed  to  their  care.'  Can 
*  discharge  workmen  for  misconduct/  but  *  have 
no  direct  control  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
yards/  and  *  the  number  of  work  men ,  the  rate  of 
wages,  and  the  distribution  of  labour  are  arranged 
in  London/  " 

Tbej  could  not,  therefore,  ho  expected  to 
exercise  an  efficient  control  over  an  expen- 
diture of  £2,000,000.  The  next  in  rank 
was  the  master  shipwright.  They  were 
in  some  cases  yery  ahle  men,  hut  they 
were  not  placed  in  a  position  to  insure 
efficiency  and  economy  in  these  yards. 
The  master  shipwrights,  moreo?er,  only 
had  the  direction  of  one  department ;  the 
chief  engineer  had  another;  and  the  master 
attendant  a  third.  Every  one  knew  that  for 
a  manufacturing  business  to  be  conducted 
properly  thero  must  be  one  controlling  head 
in  a  position  of  authority,  and  possessing 
power  proportionate  to  his  responsibility. 
The  master  shipwright  was  not  in  that  po- 
sition. He  would  name  an  instance  in 
point,  and  that  an  important  one.  Many 
of  the  improTements  in  private  manufac- 
turing departments  took  their  origin  from 
the  working  men.  If  a  man  in  the  Royal 
dockyards  thought  he  saw  a  thing  might 
he  done  better  and  more  cheaply  he  com- 
municated to  the  foreman.  The  latter 
went  to  the  head  of  the  department — say, 
the  master  shipwright.  He  went  to  the 
Superintenilent.  The  matter  then  went  to 
Somerset  House,  and  thence  finally  to 
Whitehall.  After  great  delay  the  com- 
munication travelled  hack  downwards  to 
the  Superintendent,  and  so  on,  unless,  in- 
deed, the  communication  was  lost  by  the 
way.  The  master  shipwright  had  to  touch 
his  hat  to  every  officer  in  uniform,  naval  or 
military,  whom  he  might  meet  in  the  yard. 
He  was  insufficiently  paid  for  a  man  who 
had  charge  of  so  many  thousand  men.  In 
private  establishments  such  a  man  would 
receive  nearly  the  salary  of  a  Cabinet  Mi- 
nister. There  were  at  the  present  moment 
men  who  were  superintending  private  build- 
ing yards,  who  were  paid  nearly  as  well 
AS  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  yet 
the  Government  expected  that  a  master 
shipwright  with  a  salary  of  £600  a  year 
ana  a  retiring  allowance  would  do  for  them 
ifr,  Seely 


what  private  firms  paid  from  £2,000  to 
£4,00Q  a  year  to  ohtain.     The  thing  was 
ridiculous.      The  master   shipwright  was 
the  head  of  only  one  department,  and  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  secure  the  right 
management  and  control    of    the  Roysl 
dockyards.     The  system  was  also  prodae- 
tive  of  jealousies.     The  master  shipwright 
and  the  chief  engineer  sometimes  could  not 
agree,  and  they  had  to  refer  their  diffe- 
rences to  the  Superintendent,  who  knew  no- 
thing about  the  matter.    It  was,  therefore, 
highly  essential  that  an  officer  who  knev 
something  about  the  business  of  the  dock- 
yards should  he  placed  at  the  head  of  them. 
If  any  private  business  were  managed  like 
the  dockyards  the  principals  would  come 
to  bankruptcy  and   inevitable  ruin.     He 
was  sorry  to  have  to  trouble  the  House 
with  figures,  but  matters  of  account  coald 
not  he  dealt  with  without  them.     His  ob- 
ject was  to  show  the  great  waste  in  the 
management  of  the  Royal  dockyards  ;  and 
as   the    House  was  the  guardian  of  the 
public  purse,  and  it  was  dealing  with  sa 
expenditure  of  more  than  £2,000,000,  be 
would  ask  for  the  patient  indulgence  of  tbe 
House  for  a  few  minutes.     He  would  first 
refer  to  "  Return  No.  454  on  Dockyards 
and    Steam   Factories  for   1862-3,"  the 
last  Return  published.     This  Return  gave 
the  following  results  : — 

"  Chatham  Boathoases. — 25  boats  fitted,  eoit 
£10  6«.  5(2..  equal  to  £258  0«.  2d.  ;  ditto  rate- 
book price,  £23  2«.  1},  equal  to  £577  IS^.;  cost 
less  than  rate-book,  £12  6«.  S^d.,  eqsal  to 
£819  12».  lOd." 

*'  Portsmouth  Boathouses. — 85  boats  fitted,  ooit 
£18  15f.,  equal  to  £1,593  Us,  8d. ;  ditto,  rate- 
book value,  £9  5f .  8^.,  equal  to  £799  6«.;  ooii 
more  than  rate-book,  £10  10«.  4k2.,  equal  to 
£794  8«.  8rf." 

Thus  at  Chatham  hoats  were  fitted  out  si 
half  the  rate-book  price,  while  at  Ports' 
mouth  they  cost  double  the  rate-book 
price,  or  four  times  as  much  as  at  Chat- 
ham,  according  to  the  rate-book.  HewouU 
not  say  that  these  accounts  were  accurate, 
but  they  were  the  accounts  furnished  by 
the  Admiralty,  and  it  was  for  the  Ad* 
miralty  to  explain  them.  He  would  dov 
advert  to  the  smitheries  of  the  Royal  dock- 
yards. On  a  former  occasion  he  had  called 
attention  to  the  cost  of  forging  in  tbo 
Royal  dockyards — a  subject  in  which  be 
took  some  interest,  since  he  happened  to 
be  connected  with  works  of  this  kiod. 
With  one  or  two  friends  he  paid  a  rislt  to 
Chatham,  and  satisfied  himself  that  tbe 
system  of  forging  in  the  Royal  dockysrdi 
was  most  extravagant.    Oa  looking  to  tbo 
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oo»t  of  the  different  jardi  ke  found  these 
resttlts.  fle  was  stili  referring  to  Return 
454  —  Dockyard  and  Steam  Faotories, 
1862-3— 

"  Sheeraesfl  Smitheriet. — Common  Forgings. — 
1,079  ewt.,  cost  27«.  6^.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£3,314  ;  rate-book  Talue,  21s.  per  ewt.,  equal  to 
£1,768 ;  ooat  mortf  than  rate-book,  £551. 

"  Deronport  Smitheriet. —  Common  Forgings. 
—  3,503  ewt.,  coat  16«.  3\d.  per  ewt.,  equal  to 
£3,856  ;  rate-book  value,  2ls.  per  ewt.,  equal  to 
£8,678 ;  oost  less  than  rate-book,  £833. 

'*  Portsmouth  Smitheries.— Plain  Fox^ngi^ — 
3,488  ewt.,  cost  47«.  l^d  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£5,864 ;  rate-book  value  SSe.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£4,854 ;  cost  more  than  rate-book,  £1,510. 

"  Devonport  Smitheries. — Plain  Forgings. — 
3.350  ewt.,  cost  3d«.  0^.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£8,715  ;  rate-book  value,  d5#.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£3,989 ;  cost  less  than  rate-book,  £224. 

**  Portsmouth  Smitheries. — Middling  Forgings. 
— 1,993  owt.,  cost  58«.  0}<i.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£5,785  ;  rate-book  value,  44«.  2d,  per  owt.,  equal 
to  £4,400 ;  cost  more  than  rate-book,  £1,885. 

*'Devonport  Smitheries. — Middling  Forgings. 
— 3,284  owt.,  cost  44«.  11  {<2.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£5,026;  rate-book  price,  iis.  2d.  per  ewt.,  equal 
to  £4,934  ;  oost  more  than  rate-book,  onljr  £92. 

"  Portsmouth  Smitheries. — Extra  Forgings. — 
737  ewt.;  cost  139#.  per  ewt.,  equal  to  £4,696 ; 
rate-book  price,  70#.  equal  to  £2,547 ;  cost  more 
than  rate-book,  £2,149. 

'*  Sheemess  Smitheries. — Extra  Forgings. — 
422  owt.,  cost  62«.  1^.  per  ewt,  equal  to  £1,822  ; 
rate-book  price,  708.  per  ewt.,  equal  to  £1,490  ; 
cost  less  than  rate-book,  £168. 

He  wished  he  could  spare  the  House  these 
figures,  and  hand  them  to  the  reporters  to 
be  read  to-morrow  morning. 

"  In  the  Portimoalh  steam-hammer  shops, 
3,777  owt.  blanks  oost  81«.  9{«{.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£6,010  ;  at  the  rate-book  price  of  20t.  per  ewt., 
equal  to  £3,778 ;  cost  more  than  rate-book 
£2,232.  In  the  Devonport  steam-hammer  shops, 
3,813  ewt.  blanks  cost  14#.  8{<f.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£2,073  :  rate-book  price  was  20s.  per  ewt.  equal 
to  £2,818 :  oost  less  than  rate-book  was  £741. 
Total  cost  of  blanks  at  all  the  yards— 17.757  ewt. 
cost  28#.  per  owt.,  equal  to  £20,570  ;  17,757  owt. 
Devonport  rate,  cost  14#.  6hi,  per  ewt.,  equal  to 
£13,140 ;  excess  of  cost  above  Devonport  rate 
wis  £7»437,  or  more  than  50  per  oent." 

He  would  spare  the  House  any  further 
figures  under  this  head.  He  called  atten- 
tion some  time  ago  to  the  conversions  of 
timber  in  the  dock  yards ;  his  figures  had 
ncTer  been  disputed,  and  his  facts  had 
never  been  denied.  He  showed  on  that 
occasion  the  conversion  of  timber  in  the 
years  1862-3,  and  that  if  all  conversions 
had  been  effected  at  the  lowest  yard  rates, 
there  would  have  been  a  saving  in  that  one 
year  of  £55,496.  The  excess  of  offal 
timber  made  in  1862-3,  over  the  rate 
given  by  Mr.  Llewellyn  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Dockyard  Commission  as  tl)e 
rate  aet«ally  made  at  Devonport  dock- 


yard, from  1850  to  1854»  was  202,672 
cubic  feet.  The  difference  in  value  of 
this  as  timber  or  offal  was  £37,760| 
so  there  was  loss  to  that  amount.  English 
elm  sawmills'  conversions  at  Sheer- 
nesa  cost  less  than  the  rate-book  29 
per  cent,  while  at  Devonport  English  elm 
sawmills'  conversions  cost  £1,469,  the 
rate-book  value  being  only  £513  ;  the  eoat 
more  than  the  rate-book  was  therefore 
186  per  cent,  or  £956.  In  1859  a  Com- 
mittee,  which  had  been  appointed  to  in« 
quire  into  the  dockyards,  issued  a  Report 
in  which  was  this  paragraph,  "  that  small 
separate  workshops  are  most  objectionable, 
and  are  at  present  too  general  throughout 
the  yards."  In  corroboration  of  that  he 
would  say  that,  according  to  Return  432| 
Dockyard  and  Steam  Factories,  1861-2, 
at  the  Chatham  Lead  Mills,  the  labour  and 
expenses  in  making  11,730  ewt  of  milled 
lead  from  ingot  metal  at  the  dockyards 
was  2s.  6d.  per  owt.,  a  total  of  £1,466  ; 
the  cost  or  difference  between  ingot  and 
milled  lead  in  the  market  would  be  3d, 
per  ewt.,  equal  to  £146  ;  difference  or  loss 
through  the  Admiralty  making  milled 
lead  was  £1,320.  The  labour  and  ex- 
penses in  making  3,322  ewt.  pipe  lead  at 
the  dockyards  was  4#.  lOd.  per  ewt., 
equal  to  £802;  the  cost  or  differenee  in 
price  between  ingot  and  pipe  in  the  mar* 
ket  was  3d.  per  ewt.,  equal  to  £42 ;  dif« 
ference  or  loss  to  the  Admiralty  was  thus 
£760.  The  toUl  loss  to  the  Admirslty 
in  1861-2  was  therefore  £2,080.  In 
1862-3  the  labour,  dsc,  cost  the  Admi* 
ralty  for  making  milled  lead  from  ingot 
If.  S^d.  per  ewt.,  market  prioe  or  differ- 
ence being  3d.  per  ewt.  (reckoning  ingot 
at  market  price  20f.  3d.,  no  data  being 
given  in  Admiralty  accounts)  ;  thus  occa- 
sioning a  loss  in  1862-3  of  £1,090; 
which,  added  to  the  loss  in  1861-2,  makes 
the  total  loss  1861-2,  1862-3,  amount  to 
£3,170.  In  1861-2,  ingot  lead  bought  at 
Chatham  oost  about  20s.  Sid, ;  cost  at 
market,  20«.  3d.  per  ewt.  Milled  lead  cost 
at  Chatham,  23s.  Hid-  S  cost  at  market, 
20s.  6d.;  cost  of  labour,  &c.,  at  Chatham, 
2s.  6d.  per  ewt.;  cost  pf  labour,  dsc,  at  mar- 
ket, 3d.  per  ewt.  Pipe  lead  cost  at  Chat- 
ham, 25s.  3jfd.  per  ewt. ;  cost  at  market 
20s.  6d. ;  cost  of  labour,  &e.,  at  Chatham, 
4s.  lOd.  per  ewt. ;  cost  of  labour,  dec.,  at 
market,  3d.  per  ewt.  Labour,  he..  Admi- 
ralty milled,  11  times  market  price;  labour, 
&c..  Admiralty  pipe,  20  times  market  price. 
Ingot  being  20f.  3d.  in  1862-3,  it  would 
appear  that  the  Admiralty  rat»>book  value 
of  labour,  &€,  for  milled  was  Is.  9d.  per 
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owt.y  the  market  value  3<l. ;  Admiraltj  from  1855  to  ISST,  were  all  Admiralty  pat- 
rate-book  yalue  labour,  &o.,  pipe,  7i.  3d.,  terns  the  loss  in  two  years  was  £40,000, 
market  value  3d.  per  cwt.  for  whatever  and  therefore  there  would  have  been  a 
price  ingot  may  be  in  the  market ;  milled  saving  to  the  country  for  those  two  years, 
and  pipe  lead  are  Sd.  per  cwt.  higher.  It  if  we  bought  the  anchors  in  the  open  mar- 
would  scarcely  be  contended  that  the  Admi-  ket,  of  that  large  snmi  An  hon.  Friend 
ralty  could  not  have  gone  to  the  open  mar-  below  him  asked  "  What  about  the  qua- 
ket  and  bought  pipes  quite  as  good  as  they  lity  ?"  Upon  that  point  a  letter  which  he 
could  manufacture  them.  And  now  he  received  from  Mr.  H.  P.  Parkes,  of  Tipton 
came  to  another  point.  For  the  year  1865-6  Green  Chain  and  Anchor  Works,  would  be 
the  House  had  voted  £30,336  for  police  for  the  best  answer.  It  was  as  follows  : — 
watching  and  guarding  the  naval  yards  ;  u  Sir,— Below  I  have  much  pleasure  in  kr- 
16,694  workmen  were  employed  in  them,  warding  my  present  price  list  for  Admiralty  pat- 
and  therefore  each  one  of  those  men  cost  tem  anchors,  made  in  exact  conformity  with  the 
about  36«.  and  id.  for  watching  and  guard-  ^^V^^^J.  r«f  "^f tions.  specifications,  proofi^finid^ 
■  .  An  'm-a.  t.  J  1  i.  1  u  &c.,  identically  the  same  as  now  reqmred  for  the 
ing  him.  A  Committee  had  lately  been  Royal  Navy.  I  have  lately  completed,  under  offi- 
appomted  by  the  Admiralty  and  had  gone  oial  inspection  of  an  officer  from  Woolwich  Dock- 
round  various  yards.  His  hon.  Friend  yard,  a  contract  for  Admiralty  plan  anchors  of 
(Mr.  Childers)  no  doubt,  had  some  commu-  considerable  extent  for  the  Ottoman  GoTemment. 

nication  with  that  Committee,  and  perhaps  ^l^""  m^ers  and  anchor  smiths  area  migritwy 

,            ,,.,,,,     TT             i_    1        xi  ^  class  workmg  for  all  makers  alike  who  have  work 

he  would  tell  the  House  whether  the  Com-  fo^  ^^em  to  do,  and  many  in  my  employ  at  this 

mittee  had  found  anything  like  £4,000  or  moment  have  for  years  previously  been  employed 

£5,000  a  year  spent  in  watching  the  dif-  at  the  works  of  the  Admiralty  contractors.    The 

ferent  private  yards.     If  not, 'perhaps  the  ""^P'^^bee^^OT^La^'^^ 

hon.  Gentleman    would   favour  the  House  notoriously^anexdu^sWe  monopoly ythel^^ 

with  the  reason  why  the  workmen  in  the  one  favoured  firm  (Messrs.  Brown,  Lennox  and 

Royal  yards    required  such  an    enormous  Co.)»  who  have   also  the  sole  supply   of  chain 

amount  of  police  force  to  watch  and  guard  cables  for  the  navy.    How  this  is,  or  why,  hu 

them.     He    now    came    to   another    sub-  "^^f."  been  a  most  mysterious  affiiir  to  myself 

.     .                  .1        ...       .1                ..            *  ana  the  wnoie  trade, 

ject     connected    with     the    question     of  ^,                     .-.,,,,,«, 

superintendence,  because,  if  we  had  prac-  The  average  price  furnished  by  Mr.  Parkes 

tical  men  of  business  at  the  head  of  our  wfts  28*.  per  cwt.    He  should  be  extremely 

establishments,  they  would  take  care  that  g>?<^  »^  *^«  °<>^'e  Lof4  could  explain  why  a 

nothing  was  bought  at  an  extravagant  price.  P"<5®  °«f  "J  approaching  100  per  cent  extra 

He  had  asked  for  a  Return  of  the  price  waspaid  by  the  Admiralty  for  their  anchors, 

lately  paid  for  anchors,  in  continuation  of  a  ^^Jj;^^  R«Po»*f  ^^  *^o  ^oyal  Commission  of 

Return  published  in  1859.     That  Return  1861  the  following  reason  was  given  by 

had  been  laid  upon  the  table,  and  he  found  ^r-  Thomas  Lloyd,  Engineer-in-Chief  of 

that  they  were  now  paying    for  anchors  ^^^   Navy,  for   approving  the  Admiralty 

from  100  cwt.  to  120  cwt.,  QOs.  per  cwt.,  building  iron  ships:— 

while  the  average  price  of  four    makers  "If  for  no  other,  to  make  a  comparison  between 

was  S3s,  8d,     For  anchors  from  70  cwt.  to  the  oost  of  a  ship  built  in  one  of  Her  l^Jesty*! 

100  cwt.  the  Admiralty  paid  56#.  6d.  the  dockyards  and  the  price  at  which  one  can  be  pur- 

average  price  of  the  four  makers  being  t*~AlUy''o'?t£,t%r"h^r  '^  '^'•" 
008,  4a.     And  so  on  down  to  anchors  of 

20  cwt.,    for  which    the   Admiralty   paid  It  would  be  highly  desirable  that  the  Ad- 

265.  6d.,  while  the  price  of  the  four  makers  miralty  should  take  notice  of  the  prices 

was  23«.  lid.     The  average  price  paid  by  at  which  the  work   in  the  private  yards 

the  Admiralty  for  all  sixes  was  455.  3d.,  was  done.     The    Admiralty  had    omitted 

while  the  average  price  of  the  four  makers  £1,000,000  a  year  from  their  calculation 

was  only  28f .     He  calculated  fr<un  a  Re-  of  the  cost  to  the  country  of  the  building 

turn   just    printed    (1859  to   1864)    that  and   repairing   of   ships.     They  had   left 

25,400  cwt.  cost  the  Admiralty  £60,330;  out  many  items  which  would  be  charged 

the  same  size  anchors  bought  in  open  mar-  in  the  calculations  of  a  private  firm.     For 

ket  would  cost  £36,458,  the  difference  or  instance,  he  found  that  in  1863-4  they  had 

loss  being  £23,872.     In  1856-7  the  Ad-  omitted  £214,800  (which  the  GovemmeDt 

miralty  anchors  cost  £44,856  ;  in  1855-6  said  would  be  included  for  the  future).  The 

they  cost  £51,553.     The  Admiralty  price,  salaries  of  foremen,  rent,  cost  of  gas,  dM;.» 

then,  of  one  of  each  of  five  sizes  from  20cwt.  amounted  to  £214,800.     The  pensions  to 

to  95  cwt  was  £237  5s. ;  the  market  price  artificers    and    to    officers    and    foremen 

forsame  was  £127.  If  theaeanchors, bought  amounted— the  foremen  to  £73|396;  the. 
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lAiler  to^  lay,  £60,000.  Besides  these 
iiams  it  was  neoeesarj,  in  comparing  the 
expenditure  of  the  Rojal  with  that  of  the 
pnblie  jardsy  to  set  down  something  for  in- 
terest upon  plant  and  capital.  Now  the 
Btoek  of  stores  was  about  £5,000,000 ; 
the  expenditure  on  shipbuilding  for  ships 
in  progress  of  building  up  to  March, 
1864,  was  £1,117,713  ;  on  ships  com- 
menced as  wooden  and  converted  into  iron- 
cased  ships  while  building,  £1,338,982. 
He  assumed  that  in  the  seyen  Rojal  yards 
there  had  been  expended  on  plant,  work- 
■bops,  and  machinery,  at  least  £2,000,000. 

[An  hon.  Member  :   More  !]   Very  likely  ; 
at     he     wished    to    state    a    moderate 
sum.     According    to   this   Estimate    the 
total    capital    and  plant  was,    therefore, 
£9,456,695 ;    and   the   interest  on  this 
would  be,  at  5  per  cent,  £472,835.     This 
would  make  a  total  of  £821,031,  which 
must  be  added   to  the    cost  of  ships  in 
1863-4.     Again,  from  the  years  1855  to 
1865-6,  there  was  spent  upon  new  works, 
naehinery,  &c.,  £1,342,000.    This  was 
entirely  for  the  building  and  repairing  of 
ships,  and  would  represent  an  arerage  of 
£122,000  a  year.     In  the   same  period 
£5,709,578.  was    spent  on   new  works, 
buildings,  machinery,  and  repairs,  which 
would  give  an  arerage  of  £519,052  a  year. 
As  he  had  said,  the  whole  sum,  including 
interest  on  capital,  which  must  be  added 
to    the    cost  of   ships  in    1863-4,    was 
£821,031.     This  was  excluding  cTcry  part 
of  the  enormous  sum  spent  yearly  on  new 
works,  machinery,  &c.,  and  also  the  sum  of 
£166,881  for  Admiralty  Offices  in  respect 
of  which  a  sum  of  £82,306  ought  to  be 
charged  to  ships.     Omitting  these  items, 
kowcfer,  the  House  would  see  what  would 
be  the  offset  if  the  £821,000  were  appor- 
tioned among  the  ships  built  and  repaired 
by  the  Admiralty.     The  total  expenditure 
on  Tcssels  in   1863-4  was   £2,848,397, 
from  which  deduct  cost  of  ships  built  by 
eontract,  £585,361,  leaving  cost  of  ships 
Wilt   and    repaired    by   the    Admiralty 
£2,363,036.     To  this  must  be  added  items 
Boi  reckoned  in   Admiralty  accounts  — 
Bttraly,  £821,031,  so  that  40  per  cent  has 
to  be  added  to  these  accounts  in  1863-4  for 
pvpoie  of  comparison  ;  £958,106,  or  45 
P«r  oent,  in  1862-3 ;  £1,035,216,  or  40 
pr  sent  in  1861-2  ;  and  £1,038,561,  or 
^  per  cent    in  1860-1.    So   that    the 
*^  built  at  Her  Majesty's  dockyards, 
*^i0h  the  aeoounts  ga?e  as  costing  about 
^•000,000  eaeh  year,  really  cost  about 
53,000,000,  or  £1,000,000  per  year  ad- 
^^^ioasL    And  nowi  what  was  the  offset  of 


that  calculation  upon  the  repairs  of  ships, 
a  subject  brought  by  him  before  the  House 
on  a  former  occasion  ?  The  Wasp,  built 
in  1850,  was  a  ship  of  13  guns,  974  tons, 
and  100-horse  power.  According  to  the 
published  accounts  her  repairs  in  1859-60 
cost  £7,253.  Adding  40  per  cent,  the  real 
cost  of  her  repairs  would  be  £10,154.  In 
1860-1  her  repairs  cost,  according  to  the 
Admiralty  accounts,  £8,483  ;  adding  35 
per  cent,  they  really  cost  £11,452.  In 
1863-4  her  repairs  cost  £32,002  ;  add 
40  per  cent,  and  the  real  cost  of  her  re- 
pairs would  be,  in  1863-4  alone,  £44,802. 
Deducting  £1,566  for  returns,  the  total 
net  cost  of  the  ship  in  repairs  since  1859 
was  set  down  at  £46,172;  but,  adding 
the  percentage  stated,  which  would  also 
be  according  to  the  mode  in  which 
prifate  firms  would  deal  with  accounts, 
the  real  cost  would  be  £64,842.  Yet  this 
wooden  Tcssel,  which  could  neither  fight 
nor  run  away,  might  be  bought  new  for 
£39,590.  He  had  made  the  same  calcu- 
lations with  regard  to  five  other  Tessels, 
but  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
the  details.  The  result  was  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  published  accounts,  these  six 
ships  cost  for  repairs  from  1859  to  the 
present  time  £212,859,  or,  adding  the 
percentages,  £292,826,  and  they  could 
have  been  bought  new  for  £220,215. 
These  were  points  which  in  a  commercial 
country  like  this  ought  to  be  explained, 
but  as  to  which  he  had  sought  in  Tain  for 
an  explanation  from  practical  men.  He 
came  now  to  another  matter.  In  1863-4 
the  Sharpihooter,  a  6-gun  yessel  of  503 
tons  and  102  horse-power,  cost  for  repair 
of  her  machinery,  with  incidental  expenses, 
£9,220.  Adding  40  per  cent  to  this,  the 
repairs  of  the  machinery  amounted  in  one 
year  to  £13,000.  But  new  engines  and 
machinery  might  have  been  bought  at  £55 
per  horse-power  for  £5,610.  The  House 
and  the  country  ought  to  know  who  was 
responsible  for  these  things,  which  could 
not  happen  if  practical  men  were  at  the 
head  of  our  large  manufacturing  establish- 
ments. He  belieTcd  that  the  Admiralty  at 
present  wasted  every  year  nearly  a  million 
of  money,  and  he  wanted  to  know  why  it 
was  so  wasted.  He  had  shown  as  to  six 
ships  that  their  repairs  from  1859  had 
cost,  without  any  additional  percentage, 
£212,859  ;  while  they  could  have  been 
bought  new  for  £220,215.  The  hulls  of 
vessels  built  in  the  Royal  yards  from  1860 
to  1864  cost,  according  to  the  published 
accounts,  from  £24  lOf .  3d.  to  £32  15#. 
'  3d.  per  ton  ;  while,  iu  thA  ^tviaXA  ^^x^%> 
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in  1861  the  hulls  oontraoted  for  cost  from 
£21  19s  to  £23  15«.  per  ton.  Then  he 
mi^ht  fairly  assume  that  the  Admiralty 
had  not  built  those  hulls  or  executed  those 
repairs  at  a  less  cost,  according  to  Hs  own 
published  accounts,  than  they  could  hare 
been  done  for  in  pri?ate  yards.  It  was 
clear,  then,  that  the  £821,000  was  utterly 
wasted,  unless  there  was  some  special  rea- 
son why  the  country  should  spend  annually 
nearly  a  million  more  than  would  be  spent 
in  private  yards  in  doing  the  same  thing. 
The  Admiralty  and  the  private  trade  went 
to  the  same  market  for  materials  and 
labour ;  the  Admiralty  had  an  unlimited 
supply  of  capital,  and  the  only  ground  of 
difference  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  misma- 
nagement of  details.  lie  thought  he  knew 
the  argument  by  which  he  should  be  met. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  work  was  done 
well  in  the  Royal  dockyards,  and  he  ad- 
mitted that  in  one  sense  it  was  done  well. 
The  materials  were  sound,  the  workman- 
ship was  substantial ;  but  there  was  an 
almost  unanimous  condemnation  of  the 
Admiralty  with  regard  to  their  mode  of 
the  construction  of  ships.  It  was  very 
much  a  question  whether,  putting  these 
large  engines  into  wooden  yessels,  making 
them  screw  yessels,  was  not  a  great  mis- 
take. If  we  had  practical  men  of  busi- 
ness in  the  dockyards  to  assist  the  Admi- 
ralty we  should  he  in  a  much  better  posi- 
tion than  we  were.  The  second  argument 
was,  that  these  Superintendents  had  other 
things  to  do  besides  building  and  repairing 
ships.  If  so,  let  the  House  know  what 
those  things  were.  He  maintained  that  a 
man  practically  acquainted  with  shipbuild- 
ing was  better  fitted  to  superintend  the 
manufacture  of  ships  than  a  man  who 
knew  nothing  about  it.  If  they  put  two 
or  three  millions  a  year  into  the  hands  of 
Government  to  expend  they  should  have 
practical  men  to  disburse  it.  Perhaps  his 
noble  Friend  would  say  that  it  was  a  saving 
to  the  country  to  have  a  superior  officer  in  a 
Royal  dockyard  when  a  vessel  came  in  for 
repairs  ;  for  the  captain  of  the  vessel,  if  he 
had  only  to  deal  with  an  inferior  officer, 
would  put  the  country  to  expense  for  un- 
necessary repairs.  Now,  he  contended 
that  a  practical  shipbuilder  or  practical 
engineer  was  better  able  to  know  what  re- 
pairs a  ship  wanted  than  a  naval  officer. 
A  civilian  in  the  position  of  a  manager  of 
the  works,  like  Mr.  Lumley  at  the  estab- 
lishment at  Millwall,  with  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  WakeGeld  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  connected,  was  less  likely 
to  listen  to  a  naval  offioer  who  desired 
A/r.  Seel^ 


•omethiiig  iinreatODabla  to  be  done  than 
another  naval  officer  whose  tenure  of  offiee 
might  be  about  to  expire.     It  was  said  the 
other  night  that  some  twelve  or  thirteen 
private  firms  took  naval  officers  to  soperin- 
tend  their  concerns  ;  but  he  had  made  in- 
quiries on  the  point,  and  he  could  only  find 
that  two  naval  officers  were  at  all  engaged 
in   these   matters — ^the  hon.    and  gallast 
Member  for  Wakefield   and  Captain  Sy- 
monds — and  they  each,  he  believed,  occu- 
pied the  position  of  a  director  in  a  compsnjr, 
and   employed  a  practical   shipbuilder  si 
manager.     He  believed  that  no  man  could 
be  found  in  a  manufacturing  town  to  sftste 
that  at  the  head  of  a  large  roanufactariD| 
business  there  should  be  placed  a  man  whi 
knew  nothing  about  it.     With   regard  to 
authority,  there  were  on  the  one  side  the 
Duke  of  Somerset,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Clarence   Paget),   and   the  hon.    Member 
(Mr.  Childers)  ;  in  opposition  to  those  sa- 
thorities  he  placed  almost  every  man  in 
that    House.    Sir  Richard    Bromley,  Sir 
Baldwin  Walker,  the  Royal  Commissioners, 
and  the  Committee  of  1859,  who  emphs- 
tically  stated  in  their  Report  that  practiesl 
men  only  should  be  appointed  to  positions 
requiring  practical  experience.    He  held  in 
liis  hand  a  note  from  Mr.  Beaumont,  s 
Member  of  the   Committee  of   1859,  is 
which  that  Gentleman  most  emphaticsllj 
stated  his  opinion  that  at  present  the  Su- 
perintendents in  Her  Majesty's  dockyards 
were  not  only  of  no  use,  but  a  hindranoe. 
But  he  had  higher  authority,  and  that  wu 
the  authority  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bx- 
chequer,   who   at  Chester  the  other  daj 
argued  that  a  profession  should  be  taken 
to  when  a  person  was  young,  and  should 
be  carried  on  by  a  man  who  knew  some- 
thing about  it.      He  illustrated  that  do^ 
trine  by  saying  that  a  smith  or  a  oarpester 
would  not  engage  a  man  who  was  igoorsot 
of  those  trades,  and  who  was  too  old  to 
learn.      He  considered  this   applicable  to 
these  Superintendents,  they  were  toe  old 
to  learn  ;  the  Admiralty,  both  the  present 
and    preceding     Boards,     were    perfseilj 
aware   of   the   mismanagement   that  pre- 
vailed ;  and  they  were  trailing  a  red  her- 
ring across  the  path  by  appointing  Con- 
mittees  and  calling  for  Reports  and  reoom- 
mendations.     They  began  in  1796  to  ap- 
point Committees,  and  they  have  been  ap- 
pointing Committees  ever   since.      They 
had  a  Committee  last  year  to  inquire  into 
the    accounts,    though   they   might  have 
gone  into  the  City  and  got  a  profeasionsl 
accountant  to  do  what  they  wanted.    Tbej 
appointed  a  Cenunittee  to  go  into  the  pro- 
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Tisoes  to  inqoire  into  the  oomparative  cost 
of  Buuiafkctaring  certain  articles  in  the 
Bojal  dockyards  and  in  priTate  yards  ;  but 
what  they  would  not  do  was  to  apply  to  a 
practical  man  of  business.  They  would 
not  put  the  round  post  into  the  round  hole, 
bot  constantly  went  on  putting  it  into  the 
aqaare  hole,  and  then  they  complained 
that  it  would  not  fit.  In  April  last  there 
appeared,  in  an  organ  which  was  supposed 
to  represent  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  a 
Tcry  able  article  upon  dockyard  mansge- 
Bent,  which,  he  hoped,  forshadowed  what 
Iwn.  Glentlemen  oppostto  would  do  if  they 
eame  to  tbnt  (the  Allnisterial)  side  of  the 
Hoaae.  As  an  earnest  Liberal  he  trusted 
that  the  present  Government,  which  pro- 
{cased  to  be  a  reforming  Government, 
would  not  leave  a  great  administrative 
reform  to  be  executod  by  the  Consorva- 
tivea  ;  but  whether  a  proposal  for  dock- 
yard reform  came  from  one  party  or  the 
ether,  he  was  sure  that  if  it  was  in  accord- 
aace  with  the  principles  of  common  sense 
it  would  receive  the  support  of  a  large 
■umber  of  Members  who  sat  near  him. 

AjDcndment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
if  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  inezpedient  to  con- 
ttnne  the  practice  of  appointing  Naval  Officers 
vbo  are  not  possessed  of  a  technical  knowledge 
of  the  huainets  carried  on  in  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards to  the  ofBoes  of  Superintendents  thereof, 
iod  the  practice  of  limiting  their  tenure  of  office 
to  a  penod  of  Ave  years," — (Mr,  Seely^) 

— ioitead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,   '*  That  the   words 

5 reposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
[uestion.** 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET:  Sir.  I 
am  far  from  being  displeased  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  should 
have  again  taken  the  trouble  to  go  into 
Ike  various  details  connected  with  the  ez- 
peoditure  in  our  dockyards,  but  the  House 
will  aee  that  it  is  impossible  for  either 
ayaelf  or  my  hon.  Colleague  to  follow 
kim  through  them.  Nevertheless,  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  the  figures  will,  as  the 
koD.  Gentleman  hopes,  appear  in  Th^ 
TimsMt  because  we  shall  then  have  an  op- 
portunity of  looking  carefully  into  the  state- 
aeota,  and  I  trust  that  the  public  will  be 
benefited.  Ever  since  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  came  into  power  they  have 
desired  to  give  the  fullest  information 
witk  respect  to  the  dockyards,  and  the 
ken.  Gentleman  hss  ffiven  the  best  evi- 
tbat  we  bare  me  so  by  quoting 


our  figures.  No  doubt,  speaking  generally, 
work  done  in  the  "dockyards  is  more  ex- 
pensive than  work  done  in  privato  yards, 
but  I  believe  in  the  long  run  it  is  the 
cheaper  on  account  of  its  superior  quality. 
Whether  it  is  right  that  we  should  have 
Royal  dockyards  is  a  separate  question. 
For  my  own  part  I  think  that  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  we  should  have  such  yards, 
and  should  not  depend  entirely  upon  the 
trade  for  either  the  building  or  repairing  of 
our  ships.  I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  into  his  figures,  but  my  belief 
is  that  he  has  taken  rate- book  prices 
which  he  has  on  seyeral  occasions  been  told 
are  now  in  process  of  correction.  Every* 
body  knows  that  to  establish  correct  rate- 
books of  the  cost  of  every  article  is  a  very 
difficult  operation,  but  that  is  what  we  have 
endeavoured  to  do.  Those  rate-books  are 
under  constant  revision,  and  while  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  discrepancies  are  anything 
like  irhat  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated, 
I  am  bound  to  admit  that  we  have  found 
considerable  discrepancies  between  the 
prices  of  articles  in  different  dockyards.  I 
therefore  readily  acknowledge  that  it  is 
desirable  public  attention  should  be  called 
to  these  things,  and  that  it  is  necessary 
that  the  rate-books  should  be  carefully  re- 
vised. I  now  come  to  the  question  which  is 
more  immediately  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  lays  all  these  assumed  short- 
comings upon  the  naval  Superintendents. 
The  other  night,  in  reply  to  the  rather  offen- 
sive strictures  passed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  naval  officers,  an  hon.  Gentleman 
^opposite  asked  how  it  happened,  if  naval 
officers  were  so  incompetent  to  manage 
dockyards,  the  principal  shipowners  of  this 
country  were  begging  naval  officers  to  take 
charge  of  their  yards.  It  is  the  fact  that 
the  principal  shipbuilding  establishments 
of  this  country  are  dependent  upon  na- 
val officers  for  their  management;  [Mr. 
Seelet  :  Name  them.]  I  decline  to  namo 
them.  I  have  the  names  of  the  officers 
here,  but  I  do  not  choose  to  place  thcni 
before  the  public.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  inquires  he  will  find  that  four 
of  the  greatest  shipbuilding  compauies  in 
this  country  are  now  practically  managed 
by  naval  officers.  Is  that,  or  is  it  not,  an 
argument  to  show  that  naval  officers  are 
competent  to  discharge  such  duties  ?  Then, 
take  the  case  of  foreign  countries.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  no  doubt  an  admirer 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  ; 
did  he  ever  hear  of  a  civilian  in  command 
of  one  of  the  dockyards  belonging  to  the 
American  Gofemment  f    The  th.\^%  da^x^ 
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not  exist.  Or  let  him  go  to  France.  There 
is  not  a  single  Imperial  dockyard  that  is 
not  superintended  by  a  na?al  oflScer.  In- 
deed, all  the  principal  coantries  in  the  world 
depend  upon  naval  officers  for  the  superin- 
tendence of  their  national  dockyards.  YHiy 
do  they  do  so?  Because  they  know 
practically  that  the  work  done,  I  do 
not  say  in  purely  building,  but  in  great 
repairing  and  fitting  yards,  can  best 
be  done  under  the  superintendence  of 
naval  officers.  If  we  were  to  appoint 
a  civilian  to  manage  these  yards,  the 
country  would  show  its  dissatisfaction, 
because  I  am  certain  that  the  work  would 
not  be  so  well  done,  and  that  great  addi- 
tional cost  would  be  incurred.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  apparently  knows  nothing  about 
a  man-of-war.  He  has  spoken  his  mind 
very  emphatically  about  naval  officers,  and 
now  I  will  speak  my  mind  to  him.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  naval  officers  are  quite 
unacquainted  with  his  busiuess,  and  I 
believe  that  he  is  utterly  unacquainted 
with  the  business  naval  officers  have 
to  perform  in  our  great  dockyards.  From 
the  moment  that  the  keel  of  a  man- 
of-war  is  laid  down,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  practical  sailor  should  give  his  opinion 
upon  the  various  details  connected  with 
her  building  and  equipment.  How  can  a 
landsman,  how  can  a  civilian,  know  where 
to  place  the  magazines  with  proper  pre- 
cautions against  fire,  and  how  to  provide 
suitable  facilities  for  handing  up  the  powder, 
storing  away  all  sorts  of  warlike  stores, 
and  placing  the  masts,  anchors,  chains  and 
internal  fitments  ?  Those  are  all  matters 
that  are  eminently  naval  in  their  character ; 
and  so  great  is  the  importance  of  the 
superintendence  of  naval  men  in  regard  to 
them,  that  when  the  Admiralty  have  ships 
built  in  private  yards  we  are  obliged  to 
have  practical  naval  officers  continually 
going  to  look  at  them,  in  order  that  they 
may  bring  their  experience  to  bear  upon 
the  construction  of  those  ships.  Such 
shipbuilding  is  totally  distinct  from  the 
building  of  merchantmen.  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  for  the  building  of 
transports  and  merchant  ships  naval  officers 
are  not  so  competent,  but  I  am  satisfied  that, 
if  the  Royal  dockyards  were  placed  in  the 
hands  of  civilians,  the  system  would  break 
down.  There  is  another  circumstance  con- 
nected with  the  dftkyards  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  have  overlooked 
when  he  talks  of  discharging  persons  who 
are  not  fully  competent.  If  a  private 
individual  has  in  his  dockyard  a  man  who 
does  not  suit  him  he  sends  him  about  his 
Zord  Olarmce  Pag$i 


business.  I  should  like  to  know  what  would 
bo  said  if,  in  our  dockyarda,  we  were  to 
send  people  about  their  bosiness  because 
they  did  not  exactly  suit  as.     No  public 
Department  and  no  Government  can,  unless 
there  are  real  and  fair  grounds,  discharge 
their  people  as  a  private  individul  can.  We 
are  told  that  we  mistrust  civilians.    Now, 
I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what  took 
place  last  year.     We  heard  of  an  emineot 
shipbuilder,  a  gentleman  who  had  distis- 
guished  himself  in  drawing  the  lines  of 
ships,   a   very   scientific    man.      He  wti 
wholly  unconnected  with  the  GovemmeDt 
service,  but  believing  him  to  be  a  penos 
who  was  thoroughly  competent,  we  brooglit 
him  from  private  trade  into  the  service  of 
the  country.      That  gentleman   was  Mr. 
Reed.     Hon.   Members  will  recollect  to 
what  an  outcry  his  appointment  gave  rise. 
I  am  very  glad  that  we  made  that  appoint- 
ment, because  Mr.  Reed  has  performed  his 
duties  most  satisfactorily.  So  far»  therefore, 
I  am  speaking  in  the  sense  of  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  but  I  can  assure  him  that,  if  be 
thinks  the  superintendence  of  our  dockyards 
could  advantageously  be  handed  over  to 
private  individuals,  he  is  greatly  mistaken. 
There  are  many  difficulties  to  be  eneonn- 
tered.     To  take  a  ship  in  or  out  of  dock 
you  must  have  a  naval  man.     The  hon. 
Member  could  not  do  it,  or  any  of  his  civil 
Friends.     And  does  anybody  think  that  i 
naval  officer  of  high  standing  would  sub- 
mit to  be  put  under  a  civilian  ?     Soeh  s 
system  would  not  work  at  all.     Instead  of 
getting  the  work  done  we  should  be  si 
perpetual  loggerheads  on  questions  of  pri- 
ority among    these  dockyard  officers.    I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  satisfied 
with  what  he  has  already  done,  in  which 
so  far  he  has  performed  good  service.   We 
have  prepared  elaborate  Returns,  and  we 
have  laid  them  on  the  table  with  a  view  to 
criticism,    which   is   always   useful.     We 
shall  all,  I  hope,  meet  on  a  future  ooession 
in  the  same  places  to  renew  the  discussion 
of  the  price  of   these  articles.     But  the 
hon.  Member,  I  hope,  will  not  feel  it  bis 
duty   to   press  the  matter   further.     On 
the  question  of  anchors  and  cables,  before 
sitting  down,  I  will  say  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  we  pay  higher  for  our  anchors 
and  cables  than  others  do.    But  this  is  no 
new  subject.     I  have  said,  and  say  again, 
that  I  look  on  anchors  and  cables  as  of  the 
first  importance  to  the  existence  of  ships 
and  the  lives  of  their  crews,  and  therefore 
that  anything  like  mere  buying  in  the  cheap- 
est market  must  bedetrimental  to  the  public 
service.    That  there  are  prirskto  eocnpaiues 
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and  trmders  who  make  first-rate  anchors 
and  eables.  from  whom  we  might  obtaio 
them  on  more  reasonable  terms,  I  am  per- 
fectly aware.  Two  or  three  years  ago  we 
stated  that  wo  were  willing;  to  open  our 
contracts  to  private  enterprize,  only  stipu- 
lating that,  as  we  dared  not  risk  inferiority 
in  the  fittings  of  our  large  ships,  the  pri- 
vate makers  should  be  invited,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  make  cables  and  anchors  of 
•mailer  size.  If  they  had  been  up  to  the 
mark  we  should  then  have  opened  the  con- 
tracts for  the  larger  size  .  The  manufac- 
tnrers  replied  that  unless  the  whole  busi- 
netfl  were  thrown  open  to  them  it  would 
not  bo  worth  their  while  to  undertake  it, 
and  BO  we  came  at  once  to  a  point  of  di- 
Tergence.  I  should  certainly  object  to  any 
untried  firm  making  the  anchors  and  cables 
for  such  ships  as  the  Warrior,  I  am 
lorry  that  the  hon.  Member  reiterated  his 
censures  with  regard  to  the  dockyard  police. 
Sven  if  they  cost  a  great  deal  more  than 
they  do  I  nerer  would  consent  to  have 
them  put  down,  for  I  could  lay  on  the 
table  Returns  that  would  surprise  hon. 
Members,  of  the  sums  of  money  saved 
lince  their  introduction  by  the  driving  out 
of  low  marine  store  dealers.  I  hope  sin- 
cerely the  House  will  not  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  We  have 
given  the  subject  now  before  the  House 
much  consideration,  and,  after  hearing  it 
discussed  many  times,  I  must  inform  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Duke  of  Somerset  ond 
the  Admiralty  are  wholly  averse  from  the 
system  of  employing  civil  superintendents. 
H&.  BRIGHT  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  this  subject.  1  think 
the  House  will  feel  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  has  given  to  it  a 
most  industrious  examination,  and  has 
brooght  it  before  the  House  in  a  manner 
that  was  very  clear,  and  that  will  prove,  I 
hope*  very  useful  in  future.  1  further 
think  the  House  will  admit  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  has  entirely 
fsiled  to  make  an  answer  to  the  speech  of 

Sf  hon.  Friend.  For  the  most  part  he 
mitted  nearly  every  charge  brought 
against  the  Admiralty  ;  he  has  not  dis- 
puted one  of  the  facts  with  regard  to  the 
extravagant  cost  of  ships,  or  the  still  more 
extravagant  cost  of  repairs.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  shown  that  a  ship  cost  in  one, 
two,  and  three  years  more  for  repairs  than 
the  ship  would  have  cost  when  new,  and 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  object  to  that  state- 
ment. [Lord  Clarbkcb  Paoet  :  I  do  object 
to  it]     The  noble  Lord  did  not  object  to 
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it  in  his  speech.  If  he  objects  to  it  he  haa 
given  no  answer  to  it.  My  hon.  Friend 
referred  to  the  subject  of  the  purchase  of 
anchors  and  chains,  and  the  noble  Lord 
said  the  Admiralty  think  it  highly  neces- 
sary to  have  anchors  and  chains  of  the 
best  quality.  He  did  not  answer  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  that  the  makers 
of  chains  aud  anchors  who  are  not  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  are  making 
them  exactly  like  those  that  the  Govern- 
ment buy  from  the  firms  favoured  by  their 
custom,  and  that  those  chains  and  anchors 
are  tried  by  the  officers  of  the  Government 
exactly  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the 
same  stringent  examination  that  is  applied 
to  the  chains  and  anchors  used  by  the 
Government,  and  that  those  chains  and 
anchors  are  sold  at  cheaper  rates  by  those 
firms  to  other  Governments,  who  1  presume 
are  as  anxious  to  have  good  chains  and 
anchors  for  the  safety  of  their  ships  and 
the  lives  of  their  seamen  as  the  English  Go- 
vernment can  possibly  be.  The  noble  Lord 
did  not  explain  why  a  particular  firm  for 
a  long  period  had  been  making  chains  and 
anchors  for  the  Admiralty  at  a  price  50 
per  cent  higher  than  the  Admiralty  could 
have  bought  chains  and  anchors  of  equal 
quality  from  other  firms  in  the  trade.  That 
should  have  been  answered.  The  noble 
Lord    does    not    require    to    go    to    the 

{)igeon- holes  of  the  Admiralty  to  show 
low  for  a  number  of  years  a  particular 
firm  has  been  favoured  with  the  Ad- 
miralty orders  at  a  price  50  per  cent 
higher  than  the  chains  and  cables  could  be 
bought  from  other  firms  equally  respect- 
able and  honourable  in  the  trade.  That 
is  a  matter  to  which  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  turned  his  attention,  but  he  did  not 
do  so.  But  I  think  that  one  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  will  have  a  very  inju- 
rious effect  on  persons  employed  in  the 
dockyards.  He  says,  and  we  can  under- 
stand what  is  meant  by  it,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty have  great  difficulties  to  encounter, 
and  tliat  this  Government  and  every  Go- 
vernment have  to  experience  such  difficult 
ties  in  the  employment  of  a  great  number 
of  officers.  The  noble  Lord  said,  if  a  man 
be  found  entirely  inefficient,  what  are  we 
to  do  with  him  ?  Would  it  not  be  thought 
very  unjust  if  a  man  who  was  not  so 
efficient  as  he  might  be,  should  be  dis- 
charged in  the  manner  that  private  parties 
would  discharge  persons  they  found  ineffi- 
cient? If  that  doctrine  enunciated  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  that  statement  of  a 
difficulty  for  which  he  points  oat  no  re- 
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Viedj,  go  forth  to  persons  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Government,  it  appears  to 
me  that  very  injurious  notions  will  be 
put  into  their  heads,  and  that  they  will 
feel  that  though  persons  employed  by  the 
Oovemment  are  inefficient,  sach  is  the 
state  of  things  in  the  Department  of  the 
Admiralty  that  they  cannot  be  got  rid  of. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  :  I  never 
Baid  so.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  any 
such  thing.  I  did  not  say  Government 
had  no  means  of  discharging  inefficient 
persons.  What  I  said  was,  that  if  in  a 
private  yard  a  person  does  not  suit  they 
can  discharge  him  at  once ;  but  the 
Government  have  not  the  same  facility 
for  discharging  persons  that  private  firms 
have. 

Mr.  BHIGHT:  That  is  exactly  what 
I  stated  the  noble  Lord  said.  I  am  not 
charging  the  noble  Lord  with  neglecting 
his  duty.  It  may  be  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  Government  employment,  and 
one  that  cannot  be  wholly  removed  or 
dealt  with  so  easily  as  it  could  be  dis- 
posed of  by  private  firms.  It  certainly 
nas  not  been  the  custom  to  get  rid 
of  such  persons  with  equal  prompti- 
tude. But  that  is  a  doctrine  very  per- 
nicious to  be  stated  in  this  House  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  and  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty.  But  I  do  not  believe 
there  are  not  men  in  the  service  of  the 
Admiralty  capable  of  undertaking  the  pro- 
per management  of  the  dockyards.  Surely 
he  gave  us  a  case  in  which  a  very  valuable 
appointment  had  been  made.  The  East 
India  Company  had  800  or  1,000  civilians 
in  their  employment,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment found  it  necessary  to  send  over  a 
gentleman  from  this  country  to  look  after 
the  finances  of  India.  It  was  an  admis- 
sion that  out  of  a  thousand  civilian  officers 
they  had  not  one  that  appeared  to  under- 
stand the  multiplication  table  or  to  be  able 
to  manage  the  finances  of  that  great 
portion  of  our  Empire.  If  it  be  true  that 
there  is  no  person  in  the  employment  of 
the  Admiralty  to  do  its  work  properly,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
toke  care  that  such  a  person  should  be 
found.  Nothing  is  so  monstrous  as  to  say 
that  while  the  shipbuilding  establishments 
of  private  firms  are  as  well  managed  as  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  the  Government 
is  not  capable  of  finding  competent  men 
in  their  own  Departments  to  do  their  work. 
If  not,  let  them  bring  them  from  outside 
their  Departments,  so  that  the  Government 
Mr,  Bright 


dockyards  may  be  as  well  managed  as  pri- 
vate dockyards.     What  is  wanted  is,  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  managers 
and  heads  of  the  Department,  should  have^ 
as  their  first  object,  to  manage  that  De- 
partment well ;  and  if  there  be  men,  or 
rules,  or  customs  that  interfere  with  its 
good   management  they   ought    to  break 
down  those  rules  and  establish  a  better 
system  in  the  Department  which  is  uodsr 
their  control.     But  this  always  strikes  me 
when  this  question  is  discussed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  have  in  their 
hands  placed  every  year  by  Parliament  a 
sum  I  think  exceeding  £10,000,000,  if  it 
does  not  exceed  £11,000,000.     When  I 
look  at  the  trouble  which  it  takes  to  ma- 
nage a  commercial  or  manufacturing  unde^ 
taking   which  does   not  expend   probably 
more  than  £100,000  or  £200,000  a  year, 
I  can  perfectly  understand  the  enormous 
difficulty  there  must  be  in  managing  the 
dockyard  establishments  in  various  parts 
of  the  country  and  the  world  where  the 
expenditure  is  more  than  £10,000,000  per 
annum.     I  believe,  and  my  hon  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lincoln  will  excuse  me  for 
saying  so,  that  it  would  be  impossible,  so 
long  as  Parliament  grants  readily  and  pro- 
fusely whatever  is  asked — £10,0<)0,000,or 
£11.000,000,  or  £12,000,000  per  anaam 
— that^there  should  not  be  very  considerable 
waste  in  the  expenditure.     Whenever  thia 
question  has  been  discussed  in  this  Honte, 
this  year,   last  year,   and  ever  since  the 
Russian  war — when  our  expenses  were  lo 
great — there  has  been  a  universal  admis- 
sion on  the  part  of  every  person  not  con- 
nected with    the  Admiralty  that   in  that 
Department  there  is  enormous  and  extra- 
vagant waste,  which  is  not  reputable  to  that 
Department,  and  is  discreditable  to  Par- 
liament and  oppressive  to  the  commnnity. 
The  noble  Lord  who  is  now  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  was  a  sreat  reformer  of  that 
Department   before- he  took    office,   sod 
he    hesitated   very  much    when    he  was 
asked  to  take  office.    He  doubted  whether, 
having    made    speeches    compared    with 
which  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member   for   Lincoln    is  a  mere  whisper 
of    discontent — speeches     in     which    he 
overhauled  everybody  connected  with  the 
Admiralty  who  sat  on  that  Bench,  if  he 
came  into  office  he  should  be  able  to  fulfil 
the  promises  which  he  had    held   oat  of 
performing  the  duties  which  he  insisted  on 
his  predecessor  performing.  Well,  the  noble 
Lord  has  been  in  that  office  for,  I  think, 
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aboat  six  jean,  and  I  baTo  nerer  seen  any  I 
person  in  that  office  who  has  been  bo  per- 
petoallj  found  fault  with  upon  all  sides  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  management 
ef  ihia  Deportment.  I  must  say,  at  the 
same  time,  I  have  never  heard  anybody 
who  was  more  eonfident,  or  more  plausible 
ia  the  answers  ho  has  been  able  to  give  to 
those  who  hare  contended  with  him.  I 
was  glad  when  the  noble  Lord  took  office, 
for  I  thought  we  were  going  to  turn  ovor 
a  new  leaf  and  have  things  done  much 
better.  I  am  sorry  that  being  in  office  he 
has  not  been  able  to  do  that  which  I  think 
he  had  hoped  to  do,  and  whieh,  I  think,  the 
Iloase  had  a  fair  reason  to  expect  he  would 
attempt  to  do.  I  make  an  excuse  for  him 
en  this  aoeoont.  I  believe  the  Admiralty 
u  so  constituted,  the  money  expended  by 
it  is  so  enormous,  the  state  of  things  is  so 
ehaotic,  that,  however  great  was  his  desire 
ef  effecting  reforms  when  he  took  office, 
and  notwithstanding  his  ability  and  in- 
dastrr,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
itmedy  all  the  abuses.  And  if,  besides 
bsing  an  Admiral  of  reputation,  the  noble 
Lord  wns  an  accountant  in  the  city,  in- 
faatriona  beyond  all  other  men,  I  believe 
1m  eoold  not  do  what  he  thought  at  the 
time  be  would  be  able  to  do,  and  which  he 
DOW  reg^ts  he  cannot  do.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  hon.  Friend  below  me  is  going 
to  divide  the  House  on  this  question.  If 
be  does,  I  shall  certainly  with  grreat  plea- 
sore  divide  with  him ;  but  I  tender  him 
■y  thanks  for  the  careful,  able,  and  ad- 
mirable speeeh  which  he  has  made  on  this 
qneatioo. 

QoeaUon  put,  "  That  the  woiUs  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qnestion.'* 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  34  ;  Noes 
36 :  Majority  2. 

Qoestion  proposed, 

**  Tkat  tbt  words  *  in  the  opinion  of  Ibis  House, 
H  b  inespedient  to  continae  the  prsotiee  of  ap- 
fsintiiig  Naval  OiBeers  who  are  not  poesessed  of 
s  leehnicai  knowledge  of  the  buiinefs  carried  on 
is  Her  Majesty's  DMkyards  to  the  otBoes  of  Su- 
fsriattndeiits  thereof,  and  the  practice  of  limiting 
thsir  teaore  of  offloe  to  a  period  of  five  years/ 
te  added,  iaalcad  thereof." 

LoBD  CLARBNCB  PAGET:  Sir,  I 
pet  it  to  the  House,  whether  it  is  fair  for 
an  hofi.  Member  to  come  down  to  the  House 
wi^  an  array  of  figures  on  matters  of  pure 
detail,  .and  make  a  statement  upon  them, 
withont  gi^ag  ns  the  opportunity  of  look- 
ing at  them,  or  without  any  notice  that  he 
waa  going  into  sneh  details.     I  appeal  to 


the  House  whether  it  is  fair  to  a  public 
Department  to  take  such  a  course.  Sir, 
I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  oppose  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  there  were 
two  points  asserted  in  the  Resolution. 
The  one  was  the  inexpediency  of  appoint- 
ing naval  officers  who  were  not  possessed 
of  a  technical  knowledge  of  the  business  in 
Her  Majesty's  dockyards,  and  the  other 
was  a  disapproval  of  the  practice  of  limit- 
ing their  tenure  of  office  to  ^ve  years. 
Now,  many  hon.  Members  might  be  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  one,  but  to  dis- 
sent from  the  other.  Having  passed  a 
portion  of  his  life  in  connection  with  the 
dockyards,  he  thought  it  would  be  ex« 
tremely  inconvenient  not  to  have  naval 
officers  at  the  head  of  those  establishments, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  the  men  them- 
selves employed  in  the  dockyards  would 
feel  more  satisfaction  if  a  naval  officer 
were  placed  as  Superintendent  than  they 
would  if  a  mere  layman  occupied  the  posi- 
tion, however  superior  he  might  be  in 
technical  knowledge.  The  character,  and 
influence,  and  authority  of  naval  officers 
were  necesssry  to  keep  the  dockyards  in 
order.  He  was  never  aware  that  the  cap- 
tains of  the  yards  interfered  minutely  with 
the  details  of  business  ;  their  duty  was  to 
superintend  the  general  arrangements.  As 
to  the  other  point,  in  regard  to  limiting 
the  tenure  of  office  to  ^ve  years,  he  thought 
that  where  a  captain  was  superintending, 
and  before  the  end  of  the  term  succeeded 
to  his  flag,  there  might  be  a  modification 
of  the  rule  so  far  as  not  to  allow  him  to 
retire  until  the  end  of  the  term. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  had  always  un* 
derstood  from  reading  works  of  fiction, 
particularly  the  novels  of  Captain  Marry  at, 
which  were  the  principal  source  of  his  nau- 
tical knowledge,  that  a  naval  officer  ought 
to  be  acquainted  with  all  the  details  of  his 
ship,  and  if  the  offices  in  the  dockyards 
were  open  to  them  as  a  prize,  they  would 
have  an  interest  in  acquiring  that  know- 
ledge. It  was  very  undesirable,  therefore, 
that  the  present  system  should  he  altered. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Resolution  before 
the  House  came  to  this,  that  officers  who 
were  not  possessed  of  a  technical  know- 
ledge of  the  work  carried  on  in  the  dock- 
yards should  not  be  appointed.  A  great 
many  naval  officers,  however,  were  pos- 
sessed of  that  knowledge.  There  were 
various  other  things  to  be  taken  into  con- 
aideration  besides  the  building  of  ships. 
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The  rigging  of  ships  was  an  important 
roatteri  where  the  weights  should  he 
placed,  where  the  piercings  for  the  guns 
should  he  made,  and  other  things  of  the 
same  kind.  He  rememhered  a  time  when 
the  ships  cfould  not  sail  close  to  the  wind 
hecause  the  shrouds  were  placed  too  far 
forward.  A  na?al  officer  was  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  dockyards  ;  he  put  the 
shrouds  further  hack,  and  the  ships  were 
enahled  to  sail  closer  to  the  wind.  The 
same  officer  also  made  a  great  improTO- 
ment  in  the  sails,  and  thus  a  great  saving 
was  effected.  Here,  then,  were  two  im- 
prorements  introduced,  not  hj  a  ciTilian, 
but  by  an  officer  who  had  served  all  his 
time  at  sea  and  had  gained  battles  there. 
Allusion  had  been  made  to  the  French 
dockyards.  They  had  in  France  a  school 
of  naval  architecture  similar  to  that  which  : 
had  been  established  by  the  Government, 
only  the  French  school  was  on  a  much 
more  extensive  scale.  The  French  Go- 
vernment educated  their  naval  officers 
there,  every  officer  having  to  pass  two 
jears  at  the  school.  There  he  learned 
many  branches  of  science  applicable  to 
naval  architecture,  and  the  result  was  those 
officers  became  so  eminent  that  they  were 
sought  by  all  the  firms  throughout  France, 
they  were  sought  by  foreign  countries,  and 
they  were  placed  at  the  head  of  the  various 
steam-packet  establishments.  Considering 
all  those  facts  he  thought  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  not  one 
which  ought  to  be  agreed  to,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  had  adopted  the  most 
proper  course.  They  had  established  a 
naval  school,  by  means  of  which,  he  firmly 
believed,  most  naval  officers — if  not  all  of 
them — would  become  eminent  by  their 
knowledge  of  shipbuilding. 

Mr.  bright  :  Sir.  I  am  very  much 
surprised  at  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
because  he  seems  to  mo  as  if  he  were 
anxious  to  shut  out  any  admonition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  that  should  enable  him 
and  the  heads  of  his  Department  to  con- 
trol that  Department  in  a  more  satisfactory 
manner.  What  can  be  more  reasonable 
and  more  gentle  than  the  proposition  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seely)  ?  It  is 
not  that  you  shall  not  hafe  as  superin- 
tendents of  dockyards  naval  officers,  but 
that  you  shall  not  have  them  of  necessity. 
Therefore  all  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gen- 
opposite  go  for  nothing.  It  is  that, 
appoint  a  naval  officer,  he  shall 
jnio  hat  a  tecbnioal  knowledge 
{JUiri  Mmiagu 


of  the  duties  he  is  expected  to  superintend. 
Was  anything  more  rational  ever  proposed 
to  Parliament  ?     I  shall  not  say  was  any- 
thing so  rational  ever  refused  by  Parlia- 
ment ?    That  would  be  an  absurd  question 
to  ask.     But  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Cla* 
reuce  Paget)  should  persuade  the  House  to 
refuse  this  Resolution  it  will  be  tantamount 
to  obtaining  from  Parliament  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  it  is  right  to  appoint  to  the 
office  of  Superintendents  of  dockyards  meo 
who,   being  naval   officers,  know  nothing 
of  the  duties  which  they  are  expected  to 
discharge.      I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
if  the  proposition  be  now  negatived  it  will 
be  obtaining  from  Parliament  a  sanctioa 
to  a  gross  abuse — namely,  that  jon  should 
place  men  in  charge  of  the  expenditure  of 
something  like  £3,000,000  a  year,  and 
that  there  shall  be  no  blame  attached  to 
the  Department  if  these  men  so  placed  in 
charge  know  nothing  of  the  matters  they 
are  expected  to  superintend.      I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  would  not  be  much  better  not 
to  divide  the  House,  and  to  accept  these 
words — not  to  accept  them  as  a  stringest 
rule  which  shall  bind  them  down  to  do  t 
pertain  thing,  but  that  they  shall  uDde^ 
stand  that  in  the  judgment  of  Parlismest 
it  is  desirable  that  when  officers  are  ap- 
pointed Superintendents  of  dockyards  thej 
should  know  something  about  the  buoinen 
which   they  are  expected  to  superintend. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  the 
Superintendents  should  continue  in  office 
for  a  longer  period  than  fife  years,  that, 
perhaps,  is  not  a  matter  of  quite  snoh  im- 
portance, but  it  does  seem  unfortunate  that 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  men  jost 
at  the  time  when  they  become  competent 
in  their  departments.     Aware  of  the  viewa 
of  reform  entertoined  by  the  noble  Lord 
in   regard  to  the  Admiralty,  and  of  the 
anxiety  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  sin- 
cerely entertains  and  feels,  that  that  De- 
partment of  the  Admiralty  should  be  eon-    . 
ducted  in   a  manner  more  in  accordance 
with  the  interests  of  the  publio  and  the 
views  of  this  House,  I  ask.  him  to  aooept 
the  words  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  a  positite 
assistance  to  him  in  the  right  performanee 
of  his  duties.     I  think  if  he  rejects  them 
that  he  will  weaken  his  own  power  and 
that  of  his  Colleagues,  and  will  do  that 
which    for  years  past   I  have  heard   hnii 
assert  in  this  House  most  strongly  ought 
not  to  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
Mr.  W.  0.  STANLEY  said,  he  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  resolation  was  a  most 
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proper  one.  VThet  did  the  Admiralty 
themaelfes  do  with  regard  to  the  officers 
whom  thej  had  appointed  to  steam  vessels? 
In  the  first  instance  they  had  obtained 
incompetent  men  to  manage  them,  but 
now  tney  would  not  appoint  an  officer  to 
eommand  unless  he  had  attended  at  Ports- 
mouth a  regular  course  of  steam  instruc- 
tion. On  these  grounds  the  noble  Lord 
would  he  well  advised  to  accept  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  CORBT  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  had  thrown  a 
new  light  upon  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln.  So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Corry)  understood  its  meaning  it  went  to 
■ay,  not  that  naval  officers,  but  that 
civilians  possessed  of  a  technical  knovr- 
kdge  of  shipbuilding  ought  to  be  appointed 
to  the  office  of  Superintendent.  He  was 
not  present  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
his  statement,  but  he  was  told  that  that 
was  the  sense  in  which  he  spoke.  He 
(Mr.  Corry)  should  like  to  know  if  the 
interpretation  which  was  now  put  upon  the 
Resolution  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
Bingham  be  correct,  what  right  had  the 
bon.  Member  for  Lincoln  to  assume  that 
naval  officers  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
dockyards  had  not  that  competent  know- 
ledge of  shipbuilding  which  he  deemed  so 
neceaaary  ?  He  spoke  with  some  experience 
of  the  Admiralty  when  he  asserted  that 
the  Board  always  endeavoured  to  select 
the  hest  qualified  officers  that  could  be 
feand  to  occupy  the  post  of  Superintendents 
of  Her  Majesty's  dockyards.  He  should 
like  io  hear  the  name  of  a  Superintendent 
who  had  been  found  to  be  incompetent. 
He  maintained  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
they  had  been  well  selected,  and  performed 
their  duties  satisfactorily.  It  was  a  mis- 
takeo  opinion  that  it  was  necessary  that 
the  head  of  the  dockyard  should  be  a  ship- 
heilder.  They  might  as  well  say  that 
artiste  should  be  canvas- makers,  because 
thej  painted  on  canvas.  If  the  object 
were  merely  to  build  ships  it  would  be 
different,  but  after  a  ship  was  built  there 
waa  much  to  be  done  to  put  her  into  a 
proper  atate  for  sea,  and  to  fit  her  as  a 
ttan-of-war,  and  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  Staff 
(Commander,  exercising  the  duties  of  a 
master  attendant,  in  whose  department  this 
lay,  would  take  his  orders  from  a  master 
shipwright.  Although  the  plans,  &c., 
were  laid  down  in  the  office  of  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Navy,  Superintendents  of  dock- 
yards frequently  commnnicated  valuable 


suggestions  respecting  the  fittings  and 
arrangements  of  a  ship  to  the  Surveyor, 
and  they  were  in  many  instances  acted 
upon.  The  presence  of  an  experienced 
naval  officer,  as  the  head  of  a  dockyard, 
was  of  the  greatest  advantage.  So  far 
from  dockyard  work  costing  more  than 
contract  work,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  he  (Mr.  Corry)  would 
undertake  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  a 
Select  Committee  that  extravagant  expen- 
diture was  occasioned  by  the  latter  more 
than  by  the  former.  It  had  been  said  that 
it  was  absurd  that  the  cost  of  repairing  a 
ship  should  be  greater  than  the  cost  price, 
but  he  knew  of  no  such  instance  in  the 
case  of  ships  built  in  our  dockyards,  though 
it  Iiad  not  been  rare  in  the  case  of  con- 
tract-built ships.  If  the  dockyards  cost  a 
great  deal  the  country  had  the  worth  of  its 
money. 

Mb.  DALQLISH  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  that  this  Motion  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  total  exclusion  of  qualified  officers 
of  the  navy  from  the  superintendance  of 
the  dockyards.  All  they  asked  was  that 
qualified  Superintendents  should  be  ap- 
pointed, whether  officers  of  the  navy  or 
not.  There  was  a  prevailing  impression 
throughout  the  country  that  the  dockyards 
were  not  managed  with  that  consideration 
for  economy  which  was  desirable.  It  was, 
therefore,  most  important  that  Superin* 
tendeuts  of  dockyards  should  be  men  who 
knew  something  of  accounts,  and  were 
qualified  to  attend  to  tiie  management  of 
large  concerns.  As  sailors,  the  present 
naval  Superintendents  might  be  efficient, 
they  might  have  distinguished  themselves  in 
fighting  their  ships,  but,  after  spending 
many  years  of  their  lives  at  sea,  they  were 
not  fit  to  manage  large  manufacturing 
establishments.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  agree  to  accept  the  words 
proposed. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  the  Resolution 
was  not  an  abstract  proposition  as  to  these 
appointments,  but  a  distinct  assertion  that 
it  was  inexpedient  to  continue  an  ex- 
isting practice,  and  therefore  implied  a 
censure  on  the  present  mode  of  appoint- 
ment of  naval  officers.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Seely)  had  brought  forward  a  mass  of 
figures,  and  in  doing  so  he  made  an  extra- 
ordinary statement — namely,  that  his  only 
wish  was  to  see  them  to-morrow  in  the 
newspapers.  How  was  it  possible  for  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  or 
himself  to  refute  figures  some  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  even  read,  and 
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I.  Ai  to  tli«  bAUnce-ihcet  of  tbe 
turing  departnienta,  lie  thonght  be 
-ieJ  tlic  Houu  bj  hisexplsnationi, 
d  remind  the  House  tliat  he  bul 
itated  the  change*  which  vera  la 
)f  introduction,  and  which  tbe  hon, 
an  himsetf  had  admitted  were  a 
proTement.  All  the  objectioDi  of 
.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  put 
things — namely,  tho  accounti  ia 
he  bniia  of  which  had  been  linee 
i>jr  hioiaelf  and  bis  predeceiior  Id 

BELT  laid,  he  had  not  his  GguTM 
I,  nnd  he  could  not  refer  to  ihem, 
■  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childera)  >ou1d 
the  favour,  as  he  did  on  a  former 
.  of  meeting  him  at  Sornerul 
le  would  go  into  the  question  witk 
I  ho  would  venture  to  affirm  (hat 
han  half  an  hour  hia  bon.  Friend 
Imit  that  he  was  right.  The  dlf- 
in   price  between   ini^ot  lead  and 

in  the  market  wm  Zd.  percwt., 
I  20«.  Zd.  and  the  other  20<.  &d. ; 
Iculating  this  account  he  deducted 

total  cost  of  the  ingot  lead,  and 
said  BO  much  was  for  labour,  and 
;  to  the  HouBO  whether  that  was 
:  way  of  eatimating  the  coat  of  tba 
The  cost  for  labour  in  the  Goren- 
lufaclorj  was  1(.  %\d.,  as  against 
the  milled  lead,  aud  4*.  8d.  ot 
for  pipes,  ssagainat  3d.,  tbecDtt 
ipen  market.  When  he  met  bia 
iiid,  the  junior  Lord  of  the  Admi* 

Somerset  Houbo,  he  must  admit 
ly  every  atatenient  he  (Ur,  Scelj) 

the  Houae  on  a  former  occasion 
id  to  be  correct.  Aa  regarded 
heetB  it  waa  absurd  to  say  that 
-ges  aa  interest  on  capital  laid  oat 
to  be  taken  into  account  in  esti* 
le  coat  of  an  article. 
HILDBRS  said,  that  aa  the  hon. 
liad  challenged  him   as  to  cariuu 

it  was  neoeaaary  that  be  abanld 
The  hon.  Member  had  on  a 
cation  qnotetl  certain  Bgurea  fren 
,  which  were  in  black  and  wUita, 
iraa  Impossible  for  hira  to  contra-  - 
^M  ha  never  had.     What    bo  did 

PBAKBR  called  tho  hon.  Geo- 
order. 

lEBLY  said,  ho  repeated  hif 
(o  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  at 
House,  and  if  he  did  net  miko 

itotement  about  the  lead  he  wocld 

^thvHouM.  With  regard  to  tho 
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bilanoo-slieet  referred  to,  it  was  neoessarj 
to  take  into  account  the  charges  for  labour, 
gas,  rent,  and  other  matters  of  that  kind, 
which  should  bo  charged  in  ascertaining 
the  cost  of  an  article.  It  was  an  absurdity 
to  argue  this  question  without  that  were 
done. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  explain,  ne  had 
been  stopped  in  the  middle  of  a  sentence. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  explain  what  required  expla- 
nation in  his  own  speech,  but  he  must  not 
reply. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  must  appeal 
to  the  House  whether,  having  been  chal- 
lenged, and  the  cheers  of  the  House  fe- 
qoiring  that  he  should  answer  it,  he  was 
to  be  stopped  in  the  midddlo  of  a  sentence. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  in  order.  If  it  were  permitted,  he 
night  go  on  making  half-a-dozen  more 
speeches. 

Admiral  WALCOTT,  said,  he  belieyed 
that  the  Admiralty  in  selecting  the  Super- 
intendents were  not  actuated  by  party 
feelings,  but  chose  the  officers  most  capable 
of  presiding  over  the  dockyards.  If  the 
Superintendents  were  acquainted  with  sliip- 
boilding  they  would  be  more  efficient,  but 
that  knowledge  was  not  indispensable,  as 
they  had  under  them  assistants  who  pos- 
sessed experience  in  the  construction  of 
Tcssels.  He  admitted  that  the  expense 
was  considerably  more  in  the  Royal  dock- 
yards than  in  the  private  yards,  but  that 
was  owing  to  the  contracts,  with  the  mak- 
ing of  which  the  Superintendents  had  no- 
thing to  do.  The  present  Motion  might 
be  of  advantage  in  directing  the  attention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  many  points  which 
had  been  touched  upon,  but  he  thought 
that  naval  officers  were  the  most  suitable 
persons  to  preside  over  the  Royal  dock- 

Crda.     The  most  important    duty    they 
A  to  perform  was  to  examine  ships  when 
Ikey  oame  home  from  foreign  stations,  and 
(■t  them  in  an  efficient  state  to  proceed  to 
•ime  other  distant  station — in  fact,  they 
ware  ealled  npon  to  discharge  duties  which 
10  Superintendent  Shipwright  would  be  able 
is  perform.     In  case  of  war,  or  of  a  ship 
itquiring  to  he  immediately  refitted  on  her 
SMsmg  home  from  a  foreign    station,  it 
veeUl  be  impossible  to  rely  on  the  yards  at 
lAvsrpool  and  Olasgow,  and  in  the  Thames. 
B.t  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press 
Us  Motion. 

,1h.  FINLAT  said,  he  admitted  that 
^  ngsid  to  eeonomy  the  Royal  dock- 


yards could  not  be  compared  with  private 
yards  ;  but  that  was  not  exactly  tlie  ques- 
tion  before  the  House.  The  question 
was,  whether  naval  officers  who  were  with- 
out a  peculiar  technical  knowledge  were 
suitable  for  Superintendents.  It  was  im- 
possible for  any  one  person,  whether  naval 
or  civilian,  to  have  a  technical  knowlege  of 
all  tho  various  branches  of  the  business 
carried  on  in  the  dockyards ;  but  he  main- 
tained that  a  naval  man  was  better  quali- 
fied than  any  other  for  the  post  of  super- 
intendent, because  an  important  part  of 
his  duty  was  to  take  care  that  ships  were 
sent  to  sea  in  a  fit  state  to  meet  an  enemy. 
Tho  effect  of  the  Resolution  would  be  en- 
tirely to  disqualify  naval  officers  from 
holding  these  offices,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  agree  to  it. 
Viscount*  PALME RSTON  :  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  question  is  a  ver/ 
simple  one,  upon  which  the  good  sense  of 
the  House  can  hardly  fail  to  come  to  a 
right  conclusion.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Seely)  who  made  the  Motion  contends,  and 
contends  with  some  force — if  all  that  is 
required  is  to  construct  a  wooden  frame 
that  shall  float  and  be  a  good  ship  to  go 
through  the  water — that  a  civilian  may  be 
as  fit,  and  possibly  a  more  fit  person, 
to  superintend  a  dockyard  than  a  naval 
officer.  But  tho  business  of  the  Royal 
dockyards  is  to  construct,  not  simply  vessels 
to  go  through  tho  water,  but  vessels  adapted 
to  tho  purposes  of  war  ;  and  I  think  that 
my  noble  and  hon.  Friends  (Lord  Clarence 
Paget  and  Mr.  Childers)  have  shown  con- 
clusively that  none  but  a  naval  officer,  who 
knows  what  a  ship  of  war  ought  to  be  and 
is  conversant  with  all  those  details  which 
adapt  her  to  the  purposes  of  war,  can 
properly  superintend  the  construction  of 
vessels  intended  to  servo  those  purposes ; 
and,  therefore,  that  if  you  were  to  exclude 
naval  officers  from  the  superintendence  of 
the  dockyards,  you  would  be  doing  a  great 
injury  to  the  public  service.  The  Resolu- 
tion as  it  stands  seems  to  me  not  only  to 
affirm  that  which  I  think  is  erroneous  in 
reason,  but  to  pass  a  censure  which  is  not 
deserved,  because  it  says  that  the  practice 
of  appointing  naval  officers  who  are  unfit 
for  tlie  offices  to  which  they  are  appointed 
ought  to  ecase.  My  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
show  that  such  a  practice  exists.  We 
deny  that  it  does.  We  say  that  the  naval 
officers  who  have  been  appointed  to  the 
superintondence  of  dockyards,  and  those 
who  are  now  filling  such  offices,  have  been 
and  are  perfectly  competent  to  perform  the 
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duties  which  Bpeoiallj  belong  to  an  officer 
who  has  to  produce  a  ship  of  war  for  the 
service  of  the  nation.  I  shonld  therefore 
hope  that  the  House  will  be  content  to 
allow  my  hon.  Friend  who  made  the  Motion 
(Mr.  Seelj),  to  meet  mj  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Childers)  at 
Somerset  House,  and  fight  their  battles 
over  pages  of  figures  in  the  way  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  proposed  that 
the  duel  should  be  carried  on.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  result  of  that  single  combat 
between  the  two  champions  would  be  that 
they  would  come  to  some  conclusion  with 
reference  to  (he  facts  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  both.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
neither  of  them  will  endeavour  to  arrive 
at  anything  but  the  truth  ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
not  agree  to  a  Motion  which  points  to  a 
conclusion  which  is  not  founded  in  reason 
and  seems  to  cast  an  imputation  upon 
officers  who  do  not  at  all  deserve  it. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  he  on  the 
contrary  hoped  that  the  House  would  accept 
the  Resolution  in  the  sense  in  which  it  was 
intended.  The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston)  had  entirely  misconceived  its 
meaning.  It  declared  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient to  continue  the  practice  of  appointing 
naval  officers  who  possessed  no  technical 
knowledge  of  the  business  of  the  dock- 
yards. He  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  assert  that  the  naval  officers 
who  had  been  made  Superintendents  had 
been  appointed  in  consequence  of  their 
technical  knowledge.  It  was  matter  of 
notoriety  that  they  were  appointed  because 
they  were  distinguished  fighting  officers. 
All  that  the  Resolution  affirmed  was  that 
if  a  naval  officer  was  appointed  he  ought  to 
be  a  man  who  possessed  technical  know- 
ledge,  and  that  if  no  officer  so  qualified 
oould  be  found  the  Government  ought  to 
look  elsewhere. 

Mb.  laird  said,  that  he  entirely  ap- 
proved that  part  of  the  Resolution  which 
condemned  the  practice  of  changing  the 
Superintendents  of  dockyards  every  five 
years.  He  could  not  see  any  reason  for 
such  a  course,  except  to  increase  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Admiralty.  As  to  the 
Superintendents  themselves,  in  his  opinion 
the  best  man  to  be  at  the  head  of  a  dock- 
yard was  not  a  gentleman  who  possessed 
merely  a  technical  knowledge  of  one  branch 
of  the  work  which  was  performed  there, 
but  a  good  man  of  business  and  practical 
knowledge,  who  should  exercise  contiol 
over  the  heads  of  departments,  and  see 
Viscount  FalmerHm 
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that  the  various  officers  carried  out  the 
works  intrusted  to  them. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  <  in  the  opiaion  of  thu  Hoase, 
it  is  inexpedient  to  oontinae  the  practice  of  ap- 
pointing Naval  Oflksers  who  are  not  poaseseed  of 
a  technical  knowledge  of  the  basiness  earned  on 
in  Her  Majesty's  Doekyards  to  the  oflBoes  of  So* 
perintendents  thereof,  and  the  practice  of  limitinf 
their  tenure  of  office  to  a  period  of  five  years, 
be  added,  instead  thereof." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  33  ;  Koes 
60:  Majonty27. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair  what  was  the  Question  before  the 
House  ?  The  original  question  had  beeo 
that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  to 
which  an  Amendment  had  been  moved, 
and  the  House  decided  that  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "  that"  should  be  omitted. 
Now  the  House  bad  decided  that  other 
words  should  not  be  added,  and  the  conie- 
quence  was  that  the  word  *'  that"  was  the 
only  question  before  the  House.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  competent  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  put  a  Question  upon  that 
word. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  b^  to 
move  that  this  House  do  on  Monday  re* 
solve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  has  justly  pointed 
out  what  the  course  of  the  House  has  beeo. 
It  has  negatived  the  Motion  that  I  nov 
leave  the  Chair,  and  it  has  declined  to  add 
the  words  which  were  just  now  the  subject 
of  discussion  ;  but  I  apprehend  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  now  risen  (Mr.  Hanborj 
Tracy)  is  going  to  supply  the  deficiency  bj 
suggesting  some  words  to  be  added  to  the 
word  "  that"  which  may  perhaps  be  more 
acceptable  to  the  House. 

THE  ORDER  OF  THE  BATH. 
ADDRESS  HOYED. 

Mr.  HANBURT  TRACY  said,  he  rose 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  the  question  of  which  he  bad 
given  notice,  and  in  doing  so  claimed  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  feeling  that  be 
was  treading  on  somewhat  delicate  ground. 
The  appointments  to  and  promotions  in 
the  Order  of  the  Bath  which  had  recently 
been  made  had  attracted  the  attention  of 
oflScers  of  nil  grades  in  both  branches  of 
Her  Majesty's  service,  and  thej  found 
themselves  unable  to  reconcile  those 
appointments  and  promotions  with  the 
original  design  with  which  the  order  was 
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H,,      ,                 .  .1     1,  .1  thfi  v^rj  erMtion  of  tbii  dimion  DDmii- 

inbUled.     Tb.  dnonlioi  of  Iho  B.lh  „|„bi,'    i„^,a  „,  ,,,„  it  ,„  n,  ,i,t 

bod    oloT.  .11  olbor.,  b«!0  loolod  npo.i  ,;  ,i,  8„„„j.„  n.,  „iii„_  „a  .m 

M  tbo  ro-ord   of    oient  oxdniir.lr,  lol  „„|„„  ,,,„u  ,mi„   di.tioot  io..rdi, 

■ni.  of  Ibo  1.10  .ppratmool.  h.d  g„.o  ,„j  ,^„  „,,         ,i„  „a  digoit,  of  lh« 

jt  loiiog  II.  di.lmolj.o  .h.r.ot.r  .od  of  ,„,„,  '  g„j^  „          „,,  |,.j  ^'^j  ,,„ 

booB  lo.erod  10  ibo  l.Tol  of  iho.o  foroigo  i,,,  ,,  ,„j  ,]„„m,  of  lb.  O.d.r  u 

i»igoi>  wbioh  moool  .0  hill.  ..d  ..r.  .o  ,i„^  j     ^jjo.r.  botb  of  lb.  .roij  .od 

•...1;  .oqoirtd.   H«  d.d  not  koojT  .h.ll.or  „           tj,   „,„,  „f  .  j„„„i„„   „„. 

II  ...  ID  oonleiiipl.l.oo  10  oi.lo  .  fo.ioii  ,i„,j  „„,i„,     ,„  ,,,,  ,1  y  „b..rT.ooo  of 

of    lb.    ....r.l   diMinolioo.   .biob    w.r.  „,,  „     ,.,i,i,  „„j„  X,l,  il  >..  dr.t 

nmpni«l  oodor  tbo  g.iier.1  o.di.  of  th.  j„„i,„„j,      i„    ,    „„;„    „!,,„    ,|„„ 

Oriorof  lli.B.lh  bolilM.in.dlb.l.b.l  „„  ,„  ,„,,,  a.cor.lioB..  io  >  ooootrj 

^    l.tolj     boOO   doO.    ...   .    .l.p  10    lh.l  J;,,Hi          ,||„„j,    „J    i„i       ;.    „,„  ,^i„|, 

dnetioo.     Il  ...  bordlj  Bi»..«rj  to  i..  di„i„„i„|,  „„i,„rf  „„  „  „„  „  t„]„, 

mi  lb.  Houio    lli.l  lb«  Order  of  lb.  di„i„g|,i,b.d  liimwlt  i»  lolioo  ..  .oil  u 

Bub  wu  r.TiT.d  bj  G.oi-g.  I.  in  M.j,  i,,,,      ,„„j  ^i,  ,„„,      ,„  .  ,        „„. 

J735.  .od   ...  fijrlh.rool.rg.dl.,  iho  b.r  of  ,..r.  ...  o.lur.ll,  r.g.rd«i  ..  lb« 

IW>  R.g«nt  10  1815,  ho  b.iog  do.iroo.  „„,    q/j„  „,  „„j,^  „j  ,„  »  j,^  „„^. 

of  oonm.ioor.liog  Iho  .o.pioioo.  l.rioio.-  ,     j      j^          „,,  „.„i„,„,;„  .Ui.h  h«l 

booof  th.  loog  ..d  .rdoou.  ooot..t  .hiob  |,»,f    b„„  ^,j,  „;,>■„  „„  „^  .b;,,, 

«•  couotr,  h.d  b«.ii  .og.g.d  in.  .od  of  ^.j '„„t.j  n,  ]„.„„;„  „,„  ,h,  „ld 

•Ukmg  in  .0  »p.oi.l  oi.oo.r  Iho  rJoor  ,„„,,i,„,i,„  „,  ,,„  o,d.r  h.d  boon  .Itorod 

ad  d.iol.oo  .ho.o  b,  offio.r.  «og.s.a  h,  „  „,  ,b„„,  „  ^  „h.ng«l.     Tboj  fo.od 

r  ^i    "?•  ,iT  "»''^™'"'  'I'"  officer,  .ho  h»l.t..rdi>tiogiii>hodlbooi- 

*•  ""i"  r'?"'!  '°  '",'""  ™°""  °I  "1  .dr..  io  .olioo,  oSctr.  .ho  bj  Iho  rol« 

U  diT.d.d  mU  Ibroo  ol...o..-th.  Gr»oa  „.„„,    i.a  a„„  ;„  1315  „„,  „„,  ,„^ 

CroM.  Koighlbood,  .nd  iho  Comp.oioo.hip  ^.^^  „j'„  ,„  j^^^^,  Compooioo.,  rraoi.iog 

rflb.  B.lh.     Tho  rogololion.  oono«il.d  ,,„  q„„j  (,„„  „a  Klighlhood  of  Ihl 

.lib  It  ..r.e<pr«.ljl.iddo.ob,  .1.1010  ^^j       .„j    ,,„,  ,„  ,„;  „j|  „ 

ud  11  ,u  ord..oeJ  Ih.t  00  p.r.00  .hoold  j,  ,„  ,„„„j  „,„  „ji„,„  |„j  b„„  ,,;,^ 

W  tdoittod  10  lb.  Ihird  olu.  ,j„^  ,„„  ,b,  „-,j,  „  ,b,  „i|i,„j  b„„„b, 

-  Uolm  bU  KrriiMi  ihould  h.ra  bMn  marked  If  it  .M  urged   lh.l  whether  ibe  eouolrj 

It  e.pMl.1  nwnlion  in  detpetchai,  u  bariag  die-  ..e  .t  pe.ee  or  at  .ar  il  waa  neoeiaarj 

UBaulalied  himaeir  bj  hia  T.loor  and  aondnot  in  jhal    ihe    outober  io   the    higher  grwle. 

,-o,T^:,'t;"™.'r'.'i'".':.";brbrJ:!:  .b.uhib.k.pi..„pie.o,  ..d  ihai  tb.™. 

itaar  depanmant.  or  aa  baring  bj  aoma  antnal  foro  during  peace  officer,  uiu.t  ruceiro  Ibe 

..riee  nnder  bla  immadiata  aondnot  and  dirao-  decoration  .ilhout   anj  Tcrj  dialingoiahed 

Am  eoatribolad  to  tba  anooaaa  of  annb  action."  aertico,  it  ..>  .  sufficient    .na.cr    tb.t 

Ko  one  could  for  .  momool  diaputo  the  lb""  '•"  "'J  ""J  officer,  do.  Coinpiu 

Ibel  lb.t  it  .u  the  inleolionof  Ihe  Prince  O'ona  of  the  Order  .ho  .em  ..II  qnaliBed 

Begenl  when  he  oiprMsly  laid  do.n  Ihe  to  enler  on  Ihe  higher  grade.,  and  Ibat  a. 

riSt  .hiob  .er.  to  form  a  gnido  lor  Ihe  England  ai.aja    had    aomo  little  ..r  in 

aMnce  into  Ibo  lo.er  gr.de.  thai  Ih.  band  Ihero  neicr  »ould  be  a  laek  of  di.tio- 

Uie  .bonld  applj  to  the  higher,  .nd  lh.l,  Bui.hed  officer..     Wh.o  he  looked  .nong 

Oerofore,  no  officer  ahoold  bore  the  Grand  t'lo  bat  of  Compaoioo.  he  found  officer. 

Crou  or  Knighthood  of   tbo  Order  coo.  "Jo"  eeriice.    oone   oonld   diapule.  .nd 

fcrrod  on  bim  unlee.  ho  were  qn.lified  to  .bo.e  deed,  of  g.lbinlry  before  the  enemy 

beeome  a  Oomponion  of  the  Order.     But,  b»d  .Ppe.red  in  dcap.tcb  .fler  deap.toh, 

M  if  10  aho.  tbia  more  di.tinotlT,  in  the  but  .bo  .ero  p.aaod   orer,  .hile  other. 

inr  1847    Her    Moat  Grociooa   M.je.tj  "'"'    °»   mihtarj  claim,  .halorer  under 

•la   pleaaed    to   itill  Inrlber  enlarge  the  Ibe  e.ialing  .latulo  tecci.ed  the  higbeil 

Otdorbj the eonatroction of. Ciril brooch,  bonoor..     He  thought  that  no  more  to- 

iooiprieing  three  grodei  aa  in  the  mililnrj.  marV.ble  iii.ianco  could  be  abowo  tb.n  in 

Tlii.br.nib  b.d  enabled  Her  Majc.lj  Io  tbo  caae  of  an  officer  .ell  kno.o  to  ihat 

loofer  lb.    dMOialion    on  iho.o  .ho  b,  Hooae  for  liia  deed,  of  d.nng.    Ho  alluded 

tag  mcritorioniaerTiceaoddeYelioolothi  WNemeaia      Hall,  no.  an  admiral,  hot 

te^eroign  in  a  oi.ifeapacilj  .ere  entitled  '}"  ""  "oce  he  reoeiTcd  the  Compt 

Io  ioiiM  uoh  mark  of  diatinolion.      Bol  nioiiabip  of  Ibe  Order  b.d   been   placed 
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entirely  in  the  baokground.  Was  it  to  be 
wondered  at  that  under  these  circumstances 
great  dissatisfaction  should  prevail  both  in 
the  army  and  navy,  and  that  officers  who 
for  heroic  conduct  and  bravery  in  action 
received  the  Companionship,  thinking 
at  the  time  it  was  but  a  stepping-stone 
to  the  next,  should  look  with  dismay  at 
these  decorations,  and  were  anxious  to 
know  whether  the  C.6.  was  in  future  to  be 
the  only  military  decoration,  and  what 
were  the  regulations  to  be  enforced  ?  He 
hoped  that  in  what  he  had  said  he  would 
not  be  thought  to  dispute  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative to  confer  this  Order  on  whom  it 
pleased.  He  had  raised  this  question 
with  the  view  of  guarding  that  gift  most 
jealously  from  being  lowered  in  value.  His 
only  object  was  to  set  at  rest  a  feeling  of 
uneasiness  which  had  pervaded  both  ser- 
▼ices  during  the  last  few  months,  and  in 
justice  to  those  gallant  officers  who  had 
received  the  Military  Order  in  former  years 
for  actual  service.  He  felt  confident  that 
the  statutes  of  the  Bath  were  either  en- 
tirely misunderstood  by  the  army  and 
navy,  or  that  the  regulations  had  under- 
gone some  silent  alteration.  He  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
recommend  to  the  Crown  the  amalgama- 
tion of  the  Civil  and  Military  Orders  of  the 
Bath  ;  and  to  move  an  Address  for  returns 
of  any  alterations  and  the  regulations. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  after  the  word  "  That/'  in  the  Original 
Question,  the  words  "  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  Uid  before 
this  House  a  Copy  of  any  Regulations  altering 
the  Constitution  of  the  Most  Uonourable  Order 
of  the  Bath."— (ifr.  Hanbwry  Tracy,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Sib  WILLIAM  ERASER  said,  that 
when  he  had  called  attention  to  the 
subject  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath  upon  a 
former  occasion,  the  noble  Lord  had  con- 
ferred a  boon  upon  the  gallant  officers  ad- 
mitted to  the  Order  by  remitting  the  fees 
of  which  formerly  they  had  been  mulcted. 
On  this  occasion  he  did  not  intend  to 
animadvert  upon  any  recent  appointments, 
believing  that  it  was  the  Royal  Prerogative 
to  confer  the  distinction  as  it  pleased.  The 
Order  had  always  held  a  distinguished 
place  in  the  annals  of  the  kingdom.  Ori- 
ginally, no  doubt,  it  was  a  personal  mark 
of  honour  from  the  Sovereign.  Henry  IV. 
at  his  Coronation  gave  a  Targe  number  of 
Mr.  Hanhury  Tractf 


such  diBtinetions,  and  Charles  II.  at  the 
Restoration  gave  away  a  large  nnmber  of 
Red  Ribands,    and  thereby  lowered  the 
value  of  the  distinction.     In  the  reign  of 
George  I.,  Walpole  met  many  claims  for  the 
Order  of  the  Garter  by  creating  thirty-six 
Knighta  of  the  Bath,  and  mulcting  them 
of  £1,000  each.  He  took  the  Order  him- 
self, and  met   the  remonstrances  of  the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough,  as  to  her  grand- 
son not  receiving  the  Garter,  by  the  reply, 
"  Madam,  who  takes  the  Bath  now  may 
take  the   Garter  hereafter.*'      The  title 
of  Sir  Robert  Walpole  was  derived  from 
the  Bath;  and  in  later  times  some  of  oar 
best  known  characters,  such  as  Sir  Philip 
Francis  and  Sir  Joseph  Banks,  were  io* 
debted  for  their  titles  to  this  Order  of  whieh 
they  had  been  made  Knights.  To  the  end  of 
the  Peninsular  War   the  members  styled 
themselves  simply  Knights  of  the  Bath;  bnt 
a  time  arrived  when  it  becsme  necessary  to 
imitate  the  foreign  Orders  of  Knighthood, 
and  the    Prince  Regent   was   advised  to 
divide  the  Order  into  three  Classes — GrsDd 
Crosses,  composed  principally  of  soldierii 
but  with   some   civilians,   and   two  other 
Classes,  composed  entirely  of  soldiers.   It 
still,    however,    retained  its  character  of 
being  in  the  main  a  military  Order;  and 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  who  usually  held 
these  honours  very  cheap,  was  so  attached 
to  this  particular  distinction  that  after  the 
battle  of  Vittoria,  when  it  was  intimated 
that  the  Prince  Regent  intended  to  eonfar 
on  him  the  Order  of  the  Garter,  applica- 
tion was  made  by  him  to  Lord  Bathant 
that  the  usual  practice  of  giving  up  the 
Red  Riband  on  receiving  the  Blue  might 
be  departed  from   in  this   particular  in* 
stance.      The  answer  was   that  it  could 
not  be  permitted;  but  the  year  following 
the  Order  was   remodelled,    the   origtDil 
K.B.*s  being  made  into  G.C.B.'b,  and  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  of  course,  was  one  of 
the  first  to  receive  the  new  dignity.  It  wu 
a  curious  fact  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
received   the  identical  Red  Riband  which 
Lord  Nelson  vacated  by  his   death.    At 
the  close  of  the  Peninsular  War  a  large 
number  of  Ribands  were  given ;  but  after- 
wards matters  remained  for  many  years 
without    change.       There     was    another 
Order,  not,  strictly  speaking,  English,  bat 
Hanoverian,  which  was  lately  in  the  gift 
of  the  Crown,  and  was  conferred  for  some 
time  with  judgment  and  discrimination,  until 
the   reign   of   William   IV.   who   was  so 
goodnatured  a  Monaroh  that  whether  the 
request  preferred  was  for  a  Riband  or  a 
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Baform  Bill  he  foand  the  greatest  diffi- 
enlftj  in  layiDg  '*No."    The  result  was 
that   the   Guolphio    Order  became  inun- 
dated   with   Knights  ;    snd  the  anecdote 
was   told,    that  the    King  having    cora- 
plained  one  day  at  dinner  of  the  perti- 
nacity with  which  a  country  Mayor  pursued 
him   with  Addresses,  one  of  tho  King's 
relations  sitting  by  said,  **I  should  'Guelph' 
him.  Sir,  at  oncel"      On  the  separation 
of   Hanover    from     England     the   Guel- 
phie   Order  ceased  to  be   given   in   Eng- 
land,   and    it    was    now    an  Hanoverian 
Order,  bearing  a  high  character.    Twelve 
years  ago   the  second  and   third  Classes 
of  the  Bath  began  to  be  given  to  civilians; 
previously  to  this  the  First  Glass  only  had 
been  conferred  on  Oahinot  Ministers  and 
Ambassadors,  and  others  whose  position 
and  services  might  fairly  be   viewed   as 
equalling  those  of  men  who  had  won  the 
Order  on  the  field  of  battle.     This  ezten- 
lion  of  the  Second  and  Third  classes  to 
tivilions  rankled  in  the  hreasts  of  Military 
men,  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  have  been 
More  prudent  to  avoid  interference  with  a 
Military  Order,  and  to  have  established  an 
Order  of  Civil  Merit.  It  might  be  said  that 
Uembera  of   Parliament   might  wish  for 
tho  Order ;   but  he   could   not   see    why 
it   should    be   harder  to   draw   the   line 
in  Civil  than  in  Military  life,  as  to  those 
rendering  conspicuous  service  to  the  State. 
In  old  days  there  were  sinecure  appoint- 
monta,  which,  no  doubt,  were  abused  at 
one  time,  but  which,  nevertheless,  were 
very  uaefol.     An  officer  who  had  served 
with  distinction  abroad  came  home  and  was 
Bade  governor  of  some  undiscoverable  fort, 
with  a  salary  of  some  £300  or  £400  a  year. 
His  country   recognized  his  services  and 
ks  waa  happy.     But  now  that  the  wisdom 
sf  the  present  generation  had  swept  awoy 
sU  those  sinecures  no  means  existed  of  re- 
isrding  long    and    meritorious    conduct, 
isve  by  continuing  men  in  Office  until  they 
ksd  long  become  incapable  of  serving  the 
State — a  practice  which  nobody  could  de- 
fand.     He  could  not  help  thinking  that  an 
Order  connected  with  our  Protectorate  of 
Ike  loRian  Islands,  but  which  did  not  pass 
ivay  when  we  surrendered  those  territories 
to  tlio  King  of  Greece,  might  be  now  mado 
lie  of  with  great  advantage.     The  Order 
Ud  always  been  one  of  distinction,  eonfer- 
lid  principally  on  Governors  of  the  Island 
if  Malta,  Lord  High  Commissioners  of  the 
Ionian  Islands,  and  other  important  bearers 
if  Offioe;  the  officers  of  the  Order  per- 
brmod  funetiona  which    were  altogether 


honorary,  and  no  fees  were  demanded  of 
the  Knights.  In  these  days  it  might  be 
said  that  to  institute  an  Order  was  an 
anachronism,  but  except  the  Garter,  Gol- 
den Fleece,  and  the  principal  Order  of 
Denmark,  there  were  none  of  great  anti- 
quity really  extant.  The  Order  of  the 
Star  of  India,  created  by  Her  Majesty 
only  a  few  years  ago,  he  had  seen  quite 
lately  sparkling  on  the  breast  of  Sir  Hugh 
Rose,  one  of  the  most  distinguished  gene- 
rals whom  this  country  had  ever  produced, 
and  he  believed  it  was  held  in  the  highest 
estimation  throughout  Her  Majesty's 
Eastern  dominions. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  Order  of 
the  Bath  was  so  strictly  a  Military  Order 
that  according  to  its  itatutes  no  officer  ever 
could  receive  it  whose  name  had  not  ap- 
peared in  the  Oazette  for  actual  service  in 
the  field.  Generally  speaking  it  had  been 
accorded  to  very  proper  claimants,  but  one 
case  came  to  his  knowledge  where  the 
officer  who  obtained  it  was  three  miles 
from  the  spot  where  powder  was  being 
burnt  in  anger.  The  name  of  Admiral 
Hall  had  been  mentioned,  and  he  felt  it 
right  to  state  with  regard  to  that  officer^ 
that  while  Chairman  of  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors of  the  East  India  Company  he  had 
felt  it  right  on  public  grounds  alone,  with- 
out  the  least  personal  acquaintance  with 
him,  to  offer  him  command  in  the  Indian 
Navy.  The  services  in  India  of  Captain 
Hall  failed  to  obtain  for  him  the  Order  of 
the  Bath,  but  he  afterwards  made  a  new 
claim  for  himself  by  services  in  the  Baltic, 
which  obtained  for  him  the  reward  that 
his  antecedents  ought  to  have  secured.  He 
hoped  the  public  mention  of  his  name  on 
that  occasion  would  give  him  that  further 
rank  to  which  he  was  entitled  by  his  ser- 
vices. It  was,  he  thought,  very  much  to 
be  lamented  that  the  real  object  of  accord- 
ing these  distinctions  was  sometimes  lost 
sight  of,  and  that  family  influence  succeeded 
in  obtnining  what  meritorious  service  simply 
had  failed  to  attract. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  brought 
forward  this  Motion  (Mr.  Hanbury  Tracy) 
would  be  the  last  to  desire  to  interfere  with 
the  Prerogative  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that 
he  only  wished  that  some  remedy  might  be 
devised  which  would  put  a  stop  to  the  dis- 
satisfaction which  existed  with  regard  to 
the  distribution  of  these  Orders — a  dissa- 
tisfaction about  the  existence  of  which 
there  could  not  possibly  be  any  doubt. 
The  improvement  desired  was  not  dictated 
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The  rigging  of  Bhips  was  an  important 
matter,  where  the  weights  should  he 
placed,  where  the  piercings  for  the  guns 
should  he  made,  and  other  things  of  the 
same  kind.  He  remembered  a  time  when 
the  ships  cfould  not  sail  close  to  the  wind 
because  the  shrouds  were  placed  too  far 
forward.  A  naval  officer  was  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  dockyards  ;  he  put  the 
shrouds  further  back,  and  the  ships  were 
enabled  to  sail  closer  to  the  wind.  The 
same  officer  also  made  a  great  improTo- 
ment  in  the  sails,  and  thus  a  great  saving 
was  effected.  Here,  then,  were  two  im- 
provements introduced,  not  by  a  civilian, 
but  by  an  officer  who  had  served  all  his 
time  at  sea  and  had  gained  battles  there. 
Allusion  had  been  made  to  the  French 
dockyards.  They  had  in  France  a  school 
of  naval  architecture  similar  to  that  which 
had  been  established  by  the  Government, 
only  the  French  school  was  on  a  much 
more  extensive  scale.  The  French  Go- 
vernment educated  their  naval  officers 
there,  every  officer  having  to  pass  two 
years  at  the  school.  There  he  learned 
many  branches  of  science  applicable  to 
naval  architecture,  and  the  result  was  those 
officers  became  so  eminent  that  they  were 
sought  by  all  the  firms  throughout  France, 
they  were  sought  by  foreign  countries,  and 
they  were  placed  at  the  head  of  the  various 
steam-packet  establishments.  Considering 
all  those  facts  he  thought  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  not  one 
which  ought  to  be  agreed  to,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  had  adopted  the  most 
proper  course.  They  had  established  a 
naval  school,  by  means  of  which,  he  firmly 
believed,  most  naval  officers — if  not  all  of 
them — would  become  eminent  by  their 
knowledge  of  shipbuilding. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  Sir,  I  am  verj-  much 
surprised  at  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
because  he  seems  to  me  as  if  he  were 
anxious  to  shut  out  any  admonition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  that  should  enable  him 
and  the  heads  of  his  Department  to  con- 
trol that  Department  in  a  more  satisfactory 
manner.  What  can  be  more  reasonable 
and  more  gentle  than  the  proposition  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seely)  ?  It  is 
not  that  you  shall  not  have  as  superin- 
tendents of  dockyards  naval  officers,  but 
that  you  shall  not  have  them  of  necessity. 
Therefore  all  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  go  for  nothing.  It  is  that, 
when  you  appoint  a  naval  officer,  he  shall 
be  a  man  who  has  a  technical  knowledge 
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of  the  duties  he  is  expected  to  auperintend. 
Was  anything  more  rational  ever  proposed 
to  Parliament  ?     I  shall  not  say  was  any- 
thing so  rational  ever  refused  by  Parlia- 
ment ?    That  would  be  an  absurd  question 
to  ask.     But  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Cla- 
rence Paget)  should  persuade  the  House  to 
refuse  this  Resolution  it  will  be  tantamount 
to  obtaining  from  Parliament  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  it  is  right  to  appoint  to  the 
office  of  Superintendents  of  dockyards  men 
who,   being  naval   officers,  know  nothing 
of  the  duties  which  they  are  expected  to 
discharge.      I  will  undertake  to  say  tbst 
if  the  proposition  be  now  negatived  it  will 
be  obtaining  from  Parliament  a  sanction 
to  a  gross  abuse — namely,  that  you  should 
place  men  in  charge  of  the  expenditure  of 
something  like  £3,000,000  a  year,  tsd 
that  there  shall  he  no  blame  attached  to 
the  Department  if  these  men  so  placed  is 
charge  know  nothing  of  the  matters  they 
are  expected  to  superintend.      I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admirsit/ 
whether  it  would  not  be  much  better  not 
to  divide  the  House,  and  to  accept  tbeoe 
words — not  to  accept  them  as  a  striDgest 
rule  which  shall  bind  them  down  to  do  a 
certain  thing,  but  that  they  shall  unde^ 
stand  that  in  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
it  is  desirable  that  when  officers  are  ap- 
pointed Superintendents  of  dockyards  thej 
should  know  something  about  the  businen 
which   they  are  expected  to  superintend. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  the 
Superintendents  should  continue  in  office 
for  a  longer  period  than  five  years,  that, 
perhaps,  is  not  a  matter  of  quite  such  im- 
portano^,  but  it  does  seem  unfortunate  thit 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  men  jntt 
at  the  time  when  they  become  competent 
in  their  departments.     Aware  of  the  views 
of  reform  entertoined  by  the  noble  Lonl 
in   regard   to  the  Admiralty,   and  of  the 
anxiety  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  sin- 
cerely entertains  and  feels,  that  that  De- 
partment of  the  Admiralty  should  be  con- 
ducted in   a  manner  more  in  accordance 
with  the  interests  of  the  public  and  the 
views  of  this  House,  I  ask  him  to  accept 
the  words  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  a  poaitife 
assistance  to  him  in  the  right  performance 
of  his  duties.     I  think  if  he  rejects  them 
that  he  will  weaken  his  own  power  and 
that  of  his  Colleagues,  and  will  do  that 
which    for  years  past   I  have  heard   hini 
assert  in  this  House  most  strongly  ought 
not  to  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  public. 
Mr.  W.  0.  STANLEY  said,  he  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  resolntion  waa  a  most 
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proper  one.  What  did  the  Admiralty 
themaelf  68  do  with  regard  to  the  officers 
whom  the  J  had  appoint^  to  tteam  veBsels? 
In  the  first  inatanoe  they  had  obtained 
meompetent  men  to  manage  them,  but 
now  they  would  not  appoint  an  officer  to 
command  nnleaa  he  bad  attended  at  Ports- 
nooth  a  regular  course  of  steam  instruc- 
tion. On  these  grounds  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  well  advised  to  accept  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  CORRT  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.   Bright)  bad  thrown  a 
new  light  upon  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln.     So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Conry)  understood  its  meaning  it  went  to 
aay,   not    that    naval   officers,   but    that 
civilians  possessed  of  a  technical  know- 
ledge of  shipbuilding  ought  to  be  appointed 
to  the  office  of  Superintendent.     He  was 
not  present  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
hw  statement,  but  he  was  told  that  that 
was  the  sense  in  which  he  spoke.      He 
(Mr.   Corry)  should  like  to  know  if  the 
interpretation  which  was  now  put  upon  the 
Resolution  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham be  correct,  what  right  had  the 
kon.  Member  for  Lincoln  to  assume  that 
saval  officers  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
^kyards  had  not  that  competent  know- 
ledge of  shipbuilding  which  he  deemed  so 
Dcceasary  ?  He  spoke  with  some  experience 
of  the   Admiralty  when  he  asserted  that 
the  Board  always  endeavoured  to  select 
the  best  qualified  officers  that  could  be 
fonnd  to  occupy  the  post  of  Superintendents 
of  Her  Majesty's  dockyards.     He  should 
like  to  hear  the  name  of  a  Superintendent 
who  had  been  found  to  be  incompetent. 
He    maintained  that,  as  a  general   rule, 
they  had  been  well  selected,  and  performed 
ikmr  duties  satisfactorily.     It  was  a  mis- 
taken opinion  that  it  was  necessary  that 
the  head  of  the  dockyard  should  be  a  ship- 
baildtf.     They  might   as  well  say  that 
artiste  should  be  canvas-makers,  because 
they    painted   on  canvas.     If  the  object 
tore  merely  to  build  ships  it  would  be 
jiffisrenty  but  after  a  ship  was  built  there 
waa  much  to  be  done  to  put  her  into  a 
proper  atate  for  sea,  and  to  fit  her  as  a 
iMn-of-war,  and   it  was  not   to   be  ex- 
pected that  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  Staff 
Commander,  exercising    the  duties  of   a 
master  attendant,  in  whose  department  this 
lay,  would  take  his  orders  from  a  master 
shipwright.     Although    the   plans,    &o., 
were  laid  down  in  the  office  of  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Navy,   Superintendents  of   dock- 
yards frequently  communicated  valuable 


suggestions  respecting  the  fittings  and 
arrangements  of  a  ship  to  the  Surveyor, 
and  they  were  in  many  instances  acted 
upon.  The  presence  of  an  experienced 
naval  officer,  as  the  head  of  a  dockyard, 
was  of  the  greatest  advantage.  So  far 
from  dockyard  work  costing  more  than 
contract  work,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  he  (Mr.  Corry)  would 
undertake  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  a 
Select  Committee  that  extravagant  expen- 
diture was  occasioned  by  the  latter  more 
than  by  the  former.  It  had  been  said  that 
it  was  absurd  that  the  cost  of  repairing  a 
ship  should  be  greater  than  the  cost  prico, 
but  he  knew  of  no  such  instance  in  the 
case  of  sliips  built  in  our  dockyards,  though 
it  Iiad  not  been  rare  in  the  case  of  con- 
tract-built ships.  If  the  dockyards  cost  a 
great  deal  the  country  had  the  worth  of  its 
money. 

Mr.  DAL6LISH  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  that  this  Motion  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  total  exclusion  of  qualified  officers 
of  the  navy  from  the  superintendance  of 
the  dockyards.  All  they  asked  was  that 
qualified  Superintendents  should  be  ap- 
pointed, whether  officers  of  the  navy  or 
not.  There  was  a  prevailing  impression 
throughout  the  country  that  the  dockyards 
were  not  managed  with  that  consideration 
for  economy  which  was  desirable.  It  was, 
therefore,  most  important  that  Superin* 
tendents  of  dockyards  should  be  meu  who 
knew  something  of  accounts,  and  were 
qualified  to  attend  to  the  management  of 
large  concerns.  As  sailors,  the  present 
naval  Superintendents  might  be  efficient, 
they  might  have  distinguished  themselves  in 
fighting  their  ships,  but,  after  spending 
many  years  of  their  lives  at  sea,  they  were 
not  fit  to  manage  large  manufacturing 
establishments.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  agree  to  accept  the  words 
proposed. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  the  Resolution 
was  not  an  abstract  proposition  as  to  these 
appointments,  but  a  distinct  assertion  that 
it  was  inexpedient  to  continue  an  ex- 
isting practice,  and  therefore  implied  a 
censure  on  the  present  mode  of  appoint- 
ment of  naval  officers.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Seely)  had  brought  forward  a  mass  of 
figures,  and  in  doing  so  he  made  an  extra- 
ordinary statement — namely,  that  his  only 
wish  was  to  see  them  to-morrow  in  the 
newspapers.  How  was  it  possible  for  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  or 
himself  to  refute  figures  some  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  even  read,  and 
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which  he  handed  ofer  to  the  reporters  to 
be  put  in  print  ?     What  his  hon.  Friend 
did  on  a  former  occasion  was  to  communi- 
cate with  him  beforehand,  and  to  tell  him 
what  were  the  items  he  meant  to  discuss. 
This  was  a  course  which  enabled  him  to 
meet  his  hon.  Friend,  but  it  was  impos- 
sible  to   discuss   figures   some   of   which 
were  not  efen  read.     However,  since  the 
division   he   had   had   time   to   look   into 
one   or  two   of  the   figures   read  by   his 
hon.  Friend,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  those  figures  actually  were.      The 
hon.    Gentleman   alluded   to   the   cost  of 
certain   milled  lead   and   lead  pipes,   the 
items  referring  to  which  he  extracted  from 
the  balance-sheet  of  1862-3  ;  and  he  said 
that  such  was  the  extravagance  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  system  of  manufacture,  that  the 
Government  lost  upon  the  year,  he  be- 
lieved the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  £1,090. 
Now,  the  whole  amount  of  the  account  of 
the  year  was,  on  the  debtor  side,  £10,048 
for  materials,  £185  for  labour,  £165  for 
general  expenditure,  and  £1,015  as  per- 
centage to   meet   those  general   charges 
which  his  hon.  Friend  said  were  not  brought 
in  nt  all.     The  only  expenditure,  therefore, 
over  which  the  dockyard  authorities  could 
have  any  control    was  £185  for   labour 
and  £165  for  general  expenditure,  the 
total  being  £350.     With  the  purchase  of 
materials  the  dockyard  authorities  had  no- 
thing to  do.     The  materials  were  placed 
at   their   disposal    by   the   authorities   of 
Somerset  House  ;  the  price  at  which  they 
were  purchased  was  furnished  to  them,  and 
they  had  to  produce  a  manufacturing  ba- 
lance-sheet.    How  his  hon.   Friend  could 
make  a  loss  of  £1,090  out  of  £350  did 
not  appear.     Perhaps  he  would  say  that 
he  did  not  find  fault  with  the  dockyard 
authorities,  but  with  the  Storekeeper  Ge- 
neral.    But  this  had  nothing  to  do  with 
his  Motion,  which  referred  to  the  present 
practice  of  dockyard  appointments  as  an 
unsound  one,  and  one  which  led  to  extra- 
vagance.    An  instance  like  this  ought  to 
warn  the  House  to  be  a  little  careful  in 
accepting  general  figures  like  those  of  his 
hon.  Friend.     For  the  purposes  of  debate 
it  would  have  been  much  more  convenient 
if  his  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  reading  off 
certain  figures  so  rapidly  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  follow  them,  had  done  him    the 
kindness  to  place  those  figures  in  his  hands, 
that  he  might  look  into  them,  and  then  he 
could  probably  have  done  justice  to  the 
department,  and  have  put  the  House  right 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  accounts  were 
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prepared.  As  to  the  balance-sheet  of  the 
manufacturing  departments,  he  thought  he 
bad  wearied  the  House  by  his  explanations. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  he  had 
already  stated  the  changes  which  were  in 
process  of  introduction,  and  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  admitted  were  a 
great  improvement.  All  the  objections  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  past 
state  of  things — namely,  the  accounts  in 
1862  ;  the  basis  of  which  had  been  since 
revised  by  himself  and  his  predecessor  io 
office. 

Mb.  SEELY  said,  he  had  not  his  figures 
with  him,  and  he  could  not  refer  to  them, 
but  if  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  would 
do  him  the  favour,  as  he  did  on  a  former 
occasion,  of  meeting  him  at  Somerset 
House,  he  would  go  into  the  question  with 
him,  and  he  would  venture  to  affirm  that 
in  less  than  half  an  hour  his  hon.  Friend 
would  admit  that  he  was  right.  The  dif- 
ference in  price  between  ingot  lead  and 
pipe  lead  in  the  market  was  Zd.  per  cwt., 
one  being  20$.  3<i.  and  the  other  20<.  6J. ; 
and  in  calculating  this  account  he  deducted 
from  the  total  cost  of  the  ingot  lead,  and 
then  ho  said  so  much  was  for  labour,  sad 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether  that  was 
not  a  fair  way  of  estimating  the  coat  of  the 
labour.  The  cost  for  labour  in  the  Govern- 
ment manufactory  was  It.  8|i.,  as  against 
3d.  for  the  milled  lead,  and  4«.  8d.  or 
4«.  lOd.  for  pipes,  as  against  3d.,  the  cost 
in  the  open  market.  When  he  met  bis 
hon.  Friend,  the  junior  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, at  Somerset  House,  he  must  admit 
that  nearly  every  statement  he  (Mr.  Seelj) 
made  in  the  House  on  a  former  occasion 
was  found  to  be  correct.  As  regarded 
balance-sheets  it  was  absurd  to  say  thsi 
such  charges  as  interest  on  capital  laid  out 
were  not  to  be  taken  into  account  in  esti- 
mating the  cost  of  an  article. 

Mr.  childers  said,  that  as  the  hoo. 
Member  had  challenged  him  as  to  certais 
matters,  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
explain.  The  hon.  Member  had  on  a 
former  occasion  quoted  certain  figures  from 
a  Report,  which  were  in  black  and  white, 
which  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  contra- 
dict, and  he  never  had.  What  he  did 
contradict 

Mr.  SPEAKER  called  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  to  order. 

Mb.  SEELY  said,  he  repeated  his 
challenge  to  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  at 
Somerset  House,  and  if  he  did  not  make 
good  his  statement  about  the  lead  he  would 
apologise  to  the  House.   With  regard  to  the 
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Manoe-aheet  referred  to,  it  was  neoessarj 
to  take  into  aeeoant  the  charges  for  labour, 
gas,  rent,  and  other  matters  of  that  kind, 
which  should  bo  charged  in  ascertaining 
the  cost  of  an  article.  It  was  an  absurdity 
to  argue  this  question  without  that  were 
done. 

IfR.  CHILDERS  said,  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  explain,  ne  had 
been  stopped  in  the  middle  of  a  sentence. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  explain  what  required  expla- 
nation in  his  own  speech,  but  he  must  not 
replj. 

MB.  CHILDERS  said,  he  must  appeal 
to  the  House  whether,  having  been  chal- 
lenged, and  the  cheers  of  the  House  fe- 
qniring  that  he  should  answer  it,  he  was 
to  be  stopped  in  the  midddlo  of  a  sentence. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  in  order.  If  it  were  permitted,  he 
might  go  on  making  half-a-dozen  more 
speeches. 

Admiral  WALCOTT,  said,  he  believed 
that  the  Admiralty  in  selecting  the  Supcr- 
htendents  were  not  actuated  by  party 
feelings,  but  chose  the  officers  most  capable 
sf  presiding  over  the  dockyards.  If  the 
Superintendents  were  acquainted  with  ship- 
boilding  they  would  be  more  efficient,  but 
that  knowledge  was  not  indispeneablc,  as 
they  had  under  them  assistants  who  pos- 
sessed experience  in  the  construction  of 
Tetsels.  He  admitted  that  the  expense 
was  considerably  more  in  the  Royal  dock- 
yards than  in  the  private  yards,  but  that 
was  owing  to  the  contracts,  with  the  mak- 
ing of  which  the  Superintendents  had  no- 
thing to  do.  The  present  Motion  might 
he  of  advantage  in  directing  the  attention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  many  points  which 
had  been  touched  upon,  but  he  thought 
that  naval  officers  were  the  most  suitable 
persons  to  preside  orer  the  Royal  dock- 
vsrds.  The  most  important  duty  they 
■id  to  perform  was  to  examine  ships  when 
they  came  home  from  foreign  stations,  and 
pat  them  in  an  efficient  state  to  proceed  to 
Hme  other  distant  station — in  fact,  they 
tare  called  upon  to  discharge  duties  which 
10  Saperintendent  Shipwright  would  be  able 
to  perform.  In  case  of  war,  or  of  a  ship 
requiring  to  be  immediately  refitted  on  her 
eoming  home  from  a  foreign  station,  it 
vonld  be  impossible  to  rely  on  the  yards  at 
Liverpool  and  Olasgow,  and  in  the  Thames. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press 
his  Motion. 

Mb.  FINLAT  said,  he  admitted  that 
with  regard  to  eoonomy  the  Royal  dock- 


yards could  not  be  compared  with  private 
yards  ;  but  that  was  not  exactly  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  question 
was,  whether  naval  officers  who  were  with- 
out a  peculiar  technical  knowledge  were 
suitable  for  Superintendents.  It  was  im- 
possible for  any  one  person,  whether  naval 
or  civilian,  to  have  a  technical  knowlege  of 
all  the  various  branches  of  the  business 
carried  on  in  the  dockyards ;  but  he  main- 
tained that  a  naval  man  was  better  quali- 
fied than  any  other  for  the  post  of  super- 
intendent, because  an  important  part  of 
his  duty  was  to  take  care  that  ships  were 
sent  to  sea  in  a  fit  state  to  meet  an  enemy. 
The  effect  of  the  Resolution  would  be  en- 
tirely to  disqualify  naval  officers  from 
holding  these  offices,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  agree  to  it. 
Viscount  PALME RSTON  :  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  question  is  a  ver/ 
simple  one,  upon  which  the  good  sense  of 
the  House  can  hardly  fail  to  come  to  a 
right  conclusion.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Seely)  who  made  the  Motion  contends,  and 
contends  with  some  force — if  all  that  is 
required  is  to  construct  a  wooden  frame 
that  shall  float  and  be  a  good  ship  to  go 
through  the  water — that  a  civilian  may  be 
as  fit,  and  possibly  a  more  fit  person, 
to  superintend  a  dockyard  than  a  naval 
officer.  But  the  business  of  the  Royal 
dockyards  is  to  construct,  not  simply  vessels 
to  go  through  the  water,  but  vessels  adapted 
to  the  purposes  of  war  ;  and  I  think  that 
my  noble  and  hon.  Friends  (Lord  Clarence 
Paget  and  Mr.  Childers)  have  shown  con- 
clusively that  none  but  a  naval  officer,  who 
knows  what  a  ship  of  war  ought  to  be  and 
is  conversant  with  all  those  details  which 
adapt  her  to  the  purposes  of  war,  can 
properly  superintend  the  construction  of 
vessels  intended  to  serve  those  purposes  ; 
and,  therefore,  that  if  you  were  to  exclude 
naval  officers  from  the  superintendence  of 
the  dockyards,  you  would  be  doing  a  great 
injury  to  the  public  service.  The  Resolu- 
tion as  it  stands  seems  to  me  not  only  to 
affirm  that  which  I  think  is  erroneous  in 
reason,  but  to  pass  a  censure  which  is  not 
deserved,  because  it  says  that  the  practice 
of  appointing  naval  officers  who  are  unfit 
for  the  offices  to  which  they  are  appointed 
ought  to  cease.  My  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
show  that  such  a  practice  exists.  We 
deny  that  it  does.  We  say  that  the  naval 
officers  who  have  been  appointed  to  the 
superintendence  of  dockyards,  and  those 
who  are  now  filling  such  offices,  have  been 
and  are  perfectly  competent  to  perform  the 
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estimates  on  aecouot  of  the  Sobools  from 
those  of  the  Museum.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Mr.  Potter)  complained  that 
the  table  of  expenditure,  usually  inserted 
in  the  annual  Report  of  the  Department 
was  not  to  be  found  in  that  for  the  present 
year.  For  that  omission  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  himself  responsible,  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Report  having  been  made  earlier 
by  two  months  than  usual  at  his  urgent 
request,  and  having  been  issued  at  Easter 
instead  of  July,  the  materials  for  making 
a  correct  account  of  expenditure  were 
wanting. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  had  been  re- 
minded by  some  remarks  which  had  fallen 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  of  a  lady's 
maid,  who,  having  gone  to  the  British 
Museum  to  enjoy  herself  for  the  day,  was 
asked  upon  her  return  what  she  had  seen, 
and  she  replied  that  she  had  seen  a  number 
of  marble  statues  which  appeared  to  her  to 
be  a  representation  of  a  railway  accident. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men looked  at  things  in  the  same  light. 
But  it  was  difficult  to  know  how  people 
would  regard  certain  things.  What  might 
appear  only  mutilated  bodies  and  trumpery 
to  one,  to  another  might  be  works  of  art. 
He  remembered  several  years  ago  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
Blackburn)  and  himself  sat  upon  a  Com- 
mittee before  which  Mr.  Cole  was  exa- 
mined, and  the  great  object  of  his  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  be  to  learn  from  Mr. 
Cole  whether  the  Kensington  Museum  had 
been  the  means  of  bringing  out  anything 
new.  The  great  struggle  of  Mr.  Cole  was 
to  show  that  it  had,  but,  when  pressed,  he 
was  obliged  to  admit  that  they  had  only 
produced  "a  combination."  Since  then 
many  new  things  had  been  done.  The 
working  classes,  studying  probably  some  of 
what  hon.  Members  had  called  wretched 
old  rubbish,  had,  in  many  instances,  struck 
out  something  beautiful  for  themselves. 
Whatever  it  might  have  done  some  years 
back,  it  was  quite  evident  that  original 
designs  were  now  being  introduced  through 
the  influence  of  the  collection  at  Kensing- 
ton ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  that  those 
seventy  gentlemen  who  had  combined  to- 
gether to  purchase  this  collection  had  done 
the  State  some  service,  and  that  they  were 
subsequently  quite  justified  in  getting  the 
Government  to  make  the  purchase  instead 
of  themselves. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  Government 
had  purchased  the  ooUeotion,  and  the  mat- 
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ter  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  brought  forward  well 
deserved  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had*  asked  whether 
it  was  fair  to  rake  up  that  faux  pa$  of 
Lord  Derby's  Government ;  bat  the  coo- 
sequences  of  that  faux  p<u  had  only  juit 
been  paid  by  the  country. 

Mr.  EDWARD  POTTER  said,  that 
a  number  of  gentlemen  had  purchased 
this  collection  in  1856.  The  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  refused  to  have  it, 
and  as  there  was  to  be  an  exhibi- 
tion of  art  treasures  at  Manchester  in 
1857  the  executive  Committee,  of  whom 
he  was  one,  applied  for  the  loan  of 
the  Soulage  collection,  but  the  owners  of 
it  declined  to  lend  it.  They  then  iriihed 
the  city  of  Manchester  to  buy  it  for  a 
public  museum.  Mr.  Cole,  however,  offered 
to  purchase  it,  and  it  ultimately  went  to 
South  Kensington.  He  believed  that  the 
purchase  was  a  good  one,  and  he  had  no 
wish  to  say  anything  whatever  upon  that 
subject.  But  he  was  very  anxious  for  a 
statement  of  this  account.  He  could  not 
understand  why  a  simple  statement  of  the 
account  could  not  be  put  at  the  end  of  it. 
[Mr.  H.  A.  B&UCE  said  the  account  wai 
not  yet  made  out.]  He  thought  that  the 
Souse  was  entitled  to  the  statement  asked 
for. 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  he  bad 
omitted  to  notice  one  portion  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillwyn)— 
namely,  that  respecting  the  production  of 
certain  papers.  He  certainly  objected  to 
the  production  of  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Departments,  but  he  would  not 
object  to  produce  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  owners  of  the  collection  at  Uan- 
Chester  and  the  department  in  question. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

THE  BALLOT.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY:  Sir,  I  rise  to 
move  an  Amendment — 

"  That,  as  a  General  Election  is  impeiMling, 
and  we  have  no  Law  which  can  put  down  the  in- 
timidation of  Voters  nor  prevent  Bribery)  it  >>> 
therefore,  expedient  that  a  trial  ahould  be  giTen 
to  the  Vote  by  Ballot." 

At  this  period  of  the  erening  (eleven 
o'clock)  it  is  impossible  I  can  hope  to 
have  that  support  from  hon.  Members 
which  I  might  have  had  if  oiroumstancei 
had  allowed  me  to  have  brought  this  ques- 
tion on  at  an  earlier  period.  At  all  timeiit 
is  an  irksome  task  to  bring  on  what  i< 
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eallad  an  ftnniial  Motion,  but  cases  will 
weaMonallj  arise  in  which  dnty  must  take 
the  place  of  pleasore,  I  consider  the 
inJIot  to  be  one  of  those  questions  which, 
rhen  considered,  will  bring  the  mind  to 
>nt  one  conclusion.  We  say  it  is  impos- 
rible  to  defend  the  position  that  it  is  proper 
br  the  Legislature  to  confer  the  right  of 
roUng  upon  a  body  of  men  and  to  refuse 
them  adequate  protection  for  the  exercise 
nf  that  right.  These  are  the  grounds 
upon  which  we  stand.  I  believe  the  ballot 
to  be  preferred  by  the  public  before  any 
Mher  reform.  In  1852,  in  an  able  speech 
Bade  by  Mr.  Cobden,  that  eminent  man 
laid  that  there  was  no  new  argument  for 
tlie  ballot  since  the  admirable  speech  of 
Mr.  Orote,  and  he  added — 

"  I  look  upon  the  ballot  as  the  primary  step  of 
iH  refiimi.  Of  all  the  points  of  what  is  called 
Iks  People's  Charter  there  is  nothiDg  so  odious  to 
Ike  aristoerao7,to  the  landooraoy,  and  the  monied 
riuareby  thatgOTems  elections  as  the  question  of 
ftt  ToCe  bj  ballot." 

Mr.  Cobden  likewise  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
in  one  of  his  speeches  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  would  take  the  trouble  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  mahersations  of  the 
franchise  as  carried  on  in  several  constitu- 
encies it  would  form  a  book  of  evidence, 
or  an  appendix  to  the  body  of  evidence 
taken  before  the  Election  Committee,  which 
wonld  render  the  demand  for  the  ballot 
one  that  could  scarcely  be  refused.  Now 
my  speeches  can  only  be  looked  upon  as 
paetieal  illustrations  of  the  theories  of 
llr.  Orote.  It  has  been  my  custom  to 
garrison  the  fortress  raised  by  Mr.  Grote, 
and  to  destroy  those  ghosts  of  arguments 
which  have  been  killed  over  and  over 
ajrain.  but  which,  nevertheless,  crop  up  on 
si!  occasions,  and  never  so  much  so  as  on 
the  approach  of  a  general  election.  Now, 
that  is  the  course  which  I  shall  pursue  on 
this  occasion.  I  shall  first  take  the  in- 
itance  of  a  young  gentleman  who  has 
assailed  some  of  Mr.  G rote's  theories.  I 
vill  take  that  of  a  young  gentleman  who 
is  now  asking  the  suffrages  of  the  ancient 
nty  of  Chester.  This  young  gentleman 
bears  an  honoured  name,  for  which  I,  in 
tommon  with  the  vast  body  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen,  feel  the  greatest  respect.  It 
becomes  me  the  more  to  take  into  con- 
Mderation  the  arguments  used  by  this 
young  gentleman,  inasmuch  as  I  believe 
mm  to  be  wrong,  and  as  I  think  I  have  it 
in  my  power  to  set  him  right.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, jnn.,  ensconces  himself  under  the 
gabardine  of  the  Rev.  Sydney  Smith  and 
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Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill.  The  ballot,  said 
Mr.  Gladstone,  junior,  in  an  off-hand  way, 
received  a  quietus  from  the  pen  of  Sydney 
Smith,  and  again  from  the  pen  of  John 
Stuart  Mill.  As  to  the  authority  of  Syd- 
ney Smith,  that  reverend  gentleman  wrote 
a  sparkling  pamphlet,  though  a  superficial 
one,  abounding  in  witticisms  without  logic, 
and  in  numerous  jokes  without  argument. 
As  to  Sydney  Smith  giving  the  quietus  to 
the  ballot,  it  is  somewhat  ridiculous  to 
imagine  that  he  should  be  able  so  easily  to 
dispose  of  the  arguments  of  Jeremy  Ben- 
tham,  of  Mill  the  elder,  of  Fonblanquo, 
and  of  Grote.  So  far  from  Sydney  Smith 
thinking  he  had  given  the  quietus  to  the 
ballot,  looking  into  his  life  I  find  a  letter 
addressed  by  him  to  the  late  Lady  Grey, 
in  which  he  says— 

"  I  have  written  a  pamphlet  against  the  ballot 
very  clever,  of  course,  but  the  ballot  will  come 
write  I  never  so  wisely." 

So  much  for  Sydney  Smith's  notion  of  the 
quietus  given  to  the  ballot.  Next,  let  me 
turn  to  John  Stuart  Mill,  a  gentleman  of 
great  ability,  who  has  written  many  clever 
things,  but  I  take  his  views  to  be  of  a 
purely  theoretical  kind,  because  I  do  not 
think  he  has  had  much  experience,  living 
as  he  did,  until  he  was  superannuated,  at 
the  India  House.  But  Mr.  Mill  is  the 
cheval  de  hataille,  not  only  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, junior,  but  of  The  Times  newspaper. 
Mr.  Mill  said — 

"If  I  thought  the  electors  of  this  country 
were  so  hopelessly  and  selfishly  dependent  on  the 
landlords  I  should  be,  as  I  once  was,  a  supporter 
of  the  ballot." 

This,  I  must  think,  is  a  slovenly  and  slip- 
I  shod  way  of  getting  rid  of  a  former  opi- 
nion. Why  did  he  stop  short  at  the  inti- 
midation of  the  landlord?  Why  did  he 
not  touch  on  other  classes  of  intimidation, 
on  intimidation  by  creditors,  and  by  the 
inquisition  of  attorneys  prjing  into  all 
their  affairs  and  holding  men  down  with 
the  screw,  which  was  applied  in  the 
most  Satanic  manner  ?  If  the  upper 
classes  had  become  politically  virtuous, 
;  and  the  under  classes  politically  inde- 
'  pendent,  I  would  not  ask  for  a  protection 
which  I  thought  the  electoral  classes  did 
not  want ;  but  I  can  show  that  the  electo- 
ral constituencies,  taken  from  1835  to 
1865,  are  in  precisely  the  same  condition, 
ond  that  if  there  be  any  change  it  is  for 
the  worse.  We  have  all  read  the  evidence 
taken  before  Mr.  Grote's  Committee  in 
1835.  That  evidence  was  extensive,  and 
brought  the  conclusion  to  the  mind  of  cverj 
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man  who  read  it  that  the  itate  of  electoral 
affairs  was  getting  worse.  I  will  show 
shortly  that,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
the  state  of  the  franchise  is  what  it  was 
in  1837.  I  will  state  it  first  in  the  words 
of  Lord  Palmerston,  who,  at  the  nomina- 
tion at  Tiverton,  on  Tuesday,  July  25, 
1837,  said— 

**  My  belief  is  founded  not  merely  on  what  I 
lukTe  heard  from  others,  but  upon  mj  own  obser- 
Tations.  I  belieye  a  system  has  been  extensivelj 
pursued,  to  deter  electors,  by  threats  of  ii^jury  to 
themselves,  from  electing  the  persons  whom  they 
think  most  fit  to  represent  them." 

No  man  will  turn  away  from  words  uttered 
by  my  noble  Friend  ;  they  always  carry 
weight  with  me,  whether  uttered  for  me 
or  against  me,  and  here  we  bate  evidence 
from  which  we  cannot  turn  away.  Sir 
Henry  Ward  showed  the  franchise  to  be 
in  a  most  deplorable  state  in  1847.  In 
1848  I  had,  for  the  first  time,  the  honour, 
not  of  my  own  seeking,  to  lead  the  ques- 
tion in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
stated  a  number  of  instances  in  that 
speech,  after  which  I  was  successful 
enough  to  carry  the  Motion ;  but  that 
was  an  accident,  and  did  not  truly  repre- 
sent the  opinion  of  the  House.  I  know 
the  feeling  of  this  House  is  against  the 
ballot,  and  I  do  not  speak  to  this  House, 
but  to  the  people  out  of  doors.  From  1848 
to  1852  nothing  could  be  more  decisive 
than  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Not  only  were^the  old  impenitent 
boroughs  committing  their  usual  sins,  but 
the  modem  boroughs  were  just  as  bad,  or 
worse  than  the  old  boroughs.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  was  a  pin  to  choose 
between  Wakefield  and  GlouceBter.  At 
that  time  Lord  Aberdeen  admitted  that 
our  electoral  system  was  in  such  a  deplor- 
able state  of  profligacy  that  everybody 
must  be  ashamed  of  it.  A  Committee 
was  formed  of  almost  all  the  lawyers 
in  the  House,  and  they  produced  a  very 
bad  Bill.  The  Attorney  General  was  upon 
it,  as  were  others  looking  for  judgeships, 
and  those  who  hoped  to  succeed  to  the 
ofiice  of  Attorney  General.  Lord  Derby 
said  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
Bill,  that  it  was  worth  so  much  waste 
paper.  From  1852  to  1865  the  debates 
on  the  ballot  showed  an  increasing  mal- 
versation of  practice.  The  old  constitu- 
encies and  the  new  rivalled  each  other  as 
regards  intimidation,  and  if  I  want  proof 
of  this  let  me  refer  to  the  election  at  Exe- 
ter nearly  twelve  months  ago.  The  last 
election  for  Exeter  presented  a  sad  picture 
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of  profligacy  and  intimidaticm  s  for  if  the 
Tories  were  bad,  the  Whigs  rivalled  them. 
A  very  distinguished  member  of  the  Bar, 
the  son  of  an  eminent  judge,  and  the  ne- 
phew of  a  poet  in  whom  we  all  rejoice— 
Mr.  Coleridge — was  a  oandidate  for  the 
vacant  seat,  and  he  said,  after  the  oonteit 
was  over,  that  the  election  had  convinced 
him  that  the  ballot  was  necessary,  and  be 
had  no  idea  that  in  the  year  1864  such 
protection  would  have  been  required,  and 
that  at  the  present  day  men  woald  hare 
been  so  lost  to  a  sense  of  what  was  joit 
and  fair  between  man  and  man.     He  had 
commenced  his  political  life  rather  Ute, 
but  it  was  never  too  late  to  mend.    He 
had  no  idea    there  was  that  amount  of 
moral  coercion  existing,  and  he  should  not 
have  believed  it  if  he  had  not  witnessed 
it.      A   great  many  instances  had  come 
under   his   knowledge   where  many  meo 
had  informed  him  they  would  gladly  have 
voted  for  him,  but  they  had  been  prevented 
from  doing  so   from  coercion.     Nothing, 
however,  could  be  much  worse  than  what 
was  practised  on  the  other  side,  and  the 
Exeter  Tory  papers  complain  of  intimida- 
tion to  a  vast  extent.     1  have  received  a 
letter  from  Sir  John  Bowring,  who  is  i 
resident  of  Exeter,  and  he  saya  that  never 
in  his  experience  had  he  seen  intimidation 
so  rife  in  Exeter  as  at  the  last  electioD. 
The  Tory  papers  of  that  city  complained, 
amongst  other  things,  of  the  intimidatioo 
practised  by  the  Whigs  on  the  dergj  of 
the  city  ;  and  they  also  spoke  of  violenee 
offered   to  the  persons    of    the  electors. 
There  was  one  outrage  in  particular  to  s 
poor  man  who  had  a  cart  drawn  by  a  don- 
key.   They  threw  the  cart  into  the  river 
and  they  cut  off  the  jackass's  tail.    The 
people  of  Exeter  were  insolent,  eon  temp- 
tuous,  and   metaphorical,   and   they  said 
that  at  the  next  general  election  that  was 
not  the  only  Tory  donkey  that  would  lose 
his  tail.  In  reference  to  the  character  of  the 
election  for  Truro,  Mr.  Williams  described 
the  contest  as  a  riotous  one,  not  arising 
from  any  doubt  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
majority,  but  from  the  influence  that  had 
been  brought  to  bear  to  prevent  the  exer- 
cise of  the  franchise  ;  and  Captain  Yiviau, 
the  losing  candidate,  said  that  if  any  ar- 
gument  was    wanting   to    conTinee  him 
of  the   necessity  of  the   ballot   the  re 
suit    of    the    contest    would    have   fur- 
nished him  with  one,  and  of  course  three 
cheers  were  given  for  the  ballot.     1  sub- 
mit that  I  have  pointed  out  sufficient  evi- 
dence to  induce  an  incredulous  m|n  to  be- 
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liefO  thftt  we  have  not  improTed  in  our 
rieetoral  morals,  but  on  the  oontrar? — 
iliei  we  are  as  bad  as  erer  we  were  ;  and 
vhat,  I  ask,  has  happened  to  convince  Mr. 
Sladatone,  Jan.,  and  Mr.  Stuart  Mill,  to 
MMMe  them  to  torn  short  ronnd  on  the 
IMslion  of  the  ballot.  Both  the  dominant 
Mirtiea  are  going  to  the  country,  as  Mr. 
Diekana  terms  it,  in  an  auriferous  and 
■alty  shower,  in  the  shape  of  sorereigns 
uid  beer,  and  if  the  House  is  con? inced 
dull  the  landlords  have,  as  Mr.  Mill  says, 
ieaeed  to  intimidate,  where  is  the  oYidence 
to  be  found  ?  Is  Mr.  Mill  actually  con- 
rioeed  of  it,  or  is  it  a  mere  pretence  put  for- 
irard  by  him  to  oorer  his  ratting  from  his 
prineiples.  Let  us  look  northward,  and 
lak  ourselres  why  it  is  that  at  all  the  clubs 
vbere  they  bet  upon  political  as  well  as 
tirf  erents  they  lay  five  to  four  on  Mill- 
btnk  against  Morritt  for  the  northern  di? i- 
BOO  of  Yorkshire.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  North  Riding  (Mr.  Morritt)  is 
known  to  us  all,  and  as  I  believe  no  hon. 
Member  has  carried  out  his  political  opi- 
■ioni  better  than  lie  has,  why  is  he  to  be 
rsmoTod?  It  would  appear  marvellous 
vera  not  the  real  cause  known— namely, 
that  the  late  Duke  of  Cleveland  was  a  Tory 
ind  the  present  Duke  is  a  Whig,  and  that, 
therefore,  all  those  men  who  supported 
Mr.  Morritt  at  the  last  election  will  now 
foto  against  him.  Of  course,  being  mere 
rodng  machines  of  the  Duke  of  Cleve- 
land'a,  they  must  do  it.  They  have  no 
BonseteDces— -nobody  ever  thinks  they  havo 
s  right  to  exercise  the  franchise.  I  will 
lezt  take  the  southern  division  of  Durham, 
snd  ask,  why  instead  of  one  there  will  be 
Ivo  Liberals  returned  for  that  division  of 
Iho  ooontyf  Why,  simply  because  it  is 
Sforahadowed  by  Raby  Castle,  and  the 
preeont  Duke  being  a  Whig,  these  free 
sod  independent  electors,  as  you  call  them, 
bot  TOting  machines,  as  I  venture  to  think 
thorn,  must  vote  according  to  the  orders  of 
their  landlord.  Before  I  leave  Yorkshire  I 
oin  take  a  trip  to  the  borough  of  Ripen. 
There  used  to  live  at  Fountains  Abbey 
MIm  Lawrence,  a  lady  who  was  very  much 
reipoetod,  but  she  in  good  time  left  this 
world,  and  the  property  fell  into  the  hands 
of  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon.  The  borough 
of  Ripon  was  a  place  of  refuge  for  every 
Tory  gentleman  who  could  not  obtain  a 
seat  for  any  other  place.  It  was  a  refuge 
for  the  destitute.  There  he  found  a  home 
ud  oomfortable  quarters,  and  I  dare  say 
very  sood  Members  of  Parliament  they 
tsraodont.     When  the  property  fell  into 


the  hands  of  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon  it 
turned  out  thore  was  not  a  sounder  Whig 
borough  in  England  than  Ripon,  and  if  i 
were  called  upon  to  point  out  one  more 
good  honest  reformer  than  another  it  is 
Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon.  The  YOting 
machines  at  Ripon  do  not,  however,  like 
the  position  in  which  they  are  placed,  and 
they  have  presented  a  petition  to  the 
House  of  Lords  since  Earl  De  Grey  and 
Ripon  has  been  their  ruler  in  favour  of  the 
ballot,  and  I  believe  that  nothing  would 
please  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon  better  than 
for  them  to  vote  by  ballot.  I  think  we  hare 
reason  to  say  that  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  up  to  1865  will  continue  during 
the  ensuing  elections,  so  that  to  tell  the 
electors  they  ean  vote  free  and  independent 
is  a  misnomer,  for  they  can  do  nothing  of 
the  kind,  except  to  their  cost.  Mr. 
Brougham,  thirty-five  years  ago,  alluded 
to  the  power  of  landlords  over  tenants  in 
a  way  I  eannot  approach.  That  eminent 
statesman  said— 

*'  Watch  the  prooeediogs  of  a  landlord  with  his 
tenants,  and  mark  how  be  seeks  to  extinguish  in 
them  all  sense  of  pnblio  obligation." 

And  how  could  we  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  when  we  see  what  is  the  result  ? 
Before  I  conclude  my  remarks  upon,  or 
rather  my  review  of,  Gladstone  on  Mill, 
let  me  earnestly  entreat  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  an  extract  from  a  speech 
made  last  autumn,  the  authority  of  which 
will  be  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Gladstone, 
junior,  and  by  Mr.  Mill — 

"  What  is  at  stake  (said  this  speaker)  is  nothing 
less  than  the  vitality  of  the  representative  bod/. 
If  ever  the  majority,  or  a  preponderating  portion 
of  the  Members,  represent  only  their  own  pockets, 
we  shall  have  indeed  what  Mr.  Disraeli  calls  a 
Venetian  constitution,  and  that  in  a  very  bad 
form.  It  would  be  a  groat  mistake  to  supposo 
that  we  have  seen  the  worst  of  this  evil.  1  am 
persuaded  we  are  only  at  the  beginning  of  it  when 
we  see  tbe  number  of  persons  constantly  becoming 
wealthy,  whose  sole  anxiety  is  to  attain  what  alone 
wealth  has  not  given  them — namely,  position.  It 
is  this  class  of  persons  who  make  this  evil  an  in- 
creasing one  —  the  vulgar  rich  —  to  whom  it  is 
worth  while  to  spend  any  amount  of  money  for 
the  sake  of  distinction  in  society." 

The  gentleman  who  made  this  speech  in 
1864,  standing  by  the  ballot,  and  pointing 
out  the  ballot  as  the  only  remedy  for  this 
state  of  things,  is  the  very  Mr.  Mill  who, 
in  1865,  turns  round  and  opposes  it.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  insult  to  this  House  by  the 
phrase  "vulgar  rich,"  because  if  there  is 
anything  we  are  more  proud  of  than  another 
it  is  the  men  amongst  us  who  have  made 
their  fortunes  by  trade  and  commerce;  but 
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Yvhat  an  iniuU  to  the  City  of  London  if 
this  Mill  from  off  a  shelf  in  the  India 
House  is  thus  to  treat  its  representatives 
•^its  Rothschilds,  its  Grawfords,  its  Gos- 
ehens,  and  its  Dukes — who  have  all  made 
their  money  by  commerce.  I  think,  in- 
stead of  Mr.  Mill  giving  me  a  quietus,  I 
have  now  from  his  own  mouth  given  him 
one.  Now,  I  come  to  what  ingratiated 
Mr.  Mill  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ehequer,  and  made  my  right  hon.  Friend 
point  him  out  as  a  fit  tutor  for  his  son,  and 
likewise  it  is  an  argument  which  my  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  has  some- 
times indulged  in  when  he  has  wished  to 
give  me  a  quietus  in  this  House — namely, 
that  in  a  free  country  voting  for  a  Member 
of  Parliament  is  a  public  act  and  ought 
to  be  performed  in  the  face  of  the  people, 
and  that  the  manner  in  which  the  elector 
exercises  his  privilege  ought  to  be  the  sub- 
ject of  comment  and  criticism  for  the  entire 
community.  This  is  an  argument  I  have 
often  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  and  from  Lord 
John  Russell,  but  if  it  is  so  necessary 
that  the  act  of  the  voter  should  be  so  pub- 
lic, have  we  no  precedents  to  the  contrarj^? 
Let  us  inquire  into  that  a  little.  There 
were  great  men  before  Agamemnon,  and 
there  were  great  statesmen  before  the  noble 
Lord,  although  I,  for  one,  can  do  and  say 
nothing  to  detract  from  his  merits.  Now, 
on  this  point  of  protection  to  the  voter 
(not  by  means  of  the  ballot,  but  a  general 
protection  by  secrecy)  we  have  the  highest 
authority.  We  have  the  authority  of  the 
great  founders  of  English  liberty — those 
men  who  guided  the  counsels  of  what  Lord 
Macaulay  said  were  the  greatest  of  Eng- 
land's parliaments — Sir  Edward  Coke,  Sir 
John  Elliot,  John  Hampden,  John  Pym, 
and  Selden;  and  they  have  left  their  tes- 
timony on  the  Journals  of  this  House.  I 
will  venture  to  state  the  remarkable  case 
to  which  I  allude,  and  which  is  not  a 
little  interesting.  On  the  17th  of  April 
in  1628,  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privilege,  which  Committee 
included  the  great  names  I  have  men- 
tioned, it  is  stated  that  in  the  election  for 
Yorkshire  certain  electors  presented  them- 
selves to  vote.  They  answered  the  ques- 
tions put  to  them  satisfactorily  as  to  their 
having  the  40^.  freehold  and  being  resident 
in  the  county  ;  but,  on  being  asked  their 
names,  they  declined  to  give  them^  on  the 
ground  that  they  would  expose  themselves 
to  the  displeasure  of  certain  powerful  per- 
sonages. They  claimed  the  right,  not- 
Jfr,  H,  Berhehy 


withstanding,  to  have  their  votes  recorded, 
and  it  was  done.  A  petition  was  pre- 
sented against  the  return  of  Sir  H.  Bel- 
lasis  and  Sir  Thomas  Wentworth,  on 
the  ground  that  these  Yotea  were  im- 
properly recorded.  The  Committee  de- 
clared that  the  declaration  of  their 
names  need  not  be  required,  and  that  it 
was  unnecessary  to  insert  the  names  of 
freeholders  in  the  indenture  of  return, 
because  notice  might  be  taken  of  it  to  their 
detriment,  and  it  accordingly  reported  that 
Bellasis  and  Wentworth  were  duly  elected. 
The  House  the  same  day,  by  a  unanimous 
resolution,  confirming  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee,  declaring  that  if  the  name  of 
a  freeholder  was  demanded  at  the  poll  bj 
the  sheriff,  and  he  declined  to  give  it,  he 
should  not  thereby  be  disabled  from 
voting.  This  is  not  exactly  a  case  on  all 
fours  with  the  ballot,  but  it  affirms  the 
principle,  and  no  man  can  rail  the  stamp 
off  that  document.  Is  not  this  an  answer 
to  the  frivolous  plea  that  secrecy  is  cowardly, 
unmanly,  and  un-English  ?  If  not,  it  moat 
fall  with  the  galaxy  of  great  names  I  have 
mentioned.  I  have  on  former  occasions 
referred  to  an  argument  which  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor,  when  Sir  Richard  Be- 
thell,  completely  upset.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  voter  has  no  personal  beneficial 
interest  in  the  franchise,  and  that  he  is 
a  trustee  who  acts  for  the  non-elector  as 
well  as  for  himself.  But  what  is  the  ope- 
ration of  that  doctrine  ?  At  an  election 
for  Cork,  the  priests,  who  were  then  is 
the  interest  of  Lords  Palmerston  and 
Russell,  told  the  non-electors  to  watch  the 
polling-booths,  and  see  how  their  trustees 
voted.  They  did  so,  and  all  those  who 
voted  for  General  Chatterton,  the  Conser- 
vative candidate,  were  denounced  as  false 
trustees;  and,  accordingly,  the  non-electors 
broke  their  heads  and  stoned  them.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  to  a  case  whiek 
occurred  at  Salford.  An  individual  of  the 
name  of  Stork  placed  a  board  in  his 
window  with  the  following  inscription  : — 

"  All  persons  residing  in  this  street  and  the 
neighbouring  courts  who  have  no  votes,  are  re- 
quested to  call  and  tell  me  whether  I  must  vote 
ior  Garnett  or  Brotherton  at  the  enauinir  eleo- 
tion. 

This  notice  brought  a  number  of  persons 
to  his  shop,  all  of  whom  being  hofnd  fid$ 
non-electors,  were  requested  to  sign  their 
names,  and  write  opposite  to  them  the 
name  of  the  candidate  of  their  choice. 
The  poll  was  kept  open  till  ten  o'clock. 
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and  th«o  Mr.  Stork  put  forth  the  following 
state  of  the  poll : — 

"  In  &Toiir  of  my  Yoiing  for  Brotberton,  57  ; 
in  &Toar  of  my  TOting  for  Uamett,  23  ;  majority 
for  Brotherton,  84.  Consequently  I  ehall  vote 
for  Brotherton." 

If  that  be  not  the  r&duciio  ad  dbiurdum  of 
the  noble  Lord's  argument,  I  do  not  know 
where  it  can  be  found.  He  did  vote  for 
Brotherton,  and  so  represented  the  non- 
electors.  The  man  whom  the  law  invested 
with  the  duty  of  voting  disfranchised 'him- 
self and  enfranchised  those  whom  the  law 
declared  to  be  unfit  to  vote.  If  the  uon- 
doctors  were  to  dictate  to  the  electors,  it 
would  be  much  better  to  have  universal 
ioffirage  to  give  them  votes  and  allow  them 
to  vote  themselves.  Mr.  Grote  called  the 
ballot  the  silent  vindicator  of  liberty.  De- 
mosthenes— mark  what  Demosthenes  said 
— addressing  a  jury  he  said — 

''You  vote  in  secret.  You  have  nothln|^  to 
fear,  for  safety  is  secured  to  you  by  the  wisest 
legislation  our  lawgivers  ever  knew." 

He  now  asked  the  House  to  adopt  his 
Besolation,  and  thus  give  practical  effect  to 
the  words  of  Demosthenes. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  after  the  word  <*  That,"  in  the  Original 
Qaaetion,  the  words  "  as  a  Greneral  Election  is 
teipending,  and  as  we  have  no  Law  which  can  put 
down  the  intimidation  of  Voters  nor  prevent 
Bribery,  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  a  trial 
sbonld  be  given  to  the  Vote  by  BaUot."— (ifr. 
Eemy  Berkeley.) 

Qaestion  proposed^  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

YiaooiTNT  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  my 
ben.  Friend  said,  I  imagined  that  on  some 
eeeasions  I  had  given  him  his  quietus. 
Now,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  give  him 
his  quietus,  for  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
sgree  vrith  me  that  the  annual  exhibition 
of  my  boo.  Friend  is  very  amusing  and 
highly  diverting,  and  therefore  I  should  be 
sorry  to  give  him  his  quietus,  and  so  pre- 
vent him  from  affording  us  the  treat  we 
are  now  enjoying.  The  arguments  which 
By  hon.  friend  has  used  are  those  which 
he  has  often  repeated  ;  and  the  arguments 
which  I  would  suggest  can  only  be  those 
which  I  have  often  repeated.  It  is  often 
said — my  hon.  Friend  has  often  said  it — 
that  nothing  new  can  be  urged  against 
the  ballot.  Truth  is  not  new,  and  no- 
thing is  stronger  than  truth  ;  and  there- 
fore if  I  were  called  upon  to  say  something 
new  against  the  ballot,  I  could  only  use 
weaker  arguments  than  those  which  I  used 
before.    My  dgeotions  to  the  ballot  may 


be  comprised  in  a  short  statement.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  to-night  given  a  somewhat 
different  description  of  the  nature  of  tho 
Yote  from  that  which  he  gave  on  former 
occasions.  I  think  on  former  occasions  he 
treated  the  vote  as  a  personal  right— -as  a 
right  which  the  voter  was  entitled  to  ezer« 
cise  without  exposing  himself  to  any  conse« 
quences  arising  from  the  way  in  which  he 
might  use  it ;  but  to-night  he  has  repre* 
sented  the  vote  as  a  function  conBded  to 
the  elector  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  at 
large.  [Mr.  H.  Berkeley  intimated  his 
dissent.]  Then  my  hon.  Friend  does  not 
adopt  this  view,  but  falls  back  on  the 
ground  that  tho  veto  is  a  personal  right 
which  the  person  is  entitled  to  exercise 
freely  without  being  liable  to  any  conse- 
quences. Well,  if  the  vote  be  a  personal 
right,  on  what  ground  does  my  hon.  Friend 
punish  a  man  for  taking  money  for  hia 
vote  ?  If  the  elector  possesses  the  vote  as 
a  personal  right,  he  is  entitled  to  exercise 
it  from  whatever  motive  he  pleases.  He 
may  exercise  it  from  personal  affection, 
from  political  agreement,  or  for  per<* 
sonal  advantage.  The  moment  you  narrow 
the  vote  by  describing  it  as  a  personal 
right,  you  take  away  the  ground  on  which 
you  now  punish  a  man  for  the  corrupt  ex- 
ercise of  the  franchise.  But  I  deny  that 
the  vote  is  a  personal  right.  I  say  it  is  a 
trust.  Even  if  universal  suffrage  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  a  trust  which  each 
person  would  have  confided  to  him  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nation.  I  say,  therefore, 
that,  not  only  according  to  the  English 
Constitution,  but  according  to  the  sense  of 
mankind,  the  man  who  holds  a  trust  for 
others  is  bound  to  account  to  them  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  exercised  the  trust 
so  held.  I  hold,  then,  that  the  ballot, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  screen  the 
trustees,  to  screen  men  from  the  cense* 
quencos  following  on  the  exercise  of  their 
votes,  is  contrary  to  the  British  Constitu- 
tion, contrary  to  common  sense,  contrary 
to  the  nature  of  things  themselves.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  the  ballot  would 
free  the  voter  from  those  influences  which 
mankind  never  can  be  free  from.  He  has 
given  us  examples  of  the  places  in  which 
territorial  possessions  have  changed  from 
the  hands  of  owners  professing  one  set  of 
political  opinions  to  those  of  persons  bold* 
ing  other  political  views,  and  he  has  stated 
that  these  changes  have  made  a  change  in 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise.  But  men 
must  be  influenced  by  one  cause  or  another, 
and  it  is  a  natural  thing  that  there  should 
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be  harmoDy  between  the  proprietors  of 
land  and  those  who  carry  on  their  occupa* 
tions  under  them.  Whether  it  be  terri- 
torial influence,  whether  it  be  the  influence 
of  mercantile  wealth,  or  whether  it  be  the 
inflaence  of  commercial  engagements,  you 
eannot  direst  mankind  of  those  influences 
which  are  inherent  in  the  nature  of  things, 
and  must  influence  the  conduct  of  men. 
I  contend  it  is  a  perfect  fallacy  to 
aflirm  that  secret  voting  would  prcTcnt  the 
exercise  of  the  influence  of  the  land- 
lord, the  merchant,  or  the  customer.  Any 
person  in  any  one  of  these  capacities  who 
might  think  he  could  influence  a  yoter, 
would  ask  him  to  promise  his  Yote.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  the  promise 
made  under  such  circumstances  would  be 
broken,  he  pronounces  the  strongest  con* 
demnation  of  the  voters;  because,  he  says, 
Ihej  would  promise  one  thing  to-day  and 
do  a  different  thing  to-morrow.  Now,  I 
do  not  believe  that.  I  belie? e  that  if  the 
landlord  or  employer,  thinking  he  might 
have  a  legitimate  right  to  influence  a 
voter's  conduct,  should  go  to  him  and  say, 
**  Promise  me  so  and  so,"  the  man,  if  he 
wished  to  perform  the  act,  would  make  the 
promise.  If  he  refused,  the  landlord  or 
employer  would  know  what  that  meant, 
ao  that  the  voter  would  be  exposed  to  ex- 
actly the  same  influences  as  he  is  at  pre- 
sent. I  think,  therefore,  that  the  ballot 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  principles 
05  which  human  society  is  constituted  ;  I 
think  it  would  be   at  variance   with   the 

?rinciples  of  the  British  Constitution  ;  and 
think  it  would  be  immoral  in  its  effects, 
for  if  it  accomplished  the  object  which  few 
have  in  view,  and  enabled  a  man  to  break 
his  promise,  instead  of  raising  the  cha- 
racter of  the  voter  of  the  country,  it  would 
degrade  him  in  his  own  esteem  and  lower 
that  character  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

MR.H.BBRKELEY:  I  think  I  answered 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  before  he 
made  it. 

Question  put: — The  House  divided: — 
Ayes  74;  Noes  118:  Majority  44. 

Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  after  the  word  "  That,"  in  the  Original 
Question,  the  words  "  this  House  "will,  upon  Mon- 
day next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
Supply ."---( ViteowU  Palmerston, ) 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  added:  —  Original  QuestioDy  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Beeohedf  That  this  House  will*  opoa 
Monday  next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
[bill  213.]      THIBD  BEADING. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." — (Sir  Oeorge  Orey.) 

Sir  CHARLES  DOUGLAS  merely 
rose  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  this  Bill  which  was  for  the  same  ob- 
ject as  that  which  he  (Sir  Charles 
Douglas)  had  last  night  withdrawn,  re- 
specting '*  the  discretionary  powers  of  Jus* 
ticcs  of  the  Peace;"  but  he  must  record 
his  protest  against  one  principle  it  ap- 
peared to  recognise — namely,  that  of 
committing  an  offender  to  prison  for  a 
longer  period  for  non-payment  of  a  pecu- 
niary penalty,  than  the  law  allowed  as  a 
punishment  for  the  offence  itself,  for  which 
the  fine  could  be  inflicted. 

Motion  agreed  to  Bill  read  3®  accord- 
ingly, 9kTi^pasied. 

PEACE    PBESERYATION  (iRELAND)  ACT  (1856) 
AlfEMDMSNT  BILL. 

Bill  "  to  oontiDue  and  amend  '  The  Peaoe  Pre- 
aenration  (Ireland)  Act,  18/S6,'"  preeentei,  tai 
readl^    [BiUaiO.] 

COLONIAL  DOCKS  LOANS. 
Resolution  [June  15]  reported, 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  empower  the  Commii- 
sionera  of  the  Treasurj  to  malke  iatues  oat  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  an  amount  not  eioeedinf 
in  the  whole  £300,000  to  bo  from  time  to  time 
advanced  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty, 
by  way  of  loan,  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  Dooki 
in  British  Possessions." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Lord  Clabkkci 
Paokt  and  Mr.  Childbbs. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  1^  [Bill  226.] 

CARRIERS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  dirocted  to 
move  the  House,  That  leaye  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  more  eflbotoil 
protection  of  Carriers  for  hire. 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mujrii 
Gibson  and  Mr.  Hutt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  I».  [Bill  224.] 

TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Babing,  Bill  to  continue 
certain  Turnpike  Acts  in  Great  Britain,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Baruto  and  Sir  Gbobsi 
Gbbt. 

BiU  presented,  and  road  I"".  [Bill  227.] 
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TUBMFIKB  TRUflTB  ABRAMaKMENTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bariito,  Bill  to  confirm 
Mrtain  PrOTinonal  Orders  made  under  an  Act 
of  the  fifteenth  year  of  Her  pretent  Majesty,  to 
fteilitate  arraneements  for  the  relief  of  Turnpike 
Trusta,  orderea  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Babing 
And  Sir  Gbobok  Gbbt. 

Bill  prcicnUd,  and  read  1«.  [BiU  225.] 

HooM  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o'clock,  till 

Monday  nmt. 
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MINUTBS.]— Tooib  ihe  OtiA^The  Viioount 
Gort,  a  RepneientatiTe  Peer  for  Ireland. 

FuBuo  Bnxa — F\r9i  Beading — Statute  Law  Re- 
Tision  *  (172)  [h.l.]  ;  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scot- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  (175);  NaTy  and 
Marinei  ( Property  of  Deeeased)  *  ( 1 70)  ;  Naval 
and  Bfanne  Pay  and  Pensioni*  (177);  Penal- 
ties Law  Amendment  *  (178). 

Second  ^odtn^— Prisons  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (106);  Trespass  (Scotland)  *  (146): 
Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1868)  Amendment* 
(125);  Pier  and  HarlMur  Orders  Gonflrmation* 
(157);  Lunatic  Asylum  Act  (1853)  Ao,, 
Amendment*  (160);  Pflotage  Order  Confir- 
mation (No.  2)*  (154);  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotland)  Aets  Amendment*  (136);  Procu- 
rators (Scotland)  *  (163) ;  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)*  (128);  Oolo- 
nial  Laws  Validity*  (158);  Colonial  Mai^ 
riages  YaUdity*  (159);  Defence  Act  (1860) 
Amendment*  (152). 

Select  CommitUe  —  Report  —  Mortgage  Deben- 
turei  *  (178)  ;  Land  Debentures*  (112)  ; 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  *  (113). 

Hfpori — Mortgage  Debentorea  *  (174) ;    Union 

ChargeabiUty*(l71). 

Third  Reading  —  Dockyard  Extensions  *  (143) ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  Acts 
(Ireland)  Amendment  *  ( 1 17) ;  Drainage  and 
Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (147)  and  poised. 

Withdrawn  — Railway  Passengers  (149). 

Royal  Assent — Commissioners  of  Supply  Meet- 
ings (Scotland)  [28  Vict,  C.38J;  District  Church 
Tithes  [28  Vict.  o.  42] ;  Inoloiure  (No.  2) 
[28  Viet.  0.  39] ;  Lancaster  Court  of  Chancery 
[28  Via.  c.  40] ;  Married  Women's  Property 
(Ireland)  [28  Vict,  c.  43]  ;  Pilotage  Order  Con- 
flrmation  [28  Viet.  c.  59];  Common  Law 
Courts  (Fees)  [28  Viet.  c.  45] ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  3)  [28  Viet.  o.  41] ; 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland)  [28  Vict.  o.  50] ; 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site)  [28  Vict, 
e.  49] ;  Courts  of  Justice  Building  [28  Vict. 
0.  48]  ;  Militia  Ballots  Suspension  [28  Viet. 
o.  46] ;  MilUla  Pay  [88  Vict.  o.  47]. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
PBE8BNTSD.      FIRST  BBASINO. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  presented 
a  Bill  for  promoting  the  Refision  of  the 
Statute  Law  and  expurgation  of  the  Sta- 
tute Book.  The  statutes  of  the  realm 
were  at  present  contained  in  forty-four 
quarto  volumes.  The  Bills  presented  hj 
him  on  former  occasions,  and  which  had 
passed  into  law,  carried  the  revision  and 
expurgation  down  to  the  reign  of  James  II. 
inclusiye,  and  the  Bill  which  he  had  now 
the  honour  to  introduce  completed  the  en- 
tire work  of  reviflion.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that  if  this  Bill  passed  into  a  law  the 
new  edition  of  the  whole  of  the  living 
statutes  which  would  follow  would  prohahly 
he  comprised  in  ten  volumes  only,  of  the 
same  average  size  as  at  present.  This, 
however,  was  hy  no  means  the  end  of  the 
work.  The  next  step  would  he  to  arrange 
the  Statute  Law  in  the  form  of  a  digest, 
under  the  most  appropriate  heads,  forming 
a  complete  analytical  arrangement,  and 
then  to  revise  and  expurgate  the  unwieldly 
and  still  increasing  mass  of  the  decided 
cases,  reducing  them  to  such  as  constituted 
the  hody  of  existing  authorities,  and  which 
might  in  their  turn  he  digested  and  ar- 
ranged. Their  Lordships  would  he  glad 
to  hear  that  the  House  of  Commons  bad 
voted  a  sum  of  money  for  this  purpose, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  work  would  go  on 
successfully  until  the  whole  of  the  written 
and  unwritten  law  was  ascertained,  reduced 
into  order,  and  hrought  within  a  reasonable 
compass. 

Bill  for  promoting  the  Revision  of  the 
Statute  Law  by  repealing  certain  Enact- 
ments which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or 
have  become  unnecesiary — Was  pretenied 
by  The  LonD  ChanceUiOr;  read  1\ 
(No.  172.) 

HER  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 

OF  WALES. 

HER  HAJESTZ'S  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count Sydney)  reported  the  Queen's  An- 
swer to  the  Address  of  Tuesday  last  as 
follows : — 

"  Your  lojal  and  dutiful  Address  upon  the  birth 
of  the  Prince,  mj  Grandson,  a£forded  me  much 
•atis&otion ;  and  I  thank  you  for  the  afbotionate 
interest  which  yon  have  expressed  in  the  domastio 
happiness  of  myself  and  my  &mily." 
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THE  SLAVE  TRADE— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM,  in  asking  his  noble 
Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Slafe  Trade  Papers,  stated, 
that  since  he  last  addressed  the  House  on 
this  subject  he  had  received  information  of 
▼ery  important  proceedings  at  Madrid.  A 
Society  for  Slave  Emancipation  had  been 
formed,  consisting  of  persons  important  in 
the  community,  and  some  of  them  formerly 
in  office.  The  Court  had  not  opposed, 
though  it  had  not  aided  this  proceeding. 
The  press  also  ha4  taken  a  salutary  direc- 
tion, for  though  the  Cuba  planters  had  set 
np  a  paper  on  the  side  of  slavery,  The  hla 
de  Cuba,  a  journal  in  opposition  had  been 
established  with  success,  and  he  heard  that 
feelings  of  reprobation  of  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  were  spreading. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  Slave 
Trade  Papers  were  very  voluminous,  and 
would  take  ten  days  or  a  fortnight  longer 
to  prepare  them.  They  would,  however, 
be  laid  upon  the  table  of  both  Houses  as 
soon  as  possible.  He  thought  it  right  to 
Btate  that  there  was  a  greater  disposition 
tban  he  ever  remembered,  not  only  in 
Spain,  but  in  other  countries,  to  concur  in 
measures  for  the  effectual  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade.  There  had  been  a  very 
great  change  in  this  respect  in  Cuba  within 
the  last  five  years,  as  well  as  in  the  United 
States.  The  fitting  out  of  slave  vessels 
at  New  York  had  been  entirely  put  a  stop 
to,  and  those  who  had  been  found  guilty 
of  participating  in  slave  trade  ventures 
were  punished  with  the  utmost  severity  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
They  were  willing  to  co-operate  with  us  in 
measures  with  a  view  to  extinguish  the 
trade,  and  there  was  now  a  reasonable  hope 
that  the  trade  would  be  effectually  abolished. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  con- 
duct  of  the  United  States  Government  had 
been  perfect  upon  the  subject  of  slavery, 
and  he  was  astonished  at  the  utterly 
groundless  reports  which  injudicious  friends 
of  the  Northern  party  had  propagated  of 
him,  as  if  he  had  taken  the  part  of  the 
slave  traders  and  slave  mongers  in  the 
South.  Nothing  could  be  more  utterly 
false  than  such  a  story,  and  he  took  this 
opportunity  of  giving  it  a  peremptory  con- 
tradiction. 

IRISH  POOR  LAW  UNIONS— PETITION. 

The  Earl  of  GR ANARD,  on  presenting 
a  petition  from  the  Board  of  Gnardians  of 
Longford,  praying  for  a  re-adjoBtineiit  of 


the  boundaries  of  the  Longford  UntoOy  said, 
the  petitioners  oomplained  that  the  area 
of  the  Union  for  rating  purposes  was  in- 
sufficient, and  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  necessity  for  a  revision  of  the 
boundaries  of  unions  in  Ireland.  He 
hoped  that  between  this  and  the  next  Ses- 
sion the  question  of  a  revision  of  the  bound- 
aries of  the  Irish  unions  would  engage  the 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  there 
were  other  unions  in  Ireland  smaller  thso 
the  Longford  Union.  It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Commissioners  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable  in  general  to 
revise  the  unions  in  Ireland,  and  the  Por- 
tumna  Union  was  the  only  other  union 
which  joined  in  the  case  made  by  that  of 
Longford.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
could  hold  out  no  hope  that  the  Govern* 
ment  would  propose  the  reyision  advocated 
by  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTT  expressed 
his  opinion  that,  as  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  had  very  much  changed  since  the 
unions  were  divided,  some  alteration  wsi 
necessary.  The  numbers  in  the  Irish  unions 
were  diminishing,  and  whatever  force  the 
argument  in  favour  of  union  chargeabilitj 
might  have,  as  regarded  England,  itee^ 
tainly  did  not  apply  to  Ireland. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

RAILWAY  PASSENGERS  BILL— (No.  149.) 
BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  desired  to  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  St.  Leonardi) 
whether  it  was  really  his  intention  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill.  The  whole  aubjeot 
was  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  this  Bill  would  deal  with 
only  a  very  small  portion  of  it.  The  Oo- 
vernment  were  fully  alive  to  the  importance 
of  the  subject.  On  occasion  of  a  serious 
accident  that  had  recently  happened  on 
one  of  the  French  Railways,  owing  to  one 
of  the  carriages  having  caught  fire,  and 
the  passengers  were  unable  to  escape  owing 
to  the  doors  being  locked,  the  Board  <rf 
Trade  wrote  to  all  the  railway  companies 
suggesting  that  on  no  occasion  should  both 
doors  be  locked,  and  the  answer  was 
unanimously  in  favour  of  adopting  the  re- 
gulation. No  doubt  the  subject  was  one 
which  deserved  the  most  serious  considera- 
tion from  the  Government  and  from  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  GoYernment  were  anxiouslj 
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alire  to  the  importaooe  of  adopting  any 
measoret  which  might  be  useful  for  the 
preTontion  of  accidents,  but  the  more  at- 
tention was  given  to  the  subject,  the 
greater  became  the  di£ScoIties  in  their  way. 
The  more  responsibility  was  assumed  by 
the  Goyernment,;to  a  certain  extent,  the 
greater  would  be  the  amount  of  responsi- 
bility from  which  the  directors  would  be  re- 
lieved. As  to  the  argument  of  self  interest, 
Lord  CampbeU's  Act  no  doubt  had  had  a 
most  powerful  effect.  The  Board  of  Trade 
sent  down  an  Inspector  to  report  on  every 
aecident  which  happened,  and  recommen- 
dations arising  from  the  report  were  sent 
down  to  every  railway  company.  In  almost 
every  instance  tliey  were  followed,  but  if 
the  railway  companies  did  not  follow  them, 
and  an  accident  happened,  their  Lordships 
would  easily  understand  how  seriously  that 
would  affect  the  verdict  of  a  jury.  If  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  pressed  his  Bill, 
he  should  divide  against  it,  as  he  thought 
it  was  not  desirable  to  deal  by  Act  of 
Parliament  with  only  one  portion  of  the 
Bubject. 

Thb  Marqubss  of  CLANRICARDE 
differed  from  the  noble  Earl,  who  seemed 
to  think  that  the  directors  of  railway  com- 
panies would  take  sufficient  precautions  for 
the  safety  of  passengers,  because  the  sur- 
vivors of  people  killed  obtained  good  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  they  had  sustained. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  way  in  which 
the  safety  of  the  public  should  be  secured. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Glanricarde)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  ought  to  be  dealt 
with,  though  he  agreed  it  should  not  be 
done  piecemeal,  but  as  a  whole.  It  was 
very  well  to  say  that  railway  companies 
had  to  pay  for  these  accidents  ;  but  what 
the  public  wanted  was  to  be  protected 
against  risks  to  which  travellers  on  rail- 
ways were  exposed  every  day.  Only  that 
very  morning  he  and  some  noble  Lords  then 
present  came  to  London  in  a  train  which, 
on  arriving  at  the  Clapbam  Junction,  was 
twenty-four  minntes  behind  its  time,  and 
he  was  informed  that  as  many  as  400 
trains,  and  by  another  person,  as  many  as 
700,  passed  through  that  station  every 
day.  These  delays  continually  occurred, 
but  they  passed  unnoticed,  and  those  who 
were  exposed  to  risk  by  them  had  no  re- 
dress. Under  the  old  coaching  system 
the  guard  was  compelled  to  register  the 
time  when  he  arrived  at  each  stopping- 
place,  and  in  every  case  of  delay  some 
penalty  was  incurred.  A  somewhat  similar 
reguUtion  was  adopted  -on  railways  in  re- 


gard to  times  of  arriving  at  stations,  but 
as  there  was  no  penalty  for  irregularity  it 
produced  no  effect.  He  thought  there 
ought  to  be  some  Government  Department 
whose  duty  it  should  be  to  call  railway 
companies  to  account,  not  only  when  per« 
sons  were  killed,  but  when  they  were  ex- 
posed to  danger  by  delays  or  any  other 
causes.  He  trusted  that  the  subject  would 
be  considered  by  the  Government  during 
the  recess,  and  that  one  of  the  first  Bills 
introduced  next  Session  would  be  for  the 
formation  of  a  Government  Department  for 
that  purpose. 

Lord  TAUNTON  doubted  whether  it 
were  wise  for  a  piece  of  small  legislation 
like  this  to  interfere  with  the  direction  and 
responsibility  of  railway  directors.  The 
only  approach  to  a  railway  accident  he  had 
ever  personally  seen  was  on  an  Austrian 
railway,  where  the  directors  were  com- 
pelled to  send  in  their  time-bills  to  a  Go* 
vernment  Department,  and  were  fined  for 
every  ^^^  minutes  that  a  train  was  late. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  best  to  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  railway 
companies,  although  he  did  not  deny  that 
there  might  be  an  advantage  in  some  gene- 
ral supervision  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  subject  was  well  deserving  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  if  they 
could  devise  any  plan  of  supervision  which 
would  not  detract  from  the  responsibility 
of  the  railway  companies,  he  should  be 
glad  to  see  it  adopted.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not 
press  this  Bill  further  at  present. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  convey  the  idea  that  the 
Government  were  indisposed  to  consider  the 
subject.  He  had  merely  stated  the  general 
grounds  on  which  it  was  very  difficult  for 
the  Government  to  undertake  any  superin- 
tendence of  railways,  and  he  had  assumed 
as  a  general  principle  that,  in  assuming  a 
superintendence  they  would  be  diminishing 
the  responsibility  of  the  railway  directors. 
The  Government,  so  far  from  wishing  to 
avoid  this  question,  were  very  carefully 
considering  it,  and  if  any  of  the  reports 
which  were  made  to  them  should  contain 
any  useful  or  practicable  suggestions  they 
would  be  glad  to  avail  themselves  of  them. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  said,  if  he 
could  receive  an  assurrance  from  the  Gor 
vernment  that  they  would  take  this  subject 
into  their  consideration  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  practical  remedj  he 
would  not  persevere  with  this  Bill.  He  did 
not  think  thw0  would  be  any  danger  in 
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aHowing  both  doon  of  nuliray  earriaget  to 
be  unkMked.  On  one  line  he  knew  that 
one  of  the  doon  was  allowed  to  remain 
onloeked. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  trusted  the  GoYomment  would  give 
some  assurance  that  they  would  take  up 
the  subject  with  a  Tiew  to  the  adoption  of 
some  measure  which  should  prerent,  as 
far  as  posiible»  the  recurrence  of  such 
frightful  railway  accidents  as  had  lately 
oocurred.  He  believed  that  a  very  general 
opinion  proTailed  that  the  subject  had  not 
been  dealt  with  by  the  GoTemment  in  the 
spirit  they  ought  to  hafo  manifested. 
The  reply  gifen  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  a  statement  made  in 
the  other  House  appeared  to  haye  been 
most  unsatisfactory.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  question  was  one  of  considerable 
difficulty,  but  the  public  looked  to  the  Go- 
remment  as  a  quarter  from  which  any 
remedial  measure  must  emanate.  He  could 
quite  understand  that  it  would  not  be  ad- 
Tisable  to  relieve  railway  companies  from 
the  responsibility  which  at  present  at- 
tached to  them,  and  that  any  excessive  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  the  Govemment 
might  be  attended  with  that  effect.  But 
there  appeared  to  be  a  great  inconsistency 
in  the  present  practice.  Before  a  line  was 
opened  it  was  inspected  by  a  Gofernment 
officer  with  a  view  to  ascertain  its  fitness 
for  traffic  ;  when  once  it  had  been  opened 
the  Government  took  no  further  steps  to 
secure  the  safety  of  the  travellers  by  it. 
It  was  not  consistent,  to  say  the  least  of 
it,  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  have 
powers  over  a  railway  until  the  opening  of 
a  line ;  but  that  from  the  moment  it  was 
opened  all  power  of  practical  control  should 
pass  out  of  their  hands.  It  would  be  ad- 
visable that  more  responsibility  in  case  of 
accident  should  fall  upon  the  directors  of 
railway  companies,  especially  as  those 
frightful  accidents  which  so  frequently  oc- 
curred were  generally  attributable  to  the 
absence  of  the  most  ordinary  precautions. 
Oftentimes  they  were  due  to  the  fact  that 
trains  were  allowed  to  follow  one  another 
too  soon,  and  the  proper  time  was  not 
kept ;  but  they  were  also  owiog  in  many 
instances  to  the  fact  that  the  repair  of  the 
lines  was  committed  to  contractors,  who, 
as  long  as  they  were  paid  for  their  work, 
cared  but  little  for  the  security  of  passen- 
gers and  trains.  He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  their  Lordships  an 
assurance  that  some  practical  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
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affording  better  seeoritj  to  the  public  thsa 
at  present  existed.  It  might  be  well  ts 
remind  their  Lordships  that  though  the 
present  Government  had  been  in  office  for 
\y^  years  the  subjeet  had  not  received  the 
attention  at  their  hands  to  which  it  wm 
entitled. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Whaut. 

CIXFFE, 

The  Duke  op  KONTROSB  said,  thst 
though  it  would  be  desirable  to  confBr 
some  additional  powers  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  thought  there  was  no  oeeessitj 
for  such  a  Bill  as  that  under  the  considers- 
tion  of  their  Lordships.  He  had  new 
seen  the  doors  of  railways  shut  except  ftr 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  entrance  of 
any  more  passengers.  It  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  most  dangerous  to  require  eom- 
panies  to  be  punctual  by  making  up  for 
lost  time  by  an  acceleration  of  speed  ;  for, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  was  impossible  thst 
time  should  not  sometimes  be  lost  if  the 
unusual  quantity  of  luggage  and  the  un- 
usual number  of  passengers,  which  bid 
occasionallv  to  be  taken  in  or  discharged 
at  particular  parts,  were  not  excluded. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  railway  com- 
panies themselves  had  a  great  interest  is 
the  good  management  of  their  respeeti?e 
lines  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  believed 
that  some  additional  general  controltiog 
power  might,  with  advantage,  be  vested  in 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH 
thought  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  take  this  matter  in  hssd, 
and  to  introduce  some  measure  which  would 
more  effectually  secure  the  safety  of  the 
public. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  Govem- 
ment  had  been  considering  the  matter,  and 
they  would  continue  to  give  to  it  their  best 
consideration,  more  particularly  after  the 
reports  which  they  expected  to  receive  on 
the  subject  of  the  recent  accidents.  But 
at  present  they  were  not  aware  of  any 
measure  they  could  adopt  that  would  not 
produce  greater  evils  than  those  whieh  it 
was  to  obviate  ;  and»  under  these  cirenoH 
stances,  it  was  clearly  impossible  for  him 
to  give  any  pledge  as  to  the  course  they 
might  hereafter  pursue. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  intimated  that, 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place, 
he  would  not  persevere  with  the  Bill. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing discJiarged ;  and  Bill  (by  Leave  of  the 
Houae)  wiAdrawn. 
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Infentry.     The  Straits   SettlemdBts,  w 
those  acting  for  them,  proposed  that  there 
should  he  tiiree  batteries  of  artillery,  and 
one  Native  corps  for  police  purposes,  and 
to  do  duties  of  fatigue  un6tted  for  the 
European  constitution,  with  a  due  propor- 
tion of  European  officers  and  non-oommis- 
sioned  officers.     The  noble  Barl  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  gave  the  agents  for  the  Straits 
Settlements    reason   to  believe  that  the 
War  Office  accepted  their  proposals ;  but 
some  time  after,   as  he  understood,  the 
Horse  Guards  insisted  it  was  indispensable 
that  artillery  should  always  have  the  pro- 
tection  of  infantry,  and  therefore  the  pro- 
posal of  the  War  Office  was  that  there 
should  be  two  batteries  of  artillery  and  a 
wing  of  an  European  regiment.     The  an- 
nual expense  of  all  these  oombined,  it  was 
calculated,  would  be  £48,000  a  year.  The 
Straits  Settlements  proposed  to  throw  in 
£2,000  more,  so  as  to  make  the  amount 
£50,000  a  year,  leaving  the  War  Office  to 
make  what  arrangements    they  pleased. 
Considerable  delay  bad  since  taken  place, 
and  the  Straits  Settlements  were  anxious 
to  know  the  cause  of  it.     He  hoped  their 
just  expectations  would  not  be  disappointed, 
and  that  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Barl 
would  be   enabled  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question  he  had  put  to  him. 
Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  a  week 
ago  he  might  have  been  enabled  to  give 
his  noble  Friend  a  more  satisfactory  answer 
than  he  could  now  do.     At  that  time  it 
was  thought  another  hour    would    have 
settled  the  whole  question  ;  but  there  was 
some  difficulty  as  to  the  practical  details 
which  it  would  require  the  authority  of 
Parliament  to  remove  ,*  and,  although  the 
Government  were  very  anxious  to  do  so, 
he  could  not  give  his  noble  Friend  any  as- 
surance that  it  could  be  done  this  Session. 


SINGAPORE  AND  THE  STEAITS  SETTLE- 
MENTS.—QUESTION. 

Tbs    Earl  of   ALBEMARLE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Council,  What  progress 
has  been  made  in  the  Transfer  of  Singa- 
pore and  the  other  Settlements  in   the 
Straits  of  Malacca  from  the  Indian  to  the 
Colonial  Department  f     The  population  of 
these  Settlements  were  entitled,  he  thouf^ht, 
to  the  favourable  consideration  of  the  Par- 
liament and  Government.     At  the  time  the 
English  flag  was  hoisted  in  these  Settle* 
ments  the  population  was  chiefly  composed 
of  piratical  Malay  fishermen.     Now,  how- 
erer,  there  was  a  peaceable,  industrious, 
and  thriving  community  of  a  quarter  of  a 
million,  with  a  trade  which  might  be  esti- 
mated at  £15,000,000  yearly.  The  greatest 
portion  of  that  commerce  was  transacted 
with  this  country,  and  the  capital  embarked 
in  it  belonged  to   merchants  of  London, 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Glasgow.    Sin- 
gapore, the  principal  settlement,  was  1,500 
miles  from    Calcutta.     It  was  true  that 
these  Settlements  poasessed  a  Governor ; 
hut  he  had  no  legislative  power,  that  power 
being  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  who  was  necessarily  un- 
acquainted with  their  wants  and  interests. 
Not  only  were  these  Settlements  situated 
at  BO  great  a  distance  from  the  seat  of  Go- 
Ternment,  but  the  population  was  chiefly 
composed  of  Malays  and  Chinese.     They 
now  naturally  desired  to  come  more  directly 
under  the  authority  of  the  Crown.     They 
wished  to  have  the  same  kind  of  constitu- 
tion that  had  been  granted  to  Hong  Kong 
and  Ceylon.     For  five  long  years  they  had 
been  petitioning  Parliament  for  this  boon, 
bat  hitherto  without  success.     In  the  be- 
ginning of  this  Session  there  was  a  slight 
gleam  of  hope  that  before  its  termination 
they  might  be  transferred— the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  after  having  demurred, 
gave  way,  v^d  said  he  was  ready  to  get 
rid  of  them  ;  the  Colonial  Office  said  they 
were  perfectly  ready  to  receive  them  ;  but 
the  Treasury  naturally  asked  if  they  could 
pay  their  way.     They  gave  a  most  satis- 
factory account  of  themselves,  saying  they 
raised  an  annual  revenue  of  £250,000, 
which  was  amply  sufficient  for  all  muoi- 
eipal  purposes,  and  for  the  military  expen- 
diture.   The  Treasury  were  satisfied,  and 
sent  them  to  the  War  Department.    But 
here   a  little  difficulty  occurred.      Some 
**  circumlocution"  took  place.  The  present 
garrison  consisted  of  two  batteries  of  artil- 
lery and  two  companies  of  Madras  Native 


Hoase  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow  a 

quarter  before  Five  o'clock. 


^^^^^^*0*^i0^0^m^0 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Umday^  June  19,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— SoFPLr—^OfWuZtfred  in  Catmnittee 

— Post  Ovkcb  Packbt  Sssviob. 
PuBLio  Bills — Second  ReaHng'-Veuie  Preaerva- 

tion  (IreUnd)  Act  (1856)  Amendment  [910]; 

Ulster  Oaoal  Transfer*  [911];  Caitiers  Act 

Amendmwif  [994], 
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Beport  9f  Select  ConmiUee  —  On  CbemiBU  and 
Draggisto*  [78];  Gbdmiats  and  Druggists 
(No.  2)*  [84];  Chemists  and  Druggists  [Sir 
FitiRoy  Kelly]*  [78];  Chemiste  and  Drug- 
gists cNo.  2)  [Sir  John  Shelley]*  [84]. 

CommiiUe  —  Fortifications  (Provision  for  Ex- 
penses) *  [216]  ;  Colonial  Goyemors  (Eletirinff 
Pensions)  [188]— r.p.;  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  [198] ;  Comptroller  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Public  Audit*  [208];  National 
GaUery  (Dublin)  *  [208] ;  Fire  Brigade  (Me- 
tropolis)* [158]— BJ.;  Harbours  Transfer* 
[216];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  {re-comm,  )*  [222] ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  (re- 
eatnm,)*  [223]  ;  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 
(r^-tfomm.)*  [165]— b.p. 

/^^port— Fortifications  (Provisions  for  Expenses)* 
pi5]  ;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks  •  [198]  ; 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public 
Audit*  [208];  National  Gallery  (Dublin)* 
[203];  Harbours  Transfer*  [216];  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  (re* 
c<nnm,)*  [222];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  (rc^omm.)  *  [223]. 

Considered  at  amended — Greenwich  Hospital 
[212]  ;  Malt  Duty*  [160];  Sugar  Duties  and 
Diawbacks*  [198;]  Trusts  Administration 
(Scotland)*  [158];  Reoord  of  Title  (Ireland)* 
[217]  [Lardt]  ;  Parsonages  *  [205]  [Lords]  ; 
Wick  and  Ayr  Burghs  Election  *  [166]. 

Third  Reading — Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks  * 
[198]  ;  Crown  SuiU,  Ao.  *  [206]  ;  Kingstown 
Harbour*  [185];  Pheasanto  (Ireland)*  [193] 
[Lords'] ;  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Super- 
annuation Allowances)*  [201'], hnd passea, 

BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA— 
THE  CONFEDERATION. 

Mr.  card  well,  in  laymg  upon  the 
table  copies  of  the  Official  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  on  this  subject, 
said,  these  papers  will  be  found  to  consist 
of  a  despatch  from  the  Governor  General 
of  Canada,  enclosing  a  Minute  of  his 
Executive  Council  recommending  the  ap- 
pointment of  four  Members  of  that  body 
to  proceed  to  England  to  confer  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  four  questions  of 
importance  —  namely,  the  proposed  Con- 
federation of  British  North  America,  the 
Defence  of  Canada,  the  Reciprocity  Treaty, 
and  the  North  Western  Territory.  On 
the  arrival  of  these  gentlemen  in  Eng- 
land, the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the 
Secretary  for  War,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Colo- 
nies, were  appointed  to  confer  with  them 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Several  conferences  were  held,  and  the 
result  of  these  conferences  was  embodied 
in  a  despatch  to  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  which  has  been  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  by  the  depu- 
tation from  Canada  as  a  record  of  the 
views  expressed.    The  papers  are  already 


in  type,  and  will  be  circulated  to  Members 
of  the  House  to-morrow. 

Papers  relating  to  the  late  Conferences 
presented  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  on  the 
Table.— Port  Paper,  No.  [3426.] 


ENDOWED  aRAMMAR  SCHOOLS. 
QUESnON. 

Mb.  HODGEINSON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  on  Education,  What  pro- 
gress has  been  made  in  collecting  and 
arranging  the  information  required  fbr  the 
Return  ordered  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, with  reference  to  Endowed  Gram- 
mar Schools  ;  and  when  the  Return  may 
be  expected  to  be  laid  upon  the  table  ii 
the  House  ? 

Ma.  H.  A.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that 
a  certain  number  of  Endowed  Schools  hsd 
sent  in  the  required  information.  That  in- 
formation had  been  tabulated  and  arranged, 
and  he  hoped  the  result  would  be  laid  upoo 
the  table  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 


TREASURE  TROVE. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  JERVOISE  JERVOISE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Tres* 
sury,  referring  to  the  fact  stated  in  a  Re- 
turn (Treasury  Trove,  No.  297,  of  Session 
1864)  of  portions  of  the  Royal  Revenns 
having  in  two  cases  been  disposed  of  se- 
cording  to  directions  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  not  right  that  as 
unprecedented  a  step  as  the  free  transfer 
of  the  Crown's  Revenue  to  private  indi* 
viduals  should  not  be  guarded  by  the  nsosl 
constitutional  forms  ? 

Mr.  F.  feel  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  in  these  two 
cases  was  not  unprecedented,  iu>r  any  other 
than  the  usual  course.  The  treasure  was 
sent  to  the  British  Museum,  and  having 
been  reported  by  the  authorities  there  to 
be  of  no  intrinsic  value,  was  returned  by 
the  Treasury  to  the  finders.  There  was 
no  objection  to  this  course  on  constitutional 
grounds,  as  it  was  authorised  by  the  Civil 
List  Act.  In  answer  to  the  observation 
that  was  frequently  made  that  the  Trea- 
sury did  not  act  with  sufficient  liberalitf 
to  the  finders  of  treasure,  he  might  remark 
that  the  Crown's  rights  would  be  of  veiy 
little  value  unless  that  course  were  pur- 
sued. 


ARMY— EMPLOYMENT  OF  DR.  8UTHER. 
LAND.— QUESTION. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaij  of 
State  for  War,  In  what  capacity  Dr.  Suther- 
land is  employed  hy  the  War  Department; 
what  pay  and  allowances  he  receiTes  ; 
whether  he  is  paid  hy  salary  or  hy  day 
pay  when  actually  employed ;  and,  if  hy 
day  pay,  for  how  many  days  in  the  year  he 
is  employed  on  an  a?erage  —  from  what 
Vote  of  the  Estimates  the  payment  is 
made ;  whether  the  arrangement  has  re- 
ceived the  approval  of  the  Treasury  ;  and, 
whether  there  will  he  any  ohjection  to  lay 
upon  the  tahle  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
terms  of  his  original  appointment,  and  of 
any  correspondence  hetweentheWar  Office 
and  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  ? 

The  MABaiTESS  07  HARTINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  the  House  would  recollect  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  Crimean  war  a 
Royal  Commission  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  sanitary  state  of  the  Army.    The 
result  was  that   several   sub-Committees 
were  subsequently  appointed  to  consider 
and  report  upon  the  best  mode  of  carrying 
cot  several  of  the  subjects  which  had  been 
reported  upon  hy  the  Royal  Commission. 
Dr.  Sutherland,  who  had  been  a  member 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  was  appointed 
to  serve  on  four  of  these  sub-Committees, 
and  he  still  continued  to  serve  on  one,  and 
the  most  important  of  them — that  origi* 
nally  called  the  Barrack  and  Hospital  Com- 
mittee, and  now  called  the  Army  Sanitary 
Committee.     The  duties  of  that  Commit- 
tee were  to  consider  and  report  upon  all 
questions  relating  to  sanitarj  improvements 
in   eiisting  barracks  and   hospitals,  and 
the  most  healthy  form  of  construction  for 
new   buildings.      Dr.  Sutherland's  great 
experience  and  knowledge  in  such  matters 
enabled  him  to  render  services  upon  the 
Commitlee  more  valuable  probably  than 
those  of  any  other  gentleman   who  could 
he  found.     As  to  the  rate  of  remunera- 
tion, it  was  fixed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
fallant  Member  for  Huntington  (General 
^eel)  at  £3  3#.  a  day,  and  afterwards, 
npon  the  recommendation  of  the  late  Mr. 
Sidney    Herbert,  then  President  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  it  was  continued  at  the 
aame  rate  so  long  as  he  was  completely 
occupied  upon  these  duties.    Dr.  Suther- 
land a  time  had  since  heen  entirely  occu- 
pied on  the   details  of  the   business   of 
the  Sanitary  Committee,  and  he  therefore 
continued  to   receive  the  above  rate  of 
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remuneration.  His  salary  was  charged  to 
the  Sanitary  Vote  of  the  Army  Estimates. 
Under  Vote  14  a  sum  of  £20,000  was 
taken  for  sanitary  services.  The  arrange* 
ment  made  for  the  payment  of  expenses 
incurred  hy  this  Committee  was  generally 
approved  by  the  Treasury,  and  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  all 
the  correspondence  between  the  War  Office 
and  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

CoLOKKL  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  ho 
wished  to  inquire  whether  there  is  no 
Officer  in  the  Army  capable  of  performing 
the  duties  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  and  whether 
he  is  entitled  to  superannuation  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  H  ARTINGTON  said, 
he  was  unable  to  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  whether  there 
was  no  officer  of  the  army  who  was 
qualified  to  discharge  the  duties  performed 
by  Dr.  Sutherland  ?  It  was  the  opinion  of 
the  present  Secretary  of  State,  and  it  had 
been  the  opinion  of  two  or  three  of  his 
predecessors,  that  these  duties  were  better 
performed  by  Dr.  Sutherland  than  they 
could  be  by  any  other  person.  He  was 
unable  to  answer  the  question  relative  to 
Dr.  Sutherland's  superannuation  ;  but 
should  rather  imagine  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  not  qualified  to  re- 
ceive superannuation. 


INDIA— DEAR  PRIZE  MONET. 
QUBSnOK. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  When  the  second  issue  of  the  Dhar 
Prize  Money  will  take  place;  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  of  such  issue  ;  and  what 
is  the  total  amount  now  available  for  dis- 
tribution ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  was  unable  to  answer  the  question, 
as  no  information  had  arrived  from  India 
on  the  subject  of  the  second  issue  of  the 
Dhar  Prize  Money  ;  and  he  was  unable  to 
even  say  whether  the  amount  of  the  fund 
would  admit  of  a  second  distribution. 

THE    SAVINGS   BANKS    AND   THE 
NATIONAL  DEBT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  sum  of  £7,703  4«.  9^.,  steted 
in  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  328,  of  Ses- 
sion 1865,  to  have  been  paid  under  the 
authority  of  the  Act  3  4  4  Witt.  lY. 
c.  14,  oat  of  the  fund  for  the  Banks  of 
SaringSi  ought  not  to  have  been  paid  out 
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of  the  fond  upon  which  the  Esttblishment 
of  the  Commissionere  for  the  Redoetion  of 
the  National  Debt  is  chargeable;  whether 
the  BnmB  of  £255  Us.  2d.  and  £297  10«., 
being  the  amoants  charged  in  columns 
1  and  2  of  the  same  Parliamentary  Paper, 
ought  not,  under  the  Act  26  &  27  Vtct. 
e.  87»  to  hare  been  charged  upon  the  fund 
upon  which  the  Establishment  of  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  Reduction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  is  chargeable  ;  and,  whether 
the  several  sums  charged  in  columns  4, 
5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  and  10,  ought  not  to  have 
been  charged  to  the  same  fund  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  answer  as  clearly 
as  he  could  the  three  questions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  first  related 
to  the  payment  of  £7,703  4«.  9d.  It  was, 
according  to  the  view  of  the  Treasury, 
perfectly  regular,  and  charged  to  the  pro- 
per fund.  It  was,  howeyer,  competent  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  raise  the 
question  if  he  thought  fit.  With  regard 
to  the  second  question  under  the  Act 
9  Geo.  lY.,  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  National  Debt  were  au- 
thorized to  appoint  a  barrister  and  to  pay 
his  allowances,  together  with  those  of  his 
clerks  ond  the  expenses  of  the  office,  out 
of  the  fund  upon  which  the  Establishment 
of  the  Commission  was  chargeable.  Under 
another  Act,  howeyer,  3  &  4  TFilL  IV. 
c.  14,  the  incidental  expenses  were  nutho- 
rizcd  to  be  paid  out  of  any  fund  standing 
in  the  names  of  the  Commissioners.  For 
the  last  twenty-two  years  all  those  inci- 
dental expenses  had  been  paid  out  of  the 
fund  standing  in  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  accounts  of  the  Savings 
Banks.  As  the  barrister  was  originally 
appointed  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
his  salary  came  under  the  head  of  inciden- 
tal expenses,  because  he  was  paid  by  piece 
according  to  the  work  done.  Subsequently, 
however,  when  these  payments  were  com- 
muted for  an  annual  allowance,  it  was  still 
held  that  these  were  clearly  incidental  ex- 
penses according  to  the  sense  and  mean- 
ing of  Parliament.  They  were  still  so 
treated,  and  were  charged  on  the  money 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  third  question  relating  to  the  minor 
expenses  he  would  take  next,  because  it 
fell  precisely  under  the  same  conditions  as 
the  first,  Tho  question  here  was  whether, 
irrespective  of  tho  manner  in  which  these 
sums  were  charged  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  26  &  27  Vict.  c.  87,  they  ought 
not  to  have  been  charged  on  the  Conaoli- 


dated  Fund — namely,  the  fand  out  of 
which  the  salary  and  expenaes  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  Commissionera  was  charged. 
The  answer  was,  that  although  the 
26  &  27  V\ci.  c.  87,  did  generally  repeal 
the  3  &  4  Wm.  IV.  e.  14,  yet  that 
Clause  68  was  a  saying  clause  for  certaia 
portions  of  that  Act,  and  said  that  tbe 
Act  should  not  repeal  any  of  the  powers 
and  authorities  of  the  Commissioners  of 
the  National  Debt  with  regard  to  the  eeo- 
trol,  management,  inyestment,  conversioo, 
and  regulation  of  the  funds  remitted  by 
the  Trustees  of  the  Savings  Banks  and 
Friendly  Societies.  That  section  had  been 
construed  as  keeping  alive  the  Act  3  A  4 
WUl.  IV.,  with  respect  to  the  payment  n 
question. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that  the  Act 
26  &  27  Vici.  repealed  in  terms  Section 
21  of  the  Act  of  WiU.  IV..  which  autho- 
rized these  payments,  and  re-enacted  the 
provisions  of  the  9  Oeo.  IV.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  giyen  his  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  would  do  so,  Im 
would  find  that  the  general  saving  daose 
to  which  he  had  referred  did  not  cover 
those  payments. 

The  chancellor  op  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 

BISHOPS'  TRUST   SUBSTITUTION  ACT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUNDY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University,  Whether  the  consent  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  under  their 
common  seal,  was  previouslj  obtained 
for  the  substitution  of  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph  for  the  Bishop  of  Bangor,  as  Pre- 
sident of  the  Hospital  of  Christ  at  Ruthin, 
in  the  county  of  Denbigh,  as  ordered  by 
the  Board  of  Charity  Commission,  on  Jann- 
ary  24th,  1860,  pursuant  to  Section  2  of 
21  &  22  Yict.  c.  71,  commonly  designated 
*'  The  Bishops'  Trust  Substitution  Act  of 
Session  1858  ;"  whether  the  like  consent 
for  the  substitution  of  the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford for  tho  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  as  trustee 
of  Lady  Conyngham's  Charities  for  the 
benefit  of  poor  Clergymen  in  county  of 
Bucks,  and  of  certain  poor  persons  in 
parish  of  Hitchenden  or  Ilayenden,  'n 
same  county,  by  order  of  such  Charity 
Commission,  dated  August  7th,  1860,  ii 
disclosed  in  the  Return  ordered  to  be 
printed  on  1st  of  March  last  (No.  84  of 
present  Session) ;  and,  whether  he  eon- 
eiders  that  these  two  solitary  inBtancei  n 


Wcrhm'i     (Jcmig,  ises)  SkuKonSm.  H» 

a  p«iiod  of  MTen  jMra  are  inffioiflnt  to  mufaiMrT  of  the  Bill  had  hoon  foDnd  too 

JDOtify  tho  aUttoment  made  by  tho  Biahop  great,  and  it  waa  now  too  late  in  the  Soa- 

ef  Oxford  aa  promoter  of  thia  enaotment,  aion  to  OTerooma  them. 

aad  of  himaelf  when  tahing  op  the  condaot  

■f  thia  meaaoie,  aa  Her  Uajeatj'B  Seoratary  SIAUP  DUTT  ON  HIGHWAT  CONTRACTS, 
rf  Btste,  and  now  pnhlicly  reeorded  on  the  QOBanoif, 

Bee  of  the  SUlntea  at  Large,  in  the  fol-       „^  TRBFUSI3  aaid,  he  wonld  hog  to 

log  word.:-"Wherea.  It  fraqoenllj  „,,    „,    Chancellor  of  the  Ejoheojer, 

hpnena  thata  Bi.hep  et  a  diooeae,  *o.,  yniether  Contraota  for  the  maintenance 

mthe  DRWnble,  «ionon  1  of  aaid  enact-  .„d  rep.ir  of  Highway,  are  liable  to  the 

■^^  WALPOLB  rep,i.d,.hatth.e  objoot  f^J  f.!';b1.W,Sl«^r.S"t~^ 
■t  tlie  Biahoiia  Treat  Sobatitntmn  Act  .jj„i,„i  „,„„  ,b,„b,  „",.M  npoi 
n>  umply  thia :  tliat  when  a  diocoie  h«l  Highway  Board.,  he  will  oon.id.r  the  ad. 
taa.  altered  in  which  the  former  Bi.hop,  .i.tnii,'  .f  „dncing  the  amennt  of  Doty 
k  TOtne  of  hi.  office  waa  Ira.lee  of  a  p.,.n,-'„„„  „„!,  Cenlraot.! 
iamy,  then  the  Irn.t  wa.  tr.n.f.rr.d  to  >"([,„  c4aN0ELL0R  o?  TSB  EXCHl- 
ka  Biahop  of  the  new  diooo..  in  which  the  q^jr  „ij  ,,,  l„l;„,j  ,j„„  ,„  „„, 
■hanty  wonld  be  from  the  time  when  the  j„„j,  „  „  „,,  „,„,,  „„,  „,  ^^  , 
dtarauoo  w«i  madj  Thi.  wa.  to  be  done  ^„,  ,^,  „„,  i,j  been  to  aa.ome  that 
W  tho  Chanty  Cemmiuionera,  eacept  ,|,^,  contract,  were  not  liable  to  a  .tamp 
Ihere  >  nght  of  p.trenage  or  any  other  j„,  „,  thirty-Sio  .hilling..  There  waa 
adniaatieal  matter  wa.  inTolted.    Now    „„ '  ^^^  ,j    ,,,      ,^„„lj  j,  „ 

ta  Irat  two  qnution.  of  hia  boo.  Friend  ,;,„'  „j  ;,  ,,  ,;„  ,-^^f^  .^^  ,.,^,1, 
Id  not  relate  to  cau.  of  eccleua.Uc.l  .„„'„ii„ly  „„(  „f  i„h„io.l  ecn.idere- 
Mrenage  or  to  anything  of  the  kmd,  and  ,,„„  ,„  „^„  ,^„  ,^  „;  ^,  t,  , 
terefore,  the  con.ent  of  the  Ecclcaia.lic.l  ™„  .„,„  („„„.ble  footing,  he  intended, 
Canmiaaioner.  .u  not  needed  i  for  then  the    „;  |„;^  ^,  jl       ,  %,  „„  j„,.„j 

atange  waa  made  by  order  of  the  Ch.ntj    jie,e„„,  iill,  to  more  the  Insertion  of  a 
Canmiaaioner.,    and    the     Eooie.ia.tical   „,,„„    prciding    that   tho  .tamp    duty 
apmiuioner.  had  nothing  to  do  with  It.    ,bonld  not  exce«  aiapcnce. 
with  regard  to  the  third  qne.tion — whether 

the  Biehop  of  Oxford,  aa  promoter  of  tho  THE  GERMAN  ZOLLVEREIN. 

anaetment,  and  of  himrelf  when  talcing  up  qdxbtion, 

Ifce  condnot  of  thia  meaanro,  a.  Her  Ma-  -,„,,„  ,  „„       .' 

>aly'a  Secretary  of  Stale,  were  iuatiScd  Ms.  HEYQATB  .aid,  ha  wiahod  to 
a  the  UM  of  eertain  word,  in  the  preamble  u.k  tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
rf  the  Statntel  he  had  only  to  lay,  that  Foreign  Affair.,  If  ho  will  l.y  upon  tile 
ha  knew  nothing  of  any  .tatement  made  table  of  the  Honao  a  Copy  of  the  Treaty 
Vt  the  Biahop;  bot  he  belioTod  that  there  recently  contracted  with  the  Qermau  Zoll- 
TCra  other  caaea  be.idca  thoM  to  which  his    "rein,  end  of  the  Tariff  oouneoted  there. 

hen.  Friend  had  referred,  and  the  word    with?  

"fceonently"  would  apply  to  .uch  oa.e.,  M"-  LATARD,  m  reply,  said,  the 
y  well  aa  to  the  other  two,  and  then  the  treaty  bad  not  yet  been  raliScd,  hot  he 
Ueranoe  wonld  he  Tory  different  frem  that  bebored  the  retification.  wonld  he  ox- 
Ihieh  the  nueetor  auomed.  changed  in  tho  courw  of  a  Tory  few  day.. 

There  wa.  no  tariff  annexed  to  the  treaty. 

FORFEirURE  FOR  TREASON  AND 

FELONY  BILL-dOESTION.  COMPANIES    WORKMEN'S     EDDCATIOK 

lb.  CHARLES  FORSTER  aaid,  he  BILL.-^OESTION^ 

aiahed  to  aak  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneni,  What       In  reply  to  a  qneation  by  Mr.  W.  B, 
canrae  he  propoaad  to  take  reepeoting  the  Fobbteb, 
Verfeitiire  for  Trearen  and  Felony  Bill  f  Uu.  ADDERLET  said,  that  it  waa  not 

TBI  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  in  re-  hie  intention  to  proceed  further  with  the 
p)y,  Mid  it  wonld  be  impossible  to  proceed  Bill  during  the  present  Souion,  bat  be  in. 
sritli  the  Bill  during  tho  preMut  Souion.  tended  to  ro-introduco  it  the  next  Se..ion. 
Be  waa  anziona  to  giro  offcct  to  tho  en-    He  now  mored   that  the  Order  for  the 

gamenta  which  he  had  entered  late  on    Second  Reading  be  di.charged, 

a  aubjeet  laat  year,  hnt  the  difficnltic.       Motion  agreei  u>, 

-'  '       1  with  regard  to  tho  working       Order  dwlargai:  Bill  lotMifrlltoit. 
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INDU^LAND  TENURE  IN  OUDE. 
QUBSTIOV. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
ftik  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  has  reoeifed  any  Report  with 
regard  to  the  Inquiry  into  the  Land  Tenure 
in  Oade,  which  was  now,  he  understood, 
approaching  its  condosion  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  state  the  suhstanoe  of 
such  Report,  and  whether  the  result  of  that 
Inquiry  went  to  confirm  the  Talookdars  in 
all  important  cases  in  their  holdings  f 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  up  to  the  present  time  he  had  not 
recetfed  any  official  Report.  The  inquiry 
was  being  conducted  by  seforal  officials, 
and  their  Reports  would  in  the  first  place 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
They  would  then  go  to  the  GoTemment 
of  India,  and  of  course  he  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  would  not  receive  complete  in- 
formation until  the  Reports  were  trans* 
mitted  to  him.  But  he  had  reoeifed  in- 
formation of  what  was  going  on,  and  it 
went  entirely  to  confirm  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord.  Tlie  general  tendency  of 
the  Reports  was  to  the  effect  that  though 
it  was  perfectly  true  that  by  common 
oustom  the  occupiers  had  not  been  dis- 
turbed by  the  landowners,  whether  Talook* 
dars  or  Zemindars,  as  long  as  the  rent  was 
paid,  yet  there  were  but  yery  few  cases 
in  which  they  had  been  able  to  establish 
any  right  to  the  land  amounting  to  a  legal 
right.  They  had  themselTes  shown  the 
greatest  indifference  on  the  subject.  The 
result,  therefore,  on  the  whole  was  to  con- 
firm the  possession  of  the  Talookdars  in 
the  estates  which  they  held,  and,  practi- 
cally, to  do  away  with  anything  like  legal 
right  on  the  part  of  the  occupying  tenants 
to  the  land  which  they  occupied. 

LAHORE  BISHOPRIC  BILL— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Henrt  Setmour, 
Sir  CdARLBS  WOOD  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  persevere  with  the  Bill  this 
Session  and  he  should  therefore  move 
that  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading  be 
read  and  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  diecharged:  Bill  lotiAJraicn. 

Mr.  henry  SETMOUR  said,  he 
begged  to  give  notice  that  he  would  on 
a  future  occasion  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  policy  of  extending  the 
English  Church  Bstablishment  in  India  at 
the  expense  of  the  members  of  other 
religious  oommnnities. 


PATENT  LAWS.— QUESTION. 


Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  the  Patent 
Law  Commission,  What  steps  it  is  proposed 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  Report  of  that 
Commission  t 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the    Patent   Law  Commission  appointed 
three  years  ago  was  confined  as  regarded 
the  scope  of  its  inquiry.     It  was  not  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Patent  Laws  were  founded, 
but  simply  into  the  working  of  the  exist- 
ing laws,  and  to  suggest  any  amendmenta 
which  might  be  made  in  the  working  of 
those  laws.      The  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission  was  before  the  House,  and,  as  the 
House  was  aware,   they    had  suggested 
many  amendments  in  detail.     But  he  waa 
bound  to  say  that  having  had  the  subject 
under  consideration  now  for  nearly  three 
years,  having   heard  a  great  Tariety   of 
evidence  upon  it,  and  being  compelled  to 
consider  it  in  all  its  bearings,  the  effect  of 
that  inquiry  on  his  mind  had  been  to  raise 
a  very  serious  doubt  as  to  the  utility  of 
Patent  Laws  at  all.     He  waa  not  the  only 
Member  of  the  Commission   upon  whom 
that  effect  had  been  produced.     His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bel- 
fast (Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  who  was  not  now 
present,  had  authorized  him  to  say  that  in 
that  expression  of  opinion  he  entirely  con- 
curred, and  he  might  say  the  same  for  the 
hon.  Men) her  for  Bradford.    [Mr.  W.  B. 
Forster:  Hear,  hear!]     That  being  the 
case  he  should  feel  some  difficulty  in  pro- 
posing to  the  House,  either  in  the  present 
or  any  future  Session,  those  amendments 
of  detail  which  had  been  embodied  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commission.     The  prelimi- 
nary question  in  his  opinion  for  the  House 
to  try  was  this,  whether  they  meant  to 
have  a  Patent  Law  at  all.     If  the  House 
came  to  a  decision  that  they  intended  to 
retain  the  Patent  Law,  then  he  should  con- 
fidently recommend  the  amendments  which 
the  Commission  had   proposed  as  better 
qualified  than  any  others  in  their  opinion 
to  meet  the  inevitable  inconvenience  which 
arises  from  the  continuance  of  the   law. 
But  the    House    ought   first  to  have  an 
opportunity  fairly  and  deliberately  of  de- 
ciding upon  that  larger  question  which  had 
not  been  submitted  to    the  Patent  Law 
Commission — namely,  whether  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  Patents  for  inventions  should 
continue  to  be  a  part  of  the  law. 
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VISCOUNT  AMBERLET'S   TRAVELLING 
EXPENSES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HENNESST  said,  with  respect  to 
the  corresponcleDee  on  the  subject  of  the 
passages  made  bj  Yiscoant  Amberley  in 
the  Oreek  waters  on  board  Her  Majesty's 
%hipB  Lijfey  and  Fhrnhe,  he  wished  to  call  the 
attentioD  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  to  the  circnmstanoe  that,  at 
page  2,  Lord  Amberley  was  described  as  an 
attach^,  but  he  had  failed  to  find  the  name 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Foreign  Office 
List.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  nsk  the  hon. 
Qentleman,  The  date  of  the  nomination, 
the  date  of  Lord  Amberley's  examination 
by  the  Oiril  Serfice  Commissioners,  and 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  prodace 
a  Copy  of  the  Certificate  of  the  Ciril  Ser- 
Tice  Commissioners  required  by  the  Order  in 
Coaneil.  stating  Lord  Amberley's  fitness  ? 

Mb.  LATARD  replied  that  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  title  which  the  com- 
mander of  the  yessel  might  havo  put  after 
Lord  Amberley's  name,  but  Lord  Amber- 
ley was  acting  at  the  time  as  Mr.  Elliot's 
prifate  secretary,  and  in  that  capacity  he 
was  attached  to  the  Mission.     It  was  a 
common  practice  for  a  Minister  to  appoint 
his  own  priTSte  secretary.     They  formed 
part  of  the  Minister's  suite.    It  was  an  en- 
tirely exceptional  thing  that  Lord  Amber- 
ley's  name  should  be  mentioned  at  all  in 
the  Return.     On  a  former  occasion  he  had 
pointed  oat  that  in  the    same    Estimate 
many  other  journeys  by  Ministers  and  their 
suites  wero  mentioned,  and  no  names  of  the 
persons  composing  their  suite  were  given  as 
u  this  instance.     That  was  the  ordinary 
practice.   There  was  altogether  a  wrong  im- 
pression prerailing  with  regard  to  this  Re- 
turn. It  was  a  simple  matter.  When  vobscIs 
sf  war  were  employed  to  confey  Her  Majes- 
W's  diplomatic  serTsnts  and  their  suites 
from  one  place  to  another,  of  course  no  pas- 
isge«money  was  paid,  but  a  small  allowance 
was  made  to  the  commander  of  the  vessel  for 
table  money  if  the  journey  was  sanctioned  by 
the  Foreign  Office.     In  this  case  as  in  all 
similar  cases  where  such  charges  were  in 
qaestion  the  Admiralty  wrote  to  the  Foreign 
Office  to  know  whether  they  sanctioned  the 
joumeyy  and  on  receiving  an  affirmative 
answer  this  allowance  was  granted. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tho 
Chair." 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [third  sebies.] 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR  WAR. 

BESOLUnON. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
must  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  was  prepared  to  take  into 
consideration  the  great  disadvantages  to 
the  harmonious  co-operation  of  military 
authority  and  Constitutional  Government 
which  arose  under  present  circumstances 
from  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  for 
War  from  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Earl 
Russell  had  pointed  out  that  the  Secretary 
for  War  ought  to  possess  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  should  be  a  per- 
son of  vigorous  character.  That  principle 
was  a  sound  one,  and  when  it  was  acted 
on  and  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  and  Sir  Come- 
wall  Lewis  filled  the  office  the  business  of 
the  Department  was  satisfactorily  con- 
ducted. But  at  present  he  did  not  think 
that  the  proper  constitutional  check  ex- 
isted upon  the  War  Office.  The  noblo 
Earl  who  was  now  Secretary  for  War  had 
been  an  ultra-Liberal  in  military  matters, 
and  on  several  occasions  he  had  supported 
Motions  which,  with  his  present  views, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  pro- 
bably regard  as  almost  revolutionary.  In 
1855  the  noble  Earl,  then  Lord  Godcrich, 
proposed  that  promotion  should  take  place 
from  the  ranks  to  a  much  greater  degree 
than  had  ever  been  thought  desirable  by 
this  House.  That  Motion  was  negatived 
by  a  considerable  majority,  of  which  the 
noblo  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
was  one.  In  1856  Earl  Do  Grey  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans)  to  abo- 
lish tho  system  of  purchase  in  the  army. 
Again,  in  1858,  he  acted  as  teller  for  a 
Motion  to  place  the  Commander-in-Chief 
more  completely  under  the  responsible  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  for  War  than  he 
now  was;  and  Earl  Russell  and  the  present 
Judge  Advocate  General  supported  the 
same  Motion.  Was  the  appointment  of 
Earl  De  Grey  in  accordance  with  what 
was  understood  to  be  the  view  of  tho  noble 
Viscount — namely,  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  should  have  very  little  control  over 
the  Horse  Guards,  which  was  to  be  para- 
mount in  all  military  matters  ?  No  doubt 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  the  case,  for  on 
the  one  hand  the  authority  of  this  House 
ought  to  be  paramount*  Every  question 
of  national  importance  was  settled  there. 
Then,  on  the  other  side,  there  was  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  which  was  no- 
thing more  than  a  remnant  of  that  nbsolnto 
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power  of  the  Sorereign  whieh  eonstitQ- 
tional  proeeedtngi  for  handreds  of  years 
had  fint  cheeked  and  then  remoTed  ;  and 
that  remnant  rarely  made  its  appearanee 
or  was  inroked  in  discordance  with  the 
action  of  that  Hoose.  That  prerogatiTO, 
howerer,  had  now  suddenly  heen  called 
into  actifity  to  pUce  all  the  officers  in  the 
serf  ice  at  the  arbitrary  disposal  of  the 
military  chief.  In  the  law  there  were,  no 
donbt,  useful  fictions  —  John  Doe  and 
Richard  Roe  had  in  their  time  played  a 
very  oouTcnient  part — and  so  the  preroga- 
tifo  of  the  Grown,  as  to  making  war  or 
affreeing  to  treaties  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  was  an  extremely  oonfenient,  re- 
spectable, and  loyal  fiction  ;  for  OTorybody 
knew  that  e? en  in  such  cases  nothing  was 
really  done  without  the  intenrention  of 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  was  about 
to  go  to  the  country — the  existence  of  the 
Ministry  depended  upon  the  personal  popu- 
larity of  the  noble  Lord,  so  much  so  that 
it  was  said  the  cry  of  the  Liberal  party 
would  be,  "  Palmerston  and  no  Politics," 
"  Palmerston  and  no  Principles.'*  But  did 
the  noble  Lord  wish  an  addition  such  as 
«'  Palmerston  and  Martial  Law,'*  or  "  Pal- 
merston and  Military  Despotism  ?  "  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  such  ad- 
ditional items  to  his  electioneering  pro- 
gramme would  be  most  disadrantageous, 
as  the  feeling  of  society  and  of  the  pro- 
fession was  extremely  strong  upon  the 
subject.  There  ought  to  be  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  War  Department  in  that 
House.  He  had  eyery  respect  for  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  War  Department  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  and  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  any  Gentleman  in  that  House  would 
perform  the  duties  of  the  office  better,  but 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  really  know 
what  it  was  he  was  responsible  for.  The  re- 
sponsibility of  the  office  had  only  a  Protean 
existence.  The  other  night  the  noble 
Marquess  said  that  he  was  personally  re- 
sponsible for  any  statements  he  made  in 
that  House,  but  they  did  not  affect  the 
Commander-in-Chief  or  the  Secretary  for 
War.  Such  a  declaration  left  the  whole 
matter  in  abeyance,  and  made  the  respon- 
sibility something  like  thimblerig  responsi- 
bility. Although  the  Foreign  Minister 
(Earl  Russell)  was  in  the  other  House  his 
place  was  well  supplied  there  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  who,  of  course, 
was  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  foreign 
policy  of  his  own  Government,  and  who 
was  never  taken  by  surprise;  but  when 
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they  had  only  a  lower  aathoritj  the  House 
was  at  ooee  placed  in  difBcol^.     Men 
were  now  required  to  iuTest  lai^  sums, 
amounting    in    some    eaaea  to   £8,000, 
£10,000,  and  even  £15,000,  in  the  pur- 
ehase  of  their  oommisaiona,  and  jet  thej 
were  now  for  the  first  time  to  have  haog- 
ing  over   their  heads  a  deapolie  power 
which    eoold    take    awaj    their    righto. 
This  was  a  great  constitntional  queries, 
and  the  House  ought  to  see  to  it.    The 
question  was  a  grave  one,   for  they  ksd 
a  rule    whieh   was  eoUrely  new.     Tlie 
control  of  the  Crown  over  the  army  wis 
to  be  one  of  a  purely  despotic  chancter, 
without  the  slightest  check.     It  was  to  bs 
a  control  based  as  much  as  possible  on  ths 
Russian  system.     The  prerogative  was  to 
be  stretched  to  the  utmost,  and  that  which 
was   heretofore  in  abeyance  was  to  ho 
brought  down  into  actual  life,  and  every 
officer  was  to  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  mi]^ 
tary  chief  and  those  who  surrounded  him. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  contended  that  this  was  justified 
by  the  Commission  of  1857,  but  the  Com- 
mission of  1857  gave  no  such  authoritj. 
There  was,  however,  another  aspect    Wo 
were  said  to  be  a  nation  of  shopkeepeni 
but  whether  or  not  we  were  so  we  at- 
tached   great    sacredness    to    peousisiy 
rights.     If  a  railway  took  a  man's  hoooob 
or  even  obstructed  his  view,  the  law  re> 
quired  an  equivalent.     If  a  public  servsst 
held  an  office  for  a  short  time,  and  that 
office  was  abolished,  he  received  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  of  it.     But  in  the  mili- 
tary profession  a  man  might  invest  his  for- 
tune in  his  profession,  and  if  be  became 
obnoxious  to  one,  two,  or  three  of  the 
authorities  above  him  all  his  property,  it 
appeared,  might  be  arbitrarily  swept  away. 
It  was  said  that  there  had  been  previooa 
cases  in  which  officers  had  been  thus  put 
upon  half-pay,  but  those  were  cases  in 
which  either  there  had  been   a  regnlsr 
trial,  or  the  verdict  of  society — namely,  of 
the  world  at  large  and  of  that  House- 
had  been  first  pronounced,  and  then  recog- 
nized by  the  authorities.     Now,  however, 
a  Court  of  Inquisition  resembling  the  Star 
Chamber  sat  in  private  with  closed  doon, 
and  no  questions  could  be  put  to  the  ac- 
cuser except  such  as  were  approved  by  the 
Court ;  while  no  report  of  the  proceeding 
before  the  tribunal  was  suffered  to  see  the 
light,  and  if  moved  for  in  that  House  thej 
were  refused.     The  whole  of  the  subject 
required  the  careful  consideration  of  tbo 
noble  Lord.     It  was  exciting  very  serious 
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attention  among  Tarious  olassee  out  of 
doors.  Thero  was  not  an  officer  rising  to 
any  rank  in  the  army  who  did  not  feel  that 
his  poeition  was  made  insecure  and  his 
pcoepeota  were  injured  hy  a  precedent  to 
whieh  the  nohle  Lord  appeared  to  lend  his 
saneiion.  It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him  to 
have  to  refer  that  subject  to  a  Minister  of 
the  noble  Lord's  high  and  responsible  cha- 
raeter,  because  he  felt  sure  that  he  would 

SVe  him  a  consistent  and  clear   answer. 
6  moved— 

''Thai  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  would 
Is  eoaronienta  under  present  oiroumstanoes,  that 
the  Seeretary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Mem- 
tar  of  the  House  of  Commons." 

Mb.  TANGE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leavo  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
lad  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be 
BoaYenient,  under  present  circumstances,  that 
Ik*  Seeretary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Mem- 
km  of  the  House  of  Commons,"— (Jtfr.  2>ar6y 
ar^Eti^)-instead  thereof. 

Qneation  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
propoaed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion." 

YiaoouHT  PALMERSTON :  Sir,  I  do 
not  mean  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
throogh  the  case  of  Colonel  Dawkins, 
vfaieh  has  been  already  sufficiently  dis- 
posed of,  but  I  shall  confine  my  observa- 
tiont  to  the  Motion  which  he  has  made 
and  to  that  part  of  his  statement  which 
beara  upon  that  Motion.  There  can  be 
no  question  that  that  general  principle  of 
hnman  nature,  the  love  of  power,  affects 
the  Members  of  this  House  as  much  as 
the  rest  of  the  community,  and  I  can  quite 
understand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
others  would  like  to  have  to  exercise  that 
power  o?er  erery  Chief  of  eyery  Depart- 
ment of  the  Gofornment  sitting  in  this 
Honee.  No  doubt  that  might  on  many 
seeaaiona  be  Tory  couTenient  and  satis- 
betory,  but  the  constitution  of  the  Eng- 
Bah  OoTemment  does  not  admit  of  it.  It 
is  impossible  to  concentrate  all  the  Heads 
of  Departments  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Some  of  them  must  be  in  the  other  House, 
and  therefore  it  must  depend  in  every  case 
Bpon  the  particular  circumstances  which 
fovem  the  distribution  of  offices  to  par- 
tieolar  individuals  which  Heads  of  De- 
partments should  have  seats  in  this  House, 
aad  which  should  have  seats  in  the  other 
Hooae.  There  are  certain  Members  of 
the  Government  who  must  be  in  this 
Uonse — for  example,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bxcheqaer.     There   is  one   Member  of 


the  Government  who  cannot  be  in  this 
House — namely,  the  Postmaster  General. 
But,  with  regard  to  others,  it  must  depend 
upon  the  particular  qualifications  which 
Members  of  the  Government  have  for  par- 
ticular Departments  whether  they  should 
have  seats  in  this  or  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  But  the  hon.  Member 
seems  to  think  that  unless  the  Head  of 
a  Department  has  a  seat  in  this  House, 
and  is  here  to  answer  charges  and  com- 
plaints made  against  him,  his  responsi- 
bility is  diminished,  and  the  constitutional 
power  of  this  House  impaired.  Now,  in 
that  respect  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  The 
constitutional  power  of  this  House  to 
investigate,  to  inculpate,  and  to  judge  the 
conduct  of  every  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  exactly  the  same,  whether  that 
Member  of  the  Government  happens  to 
have  a  seat  in  this  or  in  the  other  House. 
It  may  be  more  conyenient,  no  doubt,  if 
a  serious  charge  is  brought  against  a  Mem- 
ber being  the  Head  of  a  great  Depart- 
ment, that  he  be  here  himself  to  explain 
and  defend  himself,  rather  than  that  his 
explanation  should  be  given  and  his  de- 
fence made  by  an  Under  Secretary.  But  at 
all  events,  in  the  instance  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  at  present  alludes,  I  think  that 
those  whq  have  the  good  fortune  to  hear  and 
see  the  manner  in  which  my  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War  acquits  him- 
self of  his  duties,  the  complete  master  he 
makes  himself  of  every  subject  with  which 
he  has  to  deal,  and  how  fully  he  under- 
stands the  whole  matter  which  he  has  to 
treat,  will  agree  that  he  is  as  good  as  the 
Chief  of  the  Department  for  all  purposes 
of  interrogation  and  explanation  as  to  the 
conduct  of  that  Department.  The  hon. 
Member,  if  I  caught  what  he  said,  ap- 
peared to  suppose  that  there  was  some 
rule  by  which  the  Head  of  the  War  De- 
partment ought  to  be  in  this  House;  but 
lie  is  entirely  in  error  upon  that  point— -he 
is  in  error  as  to  the  course  of  practice. 
Until  the  Crimean  war  the  War  Depart- 
ment was  united  with  the  Colonial  De- 
partment, and  for  a  long  course  of  time 
the  Minister  who  was  the  Head  of  that 
combined  Department  was  generally  a 
Member  of  tne  House  of  Lords.  Lord 
Bathurst,  who  held  the  office  for  many 
years,  was  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Duke  of  Newcastle  also,  before  the  Cri- 
mean war;  and  when  the  two  Departments 
were  separated  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
remained  in  the  Upper  House  as  War 
Minister.  The  Secretary  nt  Wnr  was  a 
most  limited  officer.  I  know  that,  because 
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I  was  for  somo  time  Secretary  at  War 
myself.     The  duties  of   the  Secretary  at 
War  were  to  examine  the  regimental  ac- 
counts, and  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
general   organization  or  discipline  of  the 
army.        He    had    to    move    the    Army 
Estimates,  and  was   therefore  a  Member 
of   this  House  for  the  same  reason  that 
the    Chancellor    of    the     Exchequer    is 
also  a  Member  of  it.     When  the  6o?ern- 
ment   of    which    I   am    a    Member   was 
formed,    Mr.    Sidney    Herbert    was    ap- 
pointed the  head  of  the  War  Department 
on  account  of  his  peculiar  fitness  for  the 
performance  of  the  duties  connected  with 
it,  and  of  the  attention  and  study  he  had 
bestowed  on  everything  connected  with  the 
army  during  the  time  that  he  was  Secre- 
tary at  War.     The  state  of  his  health  un- 
fortunately rendered  it  necessary  to  remove 
him  from  this  House  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
in  the  hope,   which  unfortunately  proved 
vain,  that  a  change  of  seat  would  restore 
him  to  health.     When  we  lost  Lord  Her- 
bert, as  he  had  then  become.  Sir  George 
Lewis  was  appointed  ;  we  were  desirous  of 
bringing  back  the  army  to  the  House  of 
Commons.      But   a   vacancy   again    hap- 
pened, and  we  had  to  look  about  and  see 
who  was  the  fittest,  in  our  opinion,  to  carry 
on  the   duty.     Lord    De    Grey  had  been 
Under  Secretary  both  to  Lord  Herbert  and 
to  Sir  George  Lewis,  and  he  had  also  de- 
voted himself  peculiarly  to  everything  con- 
nected with    the    army.     It   was,  conse- 
quently, my  opinion,  and  that  of  my  col- 
leagues, that  he  was  the  fittest  man  to  take 
charge  of  so  important  a  Department,  and 
that   his   being   in   the   House  of  Lords 
formed  no  valid  reason  for  objecting  to  the 
appointment.     My   noble  Friend  here   is 
perfectly  well  able  to  answer  for  Lord  De 
Grey,  when  he  says  that  his  statements  in 
this  House  do  not  involve  any  responsi- 
bility on  the  part  of  his  chief ;   what  my 
noble  Friend  means  is,  that,  for  the  accu- 
rate statement  of   facts  which    have  oc- 
curred,   or   transactions   that  have  taken 
place,  the  responsibility  is  upon  him,   and 
not  on  the  Head  of  the  Department.  But  my 
noble  Friend  cannot  be  responsible  for  the 
future  ;  for  what  is  to  be  done  the  Govern- 
ment are  responsible  ;  we  all  arc  responsi- 
ble with  the  Head  of  the  particular  Depart- 
ment, and  we  are  all  here  to  answer  for 
and  defend  what  has  been   done,  and  to 
state  our  intentions  for  the  future.    There- 
fore, it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  because 
the  Head  of  the  Department  is  in  the  other 


from  that  full  responsibility  which  attaches 
to  anything  which  the  House  of  Commons 
may  think  it  their  duty  to  inquire  into  and 
sift  in  any  manner.     The  hon.    Member 
seemed  to  think  that  I  proposed  a  very 
new  and  suspicious  doctrine  the  other  day 
when  I  said  that  the  Crown  had  the  power 
of  dismissing  officers  from  the  army  with- 
out assigning  any  reason,  if  it  should  think 
fit  to  do  so  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  sayi, 
'*  Why,  here  are  officers  who  have  paid 
money  for  their  commissions,  liable  to  be 
capriciously  sent  about  their  business  at 
the  will  of  the  Crown,"  or  rather  of  the 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown,  for  the 
Crown  we  know  only  acts  on  the  advice 
of  its  Ministers,  who  are  responsible  to  this 
House  and  the  Crown  for  the  advice  which 
they   tender.     But  I  say  it  is  a  facilitj 
essential  to  the  constitution  of  this  military 
body  that  that  power  should  be  vested  in 
the  Crown,  to  be  exercised  by  its  responsi- 
ble advisers,  at  the  risk  of  being  condemned 
if  it  should  appear  that  they  have  given 
their  advice  improperly  and  without  suffi- 
cient grounds.     The  army  could  not  exiit 
if  the  Crown  were  not  invested  with  that 
power ;  and  every   officer  who  purchases 
his  commission  or  who  goes  into  the  armj 
knows  that  is  the  tenure  on  which  he  holds 
the  commission  that  he  purchases  or  re- 
ceives.    And,    therefore,    no   officer  can 
complain  that  any  rule  has  been  applied  to 
him  which    he  had   no  reason  to  expect 
would  be  applicable  when  he  entered  the 
service.     I  cannot  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it  would  limit 
most  inconveniently  the  discretion  of  those 
who  have  to  form  a  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  distribution  of  offices.     I  will 
say,  fairly,  that  perhaps  it  is  not  in  itself 
desirable  that   those   at    the  head  of  the 
great  expending  Departments — the  army 
and  navy — should  both  happen  to  be  in  the 
House  of  Lords.     That,  however,  is  a  cir- 
cumstance arising  from  peculiar  accidents, 
and  also  from   the  peculiar  fitness  of  the 
individuals  for  the  offices  which  they  hold. 
But  I  maintain  that  both  with  regard  to 
the  army  and  the  navy,  those  who  repre- 
sent tho  Departments  in  this  House,  as  far 
as  details  go,  are  just  as  competent  to  give 
explanations  to  the  House  as  the  Heads  of 
those  Departments  ;  and  that  the  aggre- 
gate Government,    the  Government  as  a 
body,  are  responeible  one  for  the  other, 
just  as  the  Heads  of  the  Departments  im- 
pugned are  responsible  for  the  Departments 
which  they  respectively  represent.     There- 
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OBsential  to  the  working  of  ODr  institutions, 
I  maintflrtn  that  it  is  perfectly  intact  and 
jnst  as  effective  whether  the  Head  of  the 
Department  is  in  this  House  or  not.  For 
these  reasons  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Memher. 
If  carried,  it  would  be  introducing  an  en- 
tirely new  principle ;  it  would  embarrass 
the  action  of  those  charged  from  time  to 
time  with  forming  a  new  Ooyernment,  and 
it  would  not  forward  any  constitutional 
purpose,  while  the  sense  of  Parliamentary 
responsibility  is  as  strong  and  valuable 
under  the  present  system  as  under  the  one 
which  he  proposes  to  introduce. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  in  expla- 
nation of  the  reason  why  the  Government 
could  not  grant,  as  an  unopposed  return,  a 
Motion  which  the  hon.  Member  had  put 
down  for  that  evening.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  for  the  names  of  all  those  officers 
who  had  been  removed  or  placed  on  half- 
pay  without  a  fair  trial.  It  would  be 
extremely  invidious  to  give  such  a  return. 
There  was  no  reason  why  officers  removed 
or  placed  on  half-pay  should  have  that 
punishment  aggravated  by  the  fact  of 
publicity.  Although,  as  he  had  before 
stated,  the  cases  in  which  officers  had 
been  actually  removed  and  placed  on  half- 
pay  were  very  rare,  cases  had  occurred 
much  more  frequently  in  which  the  officer, 
rather  than  be  exposed  to  any  steps  of  the 
kind,  thought  it  right  to  make  a  formal 
application  to  be  placed  on  half-pay.  It 
would  be  very  unjust  to  officers  that  their 
names  should  be  given,  yet  in  both  cases 
the  ground  of  interference  was  the  same. 
His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  so  completely  explained  the 
meaning  of  the  answer  which  he  gave  the 
other  night  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
Department  that  he  did  not  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  add  anything  further  upon  that 
subject. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
what  his  Motion  asked  for  was  the  names 
of  officers  whose  retirement  had  been  com- 
pulsory. 

Question,  '<  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put)  and  agreed  to* 

PUBLICATION   OF  IRISH  RECORDS. 
RESOLUTION, 

CoLOHBL  DUNNE  who  had  given  Notice 
to  call  attention  to  the  state  of  the  Ancient 
Records  of  Irelandi  and  to  move — 


'*  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase  that  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  for  their  publication  as  has 
been  for  the  publication  of  the  Records  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland/' 

said,  the  subject  was  of  such  importance 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Eng- 
land had  brought  the  matter  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government.  In  Ireland 
the  transcription  and  translation  of  its 
ancient  documents  and  Records  had  been 
intrusted  to  Mr.  Morrin.  His  work 
met  with  much  criticism ;  he  was  ac- 
cused of  plagiarism,  and  an  inquiry  was, 
in  consequence,  set  on  foot  by  the  Irish 
Executive.  Every  one  would  of  course 
admit  that  the  value  of  such  a  work  de- 
pended on  the  fulness  and  accuracy  of 
the  translations  ;  but,  owing  to  the  small 
amount  of  money  which  had  been  allowed 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose,  Mr. 
Morrin  had  been  obliged  in  some  cases  to 
make  a  condensation  instead  of  giving  a 
full  translation  of  the  Record.  Objection 
having  been  taken  to  this  as  diminishing 
the  value  of  the  translation,  a  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  was  appointed,  which  ad- 
mitted some  inaccuracies  and  plagiarisms, 
but  declared  that  the  work,  as  a  whole, 
was  very  creditable.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  wished  to  know  what  the 
Government  now  proposed  to  do  in  the 
matter.  It  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  have  a  perfect  set  of  these 
works  issued,  and  to  do  that  for  Ireland 
which  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  At  present  the  Rolls 
published  came  down  to  Henry  YIII., 
Elizabeth,  and  Charles,  but  a  gap  occurred 
at  the  reign  of  James  I.,  which  he  need 
not  inform  Gentlemen  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  subject  was  a  most  interesting 
period  of  Irish  history.  There  were  no 
less  than  1,200  statutes  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  still  unpublished,  and  it  would 
be  of  great  advantage  in  an  historical 
point  of  view  if  they  were  given  to  the 
public  in  a  collected  form.  In  England 
as  much  as  £22,000  a  year  for  several 
years,  or  £600,000  in  all,  had  been  voted 
for  purposes  similar  to  those  which  he  now 
advocated.  In  Scotland  £143,000  had 
been  granted  for  the  like  object ;  but  in 
Ireland  only  £15,000  had  been  voted , 
and  even  that  amount  was  to  be  applied 
mainly  to  the  construction  of  a  building 
to  contain  the  Records.  But  it  was  not 
merely  their  custody  but  their  publication 
that  was  desirable.  He  wished  to  impress 
on  the  Government  that  the  time  within 
whioh  it  would  be  possible  for  them  to 
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colleet  a  staff  of  gentlemen  capable  of  un- 
dertaking the  work  which  he  indicated  was 
rapidlj  passinfi;  awaj. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  had  intended 
to  support  the  Motion.  He  complained  that 
DO  encouragement  was  given  to  the  study  of 
Irish  literature,  and  that  no  effort  had  been 
made  by  the  Goyernment  to  supply  the 
places  of  the  late  Mr.  O'DonoTan  and  Mr. 
Eugene  Curry,  the  most  eminent  Irish 
scholars  which  the  country  had  produced. 
Now,  whatever  selection  the  GoTornment 
should  be  pleased  to  make  they  ought  to 
appoint  men  who  could  properly  examine 
these  documents  and  make  a  proper  trans- 
lation of  them  for  publication.  The  sys- 
tern  pursued  in  the  government  of  Ireland 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  or 
Scotland.  So  far  as  the  chief  departments 
were  concerned,  the  rule  was  that  "no 
Irish  need  apply,"  and  the  Government 
thus  put  it  out  of  their  power  to  secure 
the  services  of  gentlemen  who,  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  country,  would  be  able 
to  advise  them  in  every  conjuncture.  No 
other  part  of  the  country  would  submit  to 
the  system  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  allow 
natives  to  be  excluded  from  office.  English- 
man succeeded  Englishman,  and  the  only 
department  at  the  head  of  which  they  found 
an  Irishman  was  that  of  education.  This 
was  manifestly  unfair,  and  no  nation  whose 
oitisens  were  thus  passed  over  and  excluded 
from  the  management  and  administration 
of  its  affairs  could  be  expected  to  be  con- 
tented. They  possessed  the  ablest  arcsBO- 
legist  in  the  world  in  Ireland — he  was 
the  man  most  competent  to  perform  the 
duties  of  calendaring  and  editing  these  re- 
cords. If  a  new  office  were  about  to  bo 
created  in  regard  to  the  Irish  records,  he 
trusted  that,  as  an  Irishman  might  be  found 
who  was  highly  competent  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  he  would  not  be  passed 
over. 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  believed  there 
were  only  two  archivists  in  Ireland.  He 
was  personally  intimate  with  both  of  them, 
and  he  had  asked  them  who  there  was  to 
succeed  them  in  the  event  of  anything 
occurring  to  render  a  successor  necessary  ? 
They  both  said  they  knew  of  no  one  but 
Mr.  Stokes.  But  instead  of  appointing  Mr. 
Stokes,  the  work  of  editing  the  Brehon 
laws  was  given  to  Professor  Hard  wick, 
who,  like  every  Member  in  that  House, 
he  (Mr.  Scully)  included,  was  profoundly 
ignorant  of  Irish.  If  the  publication  of 
these  old  musty  records  were  good  for 
Scotland  and  England,  as  illustratiDg  the 


ancient  history  of  those  eonntries,  it  woold 
be  equally  good  for  Ireland.  'Qb  had  no 
candidate  to  recommend  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  editing  these  records,  but  he 
hoped  a  competent  person  wonld  be  se- 
lected. 

Mr.  PEEL  said,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  re-open  the  controversy  with  respect 
to    Mr.  Morrin.     He  had    been  selected 
by  the  Treasury,  on  the  recommendstioa 
of   the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  to  edit  sod 
publish  the  Calendar  of  the  Patent  Rdk 
of   the  Chancery   in   Ireland.     He  pnb- 
lished  three  volumes,  which,  with  the  pre- 
face, were  severely  criticized  in  a  certain 
pamphlet.     In  fulfilment  of  a  pledge  made 
in   that   House,   the    Treasury   sent  the 
Rev.    Duffus  Hardy  and   Mr.  Brewer  to 
examine   the    work   of   Mr.    Morrin  sod 
compare   it  with  the   original  records  of 
the    Calendar.      Their    report,    on    the 
whole,  was  favourable  to  Mr.  Morrin,  and 
the  Government  gave  their  sanction  to  the 
completion  of  the  work.     After  the  man- 
ner, however,  in  which  the  work  had  been 
handled,  Mr.  Morrin  thought  it  better  not 
to  proceed  with  it,  and  since  then  no  steps 
hnd  been  taken  for  the  completion  of  the 
Calendar  of  the  Rolls  of  Chancery  in  Ire- 
land.    The  Rolls  of  James  I.  had  not  Veen 
calendared  by  Mr.  Morrin,  but  he  believed 
that  work  had  been  already  done,  and  all 
that   was   required   was   that  these  rolls 
should    be    printed    uniformly    with  Mr. 
Morrin *s  work.     The  grants  made  by  Par- 
liament in  previous  years  were   intended 
to  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  other  parts 
of  the  kingdom,  and   he    knew  that  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  had  secured  the  pobli- 
cation  of  important  papers  illustrative  of 
the  history  of  Ireland.     He  thought  that 
Irish  members  had  every  reason  to  be  sa- 
tisfied with  the  measures  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  preservation  and  publica- 
tion of  Irish  records.     The  Estimates  of 
the  present  year  abounded  in  items  of  this 
kind.     The  sum  of  £8,000  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  a  commission  for  transcribing 
and   translating  the  ancient  Celtic  lavs, 
called  the  Brehon  laws,  and  all  that  re- 
mained was  to  pass  the  work  through  tire 
press.     For  that  purpose   the   Estimstes 
contained  an  item  of  £500,  and  a  farther 
provision  for  printing  was  contained  in  the 
stationery  vote.     There  had  also  been  this 
year  an  increase  of  the  grant  to  the  Rojsl 
Irish  Society,  specially  to  enable  them  to 
purchase  any  Celtic  manuscripts,  and  to 
make  copies  of  any  that  might  be  fonnd, 
either  in  private  coileotiona  in  thia  oouitrj 
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«r  OB  the  ContiiMiit.  With  regard  to  the 
mDt  made  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
Sua  country,  he  might  say  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  pnhlish  the  second  Tolume  of  the 
work,  be  heliered,  by  Mr.  Hans  Hamilton, 
eontuning  the  domestic  papers  from  the 
time  of  Henry  YIIL  to  Elizabeth.  In 
ether  parts  of  the  estimates  provision  was 
Made  with  respect  to  papers  in  the  Lam- 
beth and  the  Bodleian  Library.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  College  of  Maynooth  and  Mr. 
Piendergast  had  been  appointed  to  make 
tko  aeleotion  in  the  former  case,  and  Mr. 
Bollen  to  prepare  a  calendar  of  pspers  in 
die  Bodleian  for  the  purpose  of  this  work, 
vhieh  wonld  be  entirely  confined  to  the 
iDwtration  of  the  history  of  Ireland.  All 
that  was  enough  to  show  that  the  question 
ef  the  publication  of  the  records  of  Ireland 
waa  one  which  had  received  the  attention 
ef  GoTemment.  But  the  most  important 
thing  of  all  was  the  step  which  was  being 
taken  to  ereot  a  Public  Record  0£Sce  in 
Irdandy  in  which  the  various  important 
papers  that  were  now  scattered  about 
ihoold  be  collected.  Thst  building  was 
en  a  scale  large  enough  to  receive  all 
tiiose  records,  it  would  be  completed  in 
the  month  of  October  next,  and  then  it 
wonld  be  necessary  to  form  a  staff.  It 
wonld  be  the  business  of  the  clerks  to 
Bttko  an  index  of  the  papers,  and  he 
presomed  the  officer  in  chsrge  of  the  de- 
partment would  take  the  same  care  as 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  this  country, 
to  select  the  most  competent  persons  to 
make  compilations.  He  knew  the  inte- 
rest which  was  taken  in  the  subject  by  his 
hon,  and  gallant  Friend,  and  he  had  no 
donbt  the  result  would  be  satisfactory. 

THE  TREATT  WITH  THE  ZOLLVEREIN. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
snVfeot.  It  had  transpired  that  the  treaty 
had  been  already  discussed  in  both  the 
Prosaian  Chambers,  and  that  thougli  it 
had  not  been  formslly  presented  the  rati- 
leation  was  now  on  its  way.  He  hsd  re- 
etived  from  a  traveller  a  copy,  which  be 
bdieved  to  be  a  true  one,  and  it  might 
■ot  bo  uninteresting  to  call  attention 
kiafly  to  a  few  points  in  connection  with 
it  The  treaty  might  be  described  in  a 
few  words  to  be  an  engagement  between 
Prussia  and  the  ZoUverein  on  the  one  hand, 
tod  Groat  Britain  and  her  colonies  on  the 
other,  to  tho  offsot  that  the  two  contract- 


ing  parties  should,  with  reference  to  trade 

and  traders,  be  placed  upon  the  footing  of 

the  most  favoured  nation.     It  was  a  deda* 

ration  of  reciprocity,  and  that  only.     But 

there  was  one  very  remarkable  clause,  the 

fifth,  which  contained  this  stipulation — 

*'The  two  oontrmotiog  parties  engage  not  to 
prohibit  the  exportation  of  ooal,  and  to  levy  no 
dutj  upon  inch  exportation." 

It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  when  the  French  Treaty  was  dis- 
cussed there  was  one  clause  which  met 
with  very  serious  animadversion,  and  that 
was  the  clause  in  which  the  Government 
of  Great  Britain  undertook  for  a  period  of 
ten  years  not  to  prohibit  tlie  exportation  of 
coal,  and  not  to  levy  any  duty  upon  it. 
That  clause  was  so  utterly  devoid  of  any 
reason  to  support  it  that  it  was  assumed 
on  all  sides  to  be  the  result  of  an  over- 
sight. He  could  not  think,  however,  that 
the  recurrence  of  a  similar  clause  in  this 
treaty  was  the  result  of  an  oversight. 
There  were  two  ways  in  which  this  clause 
might  be  regarded.  In  the  first  place,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  clause  was  totally 
unimportant,  and  therefore  might  pass 
without  any  notice  whatever,  or  else  that 
the  conditions  to  which  Great  Britain  had 
bound  herself  were  in  themselves  imprac- 
ticable, and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  we  had 
promised  nothing  except  what  we  were 
really  obliged  to  concur  in.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  that  solution,  because 
it  would  mean  that  our  Government  had 
made  a  solemn  compact  on  a  point  either 
which  was  really  wholly  unimportant  or  that 
we  were  practising  a  delusion  on  the  other 
contracting  parties.  But  let  the  House 
consider  whether  the  point  was  so  unim- 
portant. In  certain  circumstances  nothmg 
could  be  more  legitimate  or  useful  than  an 
export  duty,  and  if  they  were  to  look  for 
precedents,  what  should  they  find  ?  They 
found  that  in  almost  every  instance  a  new 
country  had  begun  by  levying  a  duty  upon 
its  exports,  because  they  were  the  first 
means  of  raising  a  revenue  through  their 
trade.  And  what  had  been  the  course  in 
Europe  ?  He  had  been  engaged  in  the 
Russian  trade  all  his  life,  and  he  could 
perfectly  well  recollect  that  Russia  had 
invariably  levied  an  export  duty  upon  her 
productions.  This  country  had  from  time 
to  timiB  strongly  protested  and  remon- 
strated against  this  as  an  infringement  of 
(he  principles  of  free  trade,  but  the  reply 
always  was  to  mind  our  own  business. 
Russia  had  not  been  able  to  continue  to 
levy  uninterruptedly  the  same  duties  in 
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oonseqnence  of  the  competition  of  other 
countries.     India  with  its  jute  competed 
with   her  hemp,  Australia  competed  with 
her  in  the  production  of  tallow  and  hides, 
and  thus   Russia   was  forced  to  diminish 
her    duties,   and    at    present    thej    were 
hardly    noticeahle.     But  we  had   an    ex- 
ample   nearer    home.     In   India  the  lato 
Financial   Secretary,   Sir  Charles  Treve- 
lyan,  had  selected  the  four  important  ar- 
ticles of  tea,  wool,  jute,  and  coffee  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  a  reyenue.     That  pro- 
posal had  met  with  the  disapproval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  rightly,  hecause 
in  the  present  position  of  India  there  was 
not  one  of  those  articles  on  which  a  duty 
could  he  levied  without  some  risk  of  arrest- 
ing   their    production    and    consumption. 
Turning  to  the  United   States,  we  found 
that  they  were  proposing  to  replenish  their 
exhausted  Treasury  by  levying  a  duty  as 
high  as  25  per  cent  on  the  export  of  cot- 
ton.    Here  we  had  instances  in  which  im- 
portant countries  bad  taxed  articles  of  an- 
nual  production,   which   must,  therefore, 
more  or  less,  come  into  competition  with 
the  productions  of  the  whole  world.     But 
there  were  other  products  of  a  different 
character  not  reproductive  and  not  exposed 
to  direct  competition.     There  had  been  an 
export  duty  on   Sicilian  sulphur,  but  the 
Italian  Qovernment  were  obliged  to  diminish 
it,  not  owing  to  the  competition  of  other 
sulphuric  mines,  but  owing  to  the  rivalry 
of  chemical  substitutes.     The  principle  of 
export  duties  was  by  no  means  a  new  one, 
and  although   they  required  careful  regu- 
lation, und  that  few  countries  were  able 
to  maintain  them,  yet  when  circumstances 
warranted  their  adoption,  they  were  irre- 
proachable.    There  were  in  England  two 
commodities — coal  and  iron — the  exports 
of  which   might  be   taxed   without  inter- 
fering with  industry  or  checking  the  ex- 
port of  the  commodity.     In  common  with 
many   economical    writers   he    contended 
that  they  were  both  legitimate    and  ad- 
yantageous  subjects  of  taxation,  because 
whatever  duty  was  imposed  on  them  was 
so  much  clear  gain  to  the  country,  and, 
if  kept    within   a    moderate    amount,    it 
was  a  gain  which  carried  with  it  not  the 
slightest  disturbance  of  trade,  inflicted  not 
the  slightest   injury  upon   the  producers, 
and  was  so    much  tribute   secured   from 
the   foreigner   in    return    for   our    unex- 
ampled natural  products.     Coal   and  iron 
were  gifts  of  Providence,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of   the  Government  to  utilize  these 
commodities  for  the  benefit  of  the  coun* 
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try.     From  them   a  rerenue  <tf    three* 
quarters   of  a   million  aterling  might  be 
derived   without   any   countervailing   di^ 
advantage.     It  might  be  said  that  this  was 
a  selfish    policy,  and    that   we   oogbt  to 
allow  foreigners   to   receive  freely    these 
products  of  ours.    But  did  we  find  that  fo- 
reigners were  as  forbearing  in  the  admis- 
sion of  our  products  as  we  were  in  allowng 
the  free  export  of  those  prodacts?    We 
were  engaging  not  to  tax  the  export  of 
coal  ;  but  Belgium  levied  a  duty  of  9d  on 
the  import  of  coal  ;  France,  1«.  ;  Turkey, 
2«.  3d.;  the  Zollverein,  2«.  6^.;  and  Spain, 
5s,  6d.     There  was  no  reciprocity  in  an 
arrangement  binding  ns  not  to  tax  the  ex- 
port of  one  of   our  staple   commodities, 
while  the  contracting  parties  taxed   it  so 
seriously.      He    did    not   wish    to  advo- 
cate a  selfish  or  narrow  polioy.  but  cosl 
and  iron  were  essential  to  the  manufactur- 
ing industry  of  the  age  ;  they  were  also 
essential  elements  in  war,  and  the  country 
which  could  command  them  more  readily 
than  her  neighbours  would  be  best  able  to 
maintain    her    supremacy.      Why,   theo, 
should    we   bind    ourselves   to  cede    od- 
taxed   these  essential   elements  of  eosi- 
meroial,  manufacturing,  and  warlike  supe* 
riority    to  other    countries    without   snj 
equivalent  consideration  in  their  engage- 
ments ?     In  this  treaty  there  was  not  the 
slightest  consideration  for  the  concession 
that  was  made.     Much  had  been  said  lately 
of  the  hardships  of  the  paper  manufacturers 
arising  from  the  fact  that  foreign  conntries 
leyied  upon  the  export  of  rags  a  very  large 
percentage  of  duty,  amounting,  in  the  ease 
of  the  Zollverein,  to  £5  per  ton.    ^ow, 
when   we   were    undertaking    to  let  the 
Zollverein  have  our  coals  free  of  duty,  it 
would  not  have  been  too  much  to  ask  ti^t 
the  Zollverein  should  let  us  have  their  rags 
free  of  duty.     Passing,  however,  from  the 
commercial  and  fiscal  question  inTolved,  he 
objected  to  a  treaty  which  placed  a  eon- 
tin  uous  and  serious  embarrassment  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  of  this    eoantij 
for  years  to  come.     What  right  had  any 
Government  in  a  treaty  to  tie  the  hands  of 
its  successors  for  twelve  years  to  come  hi 
dealing  with  the  important  article  of  coal ! 
If  it  were  necessary  to  touch  the  question 
at  all,  surely  the  Government  might  have 
been  satisfied  to  extend  to  the  Zollverein 
the  same  indulgence  as  was  extended  to 
Fronce.     The  clause  of  the  French  Treaty 
by  which  we  undertook  to  put  no  export 
duty  on  coal  would  terminate  in  five  years, 
as  fife  had  already  run,  and  under  tbe 
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moBi  fftTOured  nation  clanae  the  ZoUferein 
would  have  enjoyed  the  •  same  pri?ilege  ; 
but  this  treaty  was  to  last  for  twehe  years, 
and  during  this  time  the  GoTemment  had 
abdieated  the  right  of  regulating  our  re- 
▼eane  with  referenoe  to  ooal.  -He  should 
like  to  know  with  whom  the  olause  origi- 
nated. Was  it  proposed  by  our  Gh>vem- 
ment  or  by  Prussia,  or  by  some  of  the 
minor  States  ?  Was  it  HanoTor  or  Hes»e 
or  Oldenburg  that  proposed  it  ?  Hanover 
was  a  eoal-produeing  oouotry.  Now,  sup- 
pose HanoTor  could  only  produce  ooals  at 
i7s.  M,  per  ton,  and  Prussia  could  import 
them  from  this  country  at  15f.,  Prussia 
might  impose  an  import  duty  of  2«.  6<l., 
bringing  up  the  cost  to  the  producer  to  the 
price  at  which  Hanover  could  supply  them. 
It  was  monstrous  to  let  an  article  go  un- 
taxed from  here,  and  be  taxed  on  arriving 
at  the  other  side  of  the  water  for  the  sake 
of  the  local  producers  of  the  ssme  commo- 
dity. Had  any  concession  been  promised 
in  return  for  the  clause  ?  He  did  not  wish 
to  ask  for  correspondence,  which  it  might 
be  unusual  or  inconvenient  to  produce;  but 
he  wanted  to  know  bow  this  remarkable 
fiscal  blunder  had  originated,  how  these 
treaties  were  got  up,  who  was  responsible 
for  them,  and  what  was  their  object.  Did 
they  originate  with  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  Foreign  Office  ?  Was  there  an  itiner- 
ant mission  going  through  the  Continent 
making  treaties  in  an  arbitrary  diUttanU 
manner  ?  The  Austrian  Treaty  was  sup- 
posed to  be  on  the  stocks,  and  the  issue 
might  be  a  document  of  a  similar  nature. 
It  was  therefore  important  to  know  who 
was  responsible  for  arrangements  which 
embarrassed  the  Government,  impaired  the 
internal  management  of  the  nation,  and 
eonferred  advantages  upon  foreign  coun- 
tries without  any  consideration  in  their 
engagements  towards  us. 

Mr.  MILNBR  GIBSON  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  were  to  pro- 
pose an  export  duty  on  coal  he  would  find 
much  greater  difficulty  than  he  imagined 
in  getting  the  consent  of  Parliament  to 
such  a  proposal.  Years  ago  an  export 
duty  on  coal  was  deliberately  given  up  by 
Parliament  as  an  impolitic  tax,  as  a  failure 
in  point  of  revenue,  and  as  an  impost  that 
pressed  injuriously  upon  a  great  branch  of 
indostry.  Coal  was  only  won  by  human 
industry;  and  if  the  colliers  were  prevent- 
ed from  selling  the  produce  of  their  in- 
dustry in  the  best  market  by  the  imposition 
of  an  export  duty  you  would  be  inflicting 
upon  large  bodies  of  persons  a  Tory  great 


injustice.  The  propriety  of  such  a  course 
was  fully  discussed  when  the  French  Treaty 
was  before  the  House,  and  the  special 
clause  relating  to  the  free  exportation  of 
coal  was  then  approved  by  large  majorities 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  though 
Bpeeches  against  it  might  have  been  made 
at  the  time.  It  was  well  known  at  the 
time  of  making  the  French  Treaty,  as  it 
was  well  known  at  the  present  time,  that 
this  country  had  no  intention  either  of  pro- 
hibiting the  duty  on  coal  or  of  putting  an 
export  duty  upon  it,  and  there  could  be  no 
objection  whatever  to  our  giving  an  under- 
taking not  to  do  that  which  we  never  in- 
tended doing.  The  commercial  world 
would  have  greatly  blamed  the  Govern- 
ment had  they,  for  the  sake  of  some  pe- 
dantic doctrine  with  respect  to  the  export 
of  coal,  refused  a  treaty  which  would  con- 
fer such  valuable  privileges  upon  our  com- 
merce* By  the  most  favoured  nation  clause 
in  the  Zollverein  Treaty  this  country  fully 
participated  in  all  the  benefits  conceded  by 
the  Zollverein  in  recent  treaties  to  France, 
Belgium,  and  Austria,  advantages  gained 
by  them  after  years  of  negotiation  and 
after  yielding  large  tariff  equivalents.  The 
advantages  we  gained  by  the  most  favoured 
nation  clause,  which  without  the  trifling 
concession  of  the  export  of  coals  we  should 
never  have  obtained,  were,  first,  a  reduc- 
tion on  the  German  tariflT  on  cotton  goods 
from  50  thalers  per  ceutner,  to  a  range 
from  12  to  34 ;  on  tissues  of  wool  from 
20  and  50  to  15  and  34;  on  silk,  from  110 
to  50  ;  on  linen,  from  20  to  12  ;  and  on 
earthenware,  from  20  per  cent  to  15  per 
cent,  and  some  minor  articles  formerly 
subject  to  duties  were  now  to  be  admitted 
free.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was,  therefore, 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  Zollverein  had 
made  us  no  equivalent  concession  in  re- 
turn for  the  insertion  of  this  clause,  which 
gave  that  country  the  assurance  that  for  a 
limited  time  we  should  not  place  an  export 
duty  upon  coal.  With  reference  to  the 
question  the  hon.  Gentleman  raised  as  to 
this  clause  being  an  interference  with  the 
belligerent  rights  of  the  Crown,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Government  by  depriving  them  of  the 
power  of  prohibiting  the  export  of  coal  in 
time  of  war,  he  stated,  upon  the  highest 
authority,  that  no  commercial  treaty  could 
affect  the  belligerent  rights  of  the  Crown. 
When  this  point  was  raised  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  on  the  insertion  of  the  clause  in  the 
French  Treaty,  the  Lord  Chancellor  said*— 
<'  The  artiole  would  not  in  any  way  interfere  with 
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Patrick  Donohue,  coontj  of  Longford,  and  positive   information   was  sworn  that  tbii 
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facts  were  that  the  house  of  a  gentleman  Sir  BOBBBT  PEEL  said,  that  though 

of  the  name  of  Thompson  had  been  burnt  it   did  not  appear  in  the  papers,  it  was 

dowDon  the  night  of  the  20th  of  June,  1864.  nevertheless  the  facts. 

On  the  following  day  he  had  some  reason  Us.  O'REILLY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
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Another  man  who  was  wanted  as  a  witness  vate  information.     They  could  not  prodnot 

wu  also  arrested  without  a  warrant.     On  confidential    communications    inade    bj  a 

the  22nd  of  June,  four  magistrates  assera-  servant  of  the  Qoremment  to  the  Govers- 

bled    in     the    ordiosry    sessions     house,  mentitself  in  such  a  matter  u  thia,     Ths 

dthough  it  was  not  the  regular  petty  ses-  man  was  sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  (k 

oioDS  day,  for  the  purpose  of  iavestigaiing  three  months  by  a  bench  consisting  of  oot 

the  charge.     No  summons  to  attend  the  stipendiary  and   three   local   magistrates, 

meeting  was  issued  to   the  other  magis-  and  was  committed  to  prison.     But  thers 

trates,  and   the  hearing  took  place  with  was  some  illegality  in  the  forms  that  had 

elosed  doors.     In  fact,  it  wu  not  an  open  been   employed ;    and  directly    the    Lord 

court  of  justice.     The  aocused  person  was  Lieutenant,  the  late  LokI  Carlisle,  heard 

not  allowed  to  coll  witueiMs,  or  to  give  of  it,  he  took   Ae  opinion  of  the  Lsw 
Mr.  Jfiliur  Gibtm 
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Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  on  their  adfiee 
the  prisoner  was  at  once  liberated,  after 
about  fifteen  or  twenty  dajs'  confinement. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant,  moreorer,  adminis- 
tered a  censure  to  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trate, and  expressed  a  hope  that  be  would 
be  more  careful  in  future.  No  communi- 
cation passed  between  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  the  local  magistrates ;  but 
the  GoTcmment  did  take  the  matter  up, 
and  considered  that  the  magistrates  acted 
illegally  in  the  matter. 

SHEERNESS  DOCKTARD.^QUESTION. 

Sib  EDWARD  DERING  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
To  explain  the  grounds  of  his  statement 
that  the  important  Dockyard  at  Sheerness 
was  among  those  destined  erentually  to  be 
abandoned,  no  such  recommendation  hav- 
ing been  made  by  the  Dockyard  Committee 
of  1864  ?  He  said  it  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  that  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  a  few  nights  ago  by  the  noble  Lord 
had  occasioned  a  good  deal  of  surprise, 
because  when  last  year  the  hen.  Member 
for  Finsbory  (Sir  Morton  Peto)  alluded 
specially  to  this  subject,  the  noble  Lord,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  very  candidly 
said  he  had  no  hopes  of  Sheerness  being 
abandoned,  as  it  was  a  station  of  great 
importance,  especially  for  North  Sea  pur- 
poses. He  further  stated  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  consideration  how  far  other  dock- 
yards should  be  abandoned;  but  no  Amend- 
ment was  moved  in  Committee  specifying 
this  particular  dockyard.  The  noble  Lord 
said  there  was  not  a  single  Member  who 
was  of  opinion  that  Sheerness  oughts  to  be 
in  the  number  of  the  dockyards  that  ought 
to  be  sold  or  abandoned.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  Sheerness  possessed  some 
special  advantages.  At  any  time  of  the 
tide  ships  could  be  brought  up  close  to  the 
yard,  and  at  low  tide  within  a  cable's 
length  of  the  main  entrance  there  was  fifty 
feet  of  water ;  and  at  a  trifling  expense 
the  largest  ships  in  the  navy  might  be 
docked  in  this  harbour  at  low  water.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Dering)  anticipated  that  the 
Home  would  be  of  the  opinion  eipressed 
by  Sir  James  Graham  in  his  place  in  that 
House,  that  any  Government  that  should 
seriously  entertain  the  idea  of  selling  or 
abandoning  so  useful  a  harbour  as  Sheer- 
ness would  be  trifling  with  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  country.  He  conld  not  sin- 
cerely believe  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
formed  any  very  serious  intention  in  this 
matter.    He  (Sir  Edward  Dering)  main- 


tained it  woold  be  a  sacrifice  wbicb,  if  it 
were  placed  at  half  a  million  of  money, 
would  be  below  the  mark.  Should  he 
have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House  in 
the  next  Parliament,  and  the  question  be 
brought  forward,  he  should  feel  bound  to 
gif  e  it  the  most  strenuous  opposition  in  his 
power.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
give  the  House  some  assurance  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  making  a  sacrifice  of  this 
particular  dockyard. 

LoBD  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  put  forward  the  strongest 
arguments  that  could  be  used  in  favour  of 
the  dockyard  at  Sheerness.  When  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  alluded  to  the  con- 
tingent probability  that  at  some  future 
time  the  dockyard  at  Sheerness  would  be 
closed  he  did  not  intend  to  convey  the 
idea  that  there  was  any  immediate  inten- 
tion of  closing  the  yard.  It  was  true  that 
the  dockyard  Committee  had  inserted 
Deptford,  Pembroke,  and  Woolwich  as  the 
dockyards  recommended  to  be  closed,  and 
said  nothing  about  Sheerness.  It  must, 
however,  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Ad- 
miralty, on  taking  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration,  had  felt  that  there 
were  extremely  powerful  reasons  against 
closing  Pembroke  Dockyard  ;  and,  indeed, 
so  far  from  closing  it  they  had,  with  the 
consent  of  the  House  of  Commons,  made 
there  a  new  dockyard,  so  to  speak,  in 
which  to  construct  iron  ships.  As  to 
Deptford,  also,  after  giving  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  full  consideration, 
the  Admiralty  thought  that  it  would  be  a 
very  unwise  thing  to  close  Deptford  yard 
at  the  present  time.  They  had,  there- 
fore, decided  not  to  close  either  Pem- 
broke or  Deptford  Dockyards;  but  the 
Admiralty  thought  it  right  to  consider 
whether  any  other  of  the  dockyards 
should  be  closed.  When  the  estab- 
lishment at  Chatham  should  be  really 
completed  it  would  be  the  greatest  estab- 
lishment of  the  kind  in  the  world.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  he  had  the 
other  night  alluded  to  Sheerness,  in  answer 
to  a  question  ;  not  that  he  had  the  slight- 
est idea  of  closing  Sheerness  Dockyard  at 
the  present  time ;  but  eventually,  when 
Chatham  should  be  completed,  it  would 
be  for  the  Parliament  of  that  day  to 
consider  whether  Sheerness  Dockyard 
should  not  he  suppressed.  Sheerness 
had  undoubtedly  deep  water,  but  it  was 
very  confined,  the  dockyard  being  so 
small  that  it  was  unfit  for  the  largo 
men-of-war  of   the   present   day.     The 
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hon.  Member  and  the  people  of  Sheeraess 
need  bo  under  no  alarm  that  their  dock* 
yard,  which  was  at  the  present  time  very 
Qseful,  was  going  at  once  to  be  suppressed. 

Questiony "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ctgreed  to, 

SUPPLY— POST    OFFICE  PACKET 
SERVICE. 

Supply — Post  Offiob  Packet  Skb- 
YIOE  eoniidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(6.)  Question  again  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £841,867,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of 
the  Post  OfBce  Packet  Service  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1866 ;  no  part  of  which 
sum  is  to  be  applicable  or  applied  in  or  towards 
making  any  payment  in  respect  of  any  period  sub- 
sequent to  the  20th  day  of  June  1863,  to  Mr. 
Joseph  George  Churchward,  or  to  any  person 
claiming  through  or  under  him  by  virtue  of  a  cer- 
tain Contract,  bearing  date  the  26th  day  of  April 
1859,  made  between  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Admiralty  (for  and  on  behalf  of 
Her  Majesty)  of  the  first  part,  or  in  or  towards 
the  satisfaction  of  any  claim  whatsoever  of  the 
said  Joseph  George  Churchward,  by  virtue  of  that 
Contract,  so  far  as  relates  to  any  period  subse- 
quent to  the  20th  day  of  June  1863." 

Mr.  white  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the  Go- 
Ternment  had  come  to  any  decision  on  the 
question  of  a  weekly  mail  to  India,  leaving 
on  Friday.  Such  a  mail  would  be  of  great 
importance  to  those  engaged  in  the  India 
and  China  trades. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  wished 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  having  Fal- 
mouth or  Plymouth  as  the  port  for  the 
colonial  and  foreign  mails  instead  of  South- 
ampton ;  as  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  a  gain  of  nearly  three  days  in  the  postal 
communication  with  India  to  the  whole  of 
Scotland  and  the  north  of  England. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  Vote  for  the  Post  OflSce 
Packet  Service,  but  he  would  suggest  a 
mode  of  getting  rid  of  it,  and  even  oc- 
casioning a  saving.  There  were  70,000 
European  troops  in  India.  The  whole 
were  to  be  relieved  in  ten  years,  at 
the  rate  of  7,000  each  year ;  making 
14,000  in  transitu  between  England  and 
India  every  year.  In  addition,  there  were 
expired  men  and  invalids,  and  men  going 
out  to  fill  up  vacancies  caused  hy  death, 
which  would  give  about  2,500  each  way, 
or  5,000  in  all,  to  bo  added  to  the  14,000; 
Z^d  Clarmce  Faget 


so  that  they  had  the  total  brought  up  to 
19,000.     The  annual  conveyance  of  these 
men  involved  a  very  considerable  item  of  ex- 
penditure ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the   Secretary  for 
India  had  before  him  a  proposition  for  the 
building  of  transport  veesels  of  a  large 
class,  like  the  Himalaya,  to  convey  troops 
between  this  country  and  Alexandria  tad 
between  Suez  and  Bombay  and  Calcntta. 
But  as  it  was  not  advisable  to  land  troops 
in   India  during  the  monsoon  or  the  hot 
weather,  these  vessels  could  only  be  used 
as  transports  during  six   months  of  the 
year.     It  was  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
the  Treasury  whether  they  could  not  be 
turned  to  good  account  in  carrying  maih 
during  the  whole  year  as  well  as  troopi 
during  the  other  six  months.    The  number 
of  vessels  was  such  that  they  would  allow  of 
weekly  communications  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton,  and  a  saving  in  the  present 
expenditure  might  be  effected.    He  wished 
to  know  why  an  increase  had  taken  plsee 
in  the  charge  for  the  postal  communication 
with  the  West  Indies,  and  why  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  £7,000  for  the  Packet 
Service  between  this  country  and  India. 

Mr.  Alderman   ROSE   said,  that  the 
question  of  substituting  Plymouth  or  Fal- 
mouth  for  Southampton  as  the  port  for 
the  India  mails  had  been  fully  considered 
by  the  Postmaster  General ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  unable  to  see  that  sueh  a 
change  would  be  attended  with  advantage. 
Though  there  might  by  it  at  times  be  a 
saving  of   a  few  hours,  as  a  rule  there 
would   be  a   loss  of  time.     Southampton 
had  great  advantages.      It  had  a  double 
line  of  rail  to  London,  and  good  dock  ac- 
commodation   for    the    steamers  ;    while 
neither  Plymouth  nor  Falmouth  possessed 
either  of  those  requisites.     Special  trains 
would  not  be  run  to  and  from  there  with- 
out danger.  In  addition,  Southampton  was 
within  two  hours  of  London  by  rail.    In- 
stead of  there  being  a  saving  of  time  such 
as  that  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
C  rum- E  wing),  the  probability  was  that  a 
delay   in   the  transmission  of    the  maHi 
would  be,  as  a  general  rule,  the  reenlt  of 
such  a  change.     Southampton  had  as  good 
a  through  communication  with  the  north 
both  by  broad  and  narrow  gauge  as  any 
other    port,    and    postal    communicatioD, 
therefore,  to  the  north  could  be  effected  as 
rapidly  from   Southampton  as  from  Fly- 
mouth  or  Falmouth. 
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Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Home  would  Dot  be  led  into  a  diBcassion  on 
this  question  in  the  absence  of  the  repre- 
aentatives  of  the  rival  ports. 

Mb.  GRUM-EWING  said,  that  it  was 
raffieient  to  look  into  any  map  to  see  the 
adyantage  of  Falmouth. 

Mb.  peel  said,  that  as  he  had  been 
prevented  by  a  count  out  from  answering 
some  remarks  made  by  the  hen.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  on  the  memorial 
presented  to  the  Treasury  praying  that  the 
despateh  of  mails  to  India,  instead  of  being 
OD  a  fixed  day  of  the  month,  should  be  on 
a  fixed  day  in  the  week,  as  was  the  case 
with  the  Cunard  mails  to  North  America, 
he  wished  to  say  that  the  Postmaster 
General  was  quite  as  sensible  of  the  value 
of  such  a  change  as  any  one  could  be. 
The  question,  however,  was  one  of  expense. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  mail  ser- 
vice to  India  did  not  stand  alone,  but  was 
eonnected  with  the  mail  service  to  China 
and  Australia,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
to  make  alterations  in  one  service  without 
making  them  in  the  others.  The  scheme 
of  the  mail  service  was  this : — The  Indian 
mails  went  out  four  times  in  the  month  to 
Alexandria,  both  by  the  way  of  Falmouth 
and  Southampton  on  this  sido  of  Egypt, 
and  on  the  other  side  they  went  twice  in 
the  month  from  Egypt  to  Bombay,  and  the 
other  twice  to  Ceylon,  and  thence  to  Cal- 
cutta and  China.  One  of  these  two  last 
mails  went  on  to  Australia.  So  that  there 
were  48  departures  in  the  year  for  India, 
24  for  China,  and  12  for  Australia.  If, 
therefore,  weekly  departures  were  substi- 
tuted for  the  present  departures  of  four 
times  a  month,  the  mail  service  would  be 
mcreased  by  one-twelfth — there  would  be 
52  departures  for  India  instead  of  48,  26 
for  China,  and  13  for  Australia.  The  in- 
erease  in  the  frequency  of  departure  would, 
of  course,  increase  the  expense  to  a  pro- 
portionate amount.  The  expense  of  the 
service,  as  hon.  Members  were  aware,  was 
very  large  indeed.  The  total  expense 
anoonted  to  about  £390,000  a  year;  and 
of  that  £160,000  belonged  to  the  Austra- 
Ban  service,  the  loss  upon  which  was  di- 
vided between  the  Imperial  Government 
sad  the  Australian  Colonies.  The  re- 
mainder —  £230,000  —  represented  the 
pose  cost  of  the  serviee  to  India  and 
China,  and  the  net  loss  u]pon  that  was  di- 
Hded  between  the  Indian  and  the  Imperial 
Oovemment.  The  proposed  increase  of 
lenrice  would  entail  a  further  expenditure 
of  about  £35,000  a  year,  and  though  that 


might  be  probably  covered  by  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  letters  sent,  there  would 
still  be  a  large  sum  to  be  added  to  the 
present  cost  of  the  service.  The  proposal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Post  Office 
was,  that  the  postage  to  India  should  be 
increased  from  6d.  to  Is, ;  and,  when  it 
was  proposed  thot  a  fortnightly  mail  should 
be  sent  to  Hong  Kong,  he  believed  that 
the  commercial  oommunity  had  cheerfully 
acquiesced  in  such  an  increase,  nor  was  he 
aware  that  any  single  complaint  had  been 
raised.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
spoke  of  a  charge  of  16d. ;  but  that  re- 
ferred to  letters  going  by  the  way  of  Mar- 
seilles, the  additional  4i.  being  the  charge 
of  the  French  Government  for  the  transit 
through  France.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  bad  called  attention 
to  the  impolicy  of  foreign  Governments  im- 
posing heavy  transit  rates,  and  he  quite 
concurred  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  obser- 
vations. The  present  payment  to  the 
French  Government  was  lOd,  per  ounce, 
but  in  the  opinion  of  the  Post  Office  the 
French  Government  would  be  indemnified  if 
the  charge  were  reduced  by  one-fourth  ; 
and  in  that  case  the  transit  charge  on  an 
ordinary  letter,  instead  of  being  4^.,  would 
be  only  Id.  ;  and  the  charge  under  the 
new  system  would  be  1«.  for  letters  going 
by  Southampton,  'and  Is,  Id,  for  letters 
vid  Marseilles.  This  change  would  enable 
the  Government  to  give  additional  postal 
facilities.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
there  should  be  a  weekly  mail  to  Bombay, 
but  that  would  necessitate  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  vessels  running  from  Bom- 
bay to  Suez;  but,  judging  from  some  re- 
cent tenders  which  had  been  received,  that 
would  be  an  additional  expense,  which  could 
only  be  defrayed  by  an  additional  charge 
on  the  public.  No  decision  had  been  come 
to  yet,  for  it  did  not  appear  that  the  mer- 
cantile community  would  be  satisfied  to  pay 
the  additional  charge.  With  regard  to  fixed 
days  weekly  for  the  departure  of  mails  to 
India  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  con- 
fined to  Bombay,  but  to  go  alternately  to 
Bombay  and  Calcutta,  the  railway  facilitiea 
from  the  latter  place  being  now  very  great. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykes)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  communication  between  this 
country  and  Alexandria,  and  between  Suez 
and  Bombay  and  Calcutta,  and  he  also 
referred  to  some  transport  vessels  that 
were  being  built  for  that  purpose  by  the 
Indian  Government.  At  present  he  be- 
lieved there  were   only  two  running  this 
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fiide  of  Egypt  and  three  on  the  other  side. 
Ho  did  not  know  the  nuoaber  of  trans- 
ports that  would  he  necessarj  for  that 
service,  but  as  the  whole  of  the  ships 
would  not  be  finished  until  the  Ist  of  Oc- 
tober, 1867,  there  would  be  ample  time  to 
discuss  that  question  on  a  future  occasion. 
With  regard  to  the  West  India  packets 
receifiog  their  mails  at  Falmouth  instead 
of  Southampton,  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  easj  to  make  the  transfer,  considering 
the  immense  docks  the  company  had  es- 
tablished at  the  latter  place ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  thought  that  if  a  saving 
of  time  could  be  effected  by  landing  and 
receiving  the  mails  at  Falmouth,  instead 
of  at  Southampton,  and  proper  arrange- 
ments could  be  made  with  the  railway  com- 
panies, the  Post  Office  authorities  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  adopting  it.  He, 
however,  doubted  that  there  would  be  such 
a  saving  in  the  landing  of  the  mails  at 
Falmouth  as  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Crum-Ewing).  As  to  the 
postal  service  for  the  West  Indies,  the  in- 
crease this  year  arose  from  their  not  having 
made  any  reduction  in  anticipation  of  a 
contribution  from  the  colonies.  The  ex- 
pense of  the  service  to  the  West  Indies 
was  now  much  less  than  it  had  been.  The 
old  contract  required  an  annual  subsidy  to 
be  paid  of  £230,000;  but  the  amount  was 
last  year  reduced  under  the  new  contract 
to  £170,000.  It  was  also  expected  that 
the  colonies  would  pay  half  the  loss  upon 
that  portion  of  the  service,  but  their  Go- 
vernments had  not  yet  been  able  to  make 
arrangements  on  that  subject,  and  it  had 
been  necessary,  therefore,  to  provide  in  the 
present  Estimates  for  the  entire  cost  of 
the  service  until  the  arrangements  as  to 
the  colonial  contributions  were  made.  With 
regard  to  the  Indian  service,  the  contract 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam 
Company  provided  for  their  carrying  Go- 
vernment passengers  at  two-thirds  of  their 
ordinary  passenger  rates.  But  it  had  been 
thought  that  the  Government  ought  not 
to  make  a  contribution  towards  the  cost  of 
the  passage  of  persons  travelling  between 
this  country  and  India,  and  the  company 
had  arranged  to  charge  the  ordinary  pas- 
senger fare  for  Government  passengers, 
making  to  the  Government  an  abatement 
of  £15,000  from  the  subsidy  on  that  ac- 
count. There  was  not  a  real  increase  of 
cost  for  the  Indian  service,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  reduction.  The  total  charge 
was  £162,125.  From  this  they  must  de- 
duct £44,000,  the  proportion  to  be  paid 
Mr.  Feel 


by  the  Indian  GoTemment.  A  leas  sum 
would  be  paid  by  the  Indian  Government 
than  last  year,  and  the  reason  was  that 
the  postage  was  more.  Thej  bad  to  deduct 
the  amount  of  the  postage  from  the  whole 
charge,  and  what  remained  was  divided 
equally  between  the  Governments  of  this 
country  and  of  India.  The  net  loss  lut 
year  was  £100.000.  but  this  year  it  wss 
reduced  to  £80,000,  half  of  which  the 
Indian  Government  paid;  but,  of  coarse, 
the  gross  charge  had  to  be  voted. 

Mr.  GAVE   said,   there  could  be  do 
doubt  that  a  great  saving  of  time  would  be 
effected  in  the  landing  and  dispatch  of  the 
West  India  mails,  both  as  regarded  Soot- 
land  and  the  West  Coast,  and  only  in  a  less 
degree  as  regarded  London,  if  the  msila 
were  landed  and  embarked  at  Falmooth 
instead  of  Southampton.     At  present  ths 
mail  steamers  sailed  from  Southampton  at 
between  two  and  three  in  the  afternoon, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  mass  of 
the    correspondence   went  down    by  tbe 
evening  mail  of  the  day  before,  so  that  s 
day  might  be  said  to  be  lost,  whereas,  if 
the  mails  could  be  taken  on  hoard  at  Fsl- 
mouth,  the  letters  could  be  posted  on  the 
evening  of  the  day  on  which  the  packets 
leave  Southampton.     The  same  applied  to 
the  arrival  of  the  mails.     He  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Peel) 
two  questions.     The  first  was  with  refe- 
rence to  the  Liverpool  steamers.     A  con- 
vention had   been   entered  into  with  the 
Royal  Mail  Company  by  which  a  certain 
subsidy  was  to  be  paid  to  them  for  carry- 
ing the  mails,  and   an  arrangement  had 
also  been  come  to  with   a   steam-packet 
company  at  Liverpool  for  carrying  letters 
to  certain  places.    It  appeared  to  him  that 
in  that  respect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  a  bad  bargain,  because  the  post- 
age of  all  the  letters  the  latter  csrried 
must  be  added  to  the  amount  of  subsidy 
to  be  paid  to  the  Royal  Mail  Company. 
The  other  question  he  had  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  how  long  the  French 
convention  would  last.     The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  on  a  former  occasion 
that  it  was  an  anomaly  that  the  French 
Government  should  be  able  to  send  letten 
at  a  lower  rate  than  was  charged  in  this 
country,  and  he  wished,  therefore,  to  knov 
whether  there  was  any  chance  of  our  put- 
ting the  Frencli.  Government  on  a  footing 
with  ourselves. 

Mr.  HENRY  SEYMOUR  said,  he 
thought  they  could  not  overrate  the  im- 
portance, in  a  social,  commeroial,  and  poli* 
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tieal  point  of  Tiew,  of  iDoreaMD;  ud  fui-  posUgo  on  letters  from  Fruiee  to  the  West 

HtBtias  thwr  poatal  oominiiDioatioii  with  Indiei  «u  not  below  that  of  letters  from 

all  parta  of  the  world.     Greater  ooDTeoi-  England  to  the  Weet  Indies, 
enee,  be  believed,  might  be  aecured  to  the        Hb.    HENRT    SEYMOUR    laid,    (be 

KUie  vttboat  hardening  the  Eiehequer.  right  hon.   Gentleman  had  not   aoBwered 

atbampton  waa  lo  floariabiog  that  it  did  his  qaeation — whether  the  House  would  be 

Mt  require  the  GoTemment  oontraate.    He  conaulted  before  an  alteration  was  made  in 

bad  long  been  of  opinion  that  our  com-  the  rates  of  Indian  pottage. 
nuDieationa  with  Inaia  were  not  as  perfect        Mb.  PEEL  said,  do  such  arrangement 

SB  the/  onght  to  be.     More  nse  sbonld  he  ooald  be  carried  ont  without  the  conemr- 

made  of  the  Indian  railways  in  the  con-  rence  of  the  Indian  GoTemment,  and  at 

Tejanee  of   mails.     The   malls   were  not  present   that   Qoremment   had   not   been 

■eat  ont  with  snfficient  frequency  ;  and  it  applied  to. 

waa  moat  desirable  that  the  cifil  and  mili-  Sib  FITZROT  KELLY  said,  he  wished 
tatT  tKM^yU  of  India  should  be  able  to  to  know  wbj  so  eitraordinarj  a  course 
riait  this  eooDtrj  as  often  as  possible,  and  was  adopted  of  excluding  one  particular 
at  the  most  moderate  cost.  He  objected  person  from  all  participation  in  the  Vote, 
to  the  arrangements  that  had  recently  been  After  listening  patiently  to  the  debate 
entered  into,  whereby  the  whole  of  the  which  took  place  three  years  ago  upon  the 
lodiao  oivil  senrants,  oorenanted  and  nn-  subject  of  Mr.  Churohward's  contract,  he 
eoTenanted,  would  have  to  pay  the  full  had  been  unable  to  anderstand  why  so  ez- 
paaaage  rate  to  and  from  India.  The  con-  traordinary  a  course  should  be  adopted. 
traela  for  India  ware  not  on  the  heat  foot-  Upon  what  grounds  was  Ur.  Churchward 
ing.  There  ought  to  be  a  separate  con-  to  be  excluded  Session  after  Session  from 
tract  for  Alezandria,  a  separate  contract  payment  for  a  contract  duly  entered  iuto 
for  the  fied  Sea  and  down  as  far  as  Aden,  between  himself  and  the  OoTemment  1  If 
and  then  they  should  hare  hrsnches  for  some  explanation  were  not  {^reo  he  should 
India,  China,  and  Australia,  the  Mauritias,  diride  the  House. 
and  the  Cape.  In  that  way  they  might.  The  SOLICITOR  GENBRAL  said, 
without  greater  expense,  hare  a  weekly  the  reason  why  the  Vote  was  proposed  in 
eommnnieation  with  theserarious  important  the  present  form  had  been  stnted  over  and 
plaeea.  An  increase  of  the  Indian  poatal  orer  again,  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  re- 
ntes was  a  most  impolitic  measure,  while  tIto  the  discussion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
it  wonid  bring  a  mere  peppercorn  to  the  Gentleman  (Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly)  was  aware 

giblio  rcTenue,   and  he  trusted   that  the  that  Mr.  Chnrchward'a  contract  had  been 

eremment  would  carefully  re-consider  the  fully  considered  and  discussed,   and  that 

matter  in  the  recesa.     In  Chins  the  mer-  the  House    came   to   the  conclusion    thst 

ahaota  were  making  large  gains,  and  there-  that  gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  obtain 

fsre,  in  equity,  if  the  rate  of  poatage  to  a  contract  by  corrupt  means — not  imputing 

India  was  Is.,  to  China  it  should  be2f.  6ii.  to  the  Members  of  Lord  Derby's  GoTem- 

Ha.  PEEL  said,  that  the  payment  lo  ment  who  granted  it  corrupt  motiTea,  The 

the  Lirerpool  Hail  Company  was  for  the  House  came  to  a  determination  that  none 

eonreyance  of  mails  between  Jamaica  and  of  the  money  voted  for  the  packet  service 

Hmdnras.      For    that   service   a   sum  of  should  be  paid  to  him,  and  therefore  this 

£8,000  was  paid  last  year,  but  this  com-  Vote  had  since  always  been  proposed  in  its 

pany   nndertook  to  carry  the  mails    for  present  form. 

£2,250,  and.  moreover,  to   carry  letters        Sir  FITZROY    KBLLT  said,    that   a 

between  this  country  and  Jamaica  at  the  charge  of  corruption  had  not  been  proved 

ebarge  for  ship  letters.     The  arrangement  against  Mr,  Churchward  ;  and,  in  the  ab- 

bad  been  subject  to  oertein  conditions  of  aence    of   a    aatiafactory   explanation,    he 

aoDtribntion  on  the  part  of  the  Honduras  should  divide  the  Committee  against  the 

Qovem ment,  which  conditions  had  not  been  Yote, 

complied  with,  and  therefore  the  Govern-        Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 
meat  bad  given  notice  to  the  company  to 

CseontiDue  tha  arrangement.  With  respect       ^^^  n._CrviL  8«yic»  Enauiie. 
to  the  oonyentioD  with  France,  he  had  to       ,_  ,  ^      ..  , 

•tale  that   the  French  Government  only       (7.)  Question  again  proposed, 
faidone  shilling  perounee  for  letters  to       " That* nim, not w«*«lmg£20,*Ba,b.pwtsd 

a    !«■    1   T  j-„   "u-  t.  _  .  1 ii,.-  .!._  to  Her  Huwtr.  to  oomplste  tho  aam  ■aaawaiT 

tbe  West   Indiee.  which  waa  less  Aan  the  ^  d,fr.;^cW  "htal'  wUl  com.  in  eotne  it 

ehsjg*  for  Bngltsb  Istlen  i  bnt  the  toUl  p^jment  during  tha  jmr  eudlnx  on  the  Slit  da 
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of  March  1866,  for  the  Salaries  and  EzpenBes 
of  the  Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Roto- 


nues. 


Mr.  CAIRD  said,  it  was   now  seTen 
years  since  he  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  the  extravagant  expenditure 
incurred  by  the  Office  of  Woods  in  con- 
verting 2,000  acres  of   Hainault   Forest 
into  a  farm.     The  cost  of  doing  bo  was 
£67,000,  and  the  rent  realized  was  little 
more  than  interest  on  this  outlay,  so  that 
the  fee  simple  went  for  nothing,  while  the 
public  were  for  ever  excluded  from  such 
rights  as  thej  had  before  enjoyed  over  this 
part  of  Epping  Forest.     During  the  last 
ten  years,  however,   the   revenue  of   the 
Crown  estates  had  been  steadily  increasing, 
the  gross  receipts  having  risen  in  that  pe- 
riod nearly  30  per  cent.     But  one  branch 
of  the  Grown  estates,  the  Royal  forests, 
presented  a  very  different  result.    The  net 
revenue,  which  in  1854  was  £13,448,  had 
fallen  in  1864  to  £7.090.     Possibly  some 
part  of  this  was  due  to  the  conversion  of 
forest  land  into  farms,  but  still  the  fact 
remained  that  from  some  120,000  acres 
of  land,  chiefly  in  the  southern  counties, 
the  net  rental  realized  was  little  over  \s, 
an  acre.     The  original  object  for   which 
those  forests  were  maintained — the   pro- 
duction of  navy  timber — no  longer  existed, 
partly  from  the  substitution  of  iron  in  the 
construction  of  our  ships,  and  also  because 
we  could  now  import  from  other  countries 
better  and  cheaper  oak— required  princi- 
pally for  **  knees  " — than   we  could   pro- 
duce at  home.      This  pretext,  therefore, 
for    maintaining    in   some    of    our  finest 
counties  a  dreary  waste  in  the  midst  of  the 
civilization  of  the  nineteenth  century  was 
gone.     The  time  had  come  to  alter  the 
system  and  to  turn  to  better  account,  alike 
in  the   interests  of   the  Crown    and  the 
country,  these  extensive  tracts  of  unim- 
proved   land.     In    Hampshire   alone   the 
Koyal  forests  exceeded  70,000  acres   in 
extent.     When  Aldershot  was  chosen  for 
a  camp  the  War  Office  had  to  purchase 
the  land  at  a  high  price,  not  knowing  that 
the  Crown  forest  of  Woolmer  was  within 
a  few  miles  of  it,  yielding  not  a  shilling  of 
revenue,  and  better  adapted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  camp,  being  on  the  high  road 
from  London  to  Portsmouth,  now  touched 
by  the  Direct  Portsmouth  line  of  railway, 
and  having  the  advantage  of  a  plentiful 
supply  of  water.     Since  then  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  have  a  subsidiary  camp 
at  Woolmer.     Then,  there  was  the  New 
Forest,   a  wild  and  picturesque  tract  of 


upwards  of  60,000  acres,  in  Sooth  Hants, 
but  yielding  little  more  than  £5,000  a 
year.     Abont  twelve  years  ago  the  Doke 
of  Somerset,  then  Commissioner  of  Woods, 
directed  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  an 
Act  was  passed  for  the  removal  of  the 
deer,  in  lieu  of  which  the  Crown  ohtaioed 
leave  to  enclose  10,00()  acres  for  planta- 
tions.    A  Commission    was  appointed  to 
ascertain  the  extent  and  value  of  the  eom- 
men  rights,  but  all  further  progress  seemed 
to  have  stopped  when  Mr.  Kennedy  ceased 
to  be  one  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods. 
Enough  was  ascertained  to  show  that  no 
improvement  could  be  effected  until  these 
common  rights  were  dealt  with.     One  wy 
the  right  of  cutting  turf  for  fuel,  claimed 
to  an  extent  which  had  been  computed  to 
be  equal  to  the  scalping  the  surface  from 
300  acres  annually,  a  process  which  in  the 
course  of  time  had  already  most  serioQilj 
injured  the  agricultural  value  of  the  forest. 
The  whole  tract    was    traversed   by  the 
South  Western  Railway,  it  was  within  i 
short  distance  of  the  sea,  and  was  healthy 
and  picturesque,  and  in  a  favourite  neigh- 
bourhood for  residental  occupation.     Some 
of  the  land  was  good,  and  highly  improve* 
able.     The  foe  simple  of  the  land  and  the 
timber  upon  it  were  valued  some  years  ago 
by  the  Crown  Surveyor  at  upwards  of  two 
millions  sterling,  and  the  common  rights 
had  been  estimated    to  be    worth    sboat 
£100,000.    There  seemed  to  be  the  ele- 
ments of  a  great    improvement.     If  the 
common  rights  were  ascertained  and  ex- 
tinguished either  by  allotment  or  purchase, 
and  the  remainder  dealt  with  aa  a  property 
in  fee  simple,  great  advantages  would  be 
obtained.     Let  it  be  ofifered  for  sole  in 
moderate-sized  estates,  and  in  a  few  years, 
instead  of  an  uncultivated  waste,  that  coun- 
try would  be  covered  with  houses  and  en* 
closures,   affording  food  and   wag^  to  a 
well    employed    population.      Instead   of 
£5,000  a  year,  the  present  net  income, 
the  income  of  the  capital  realized  by  the 
sale,  at  the  surveyors'  estimate,  would  add 
£70,000  a  year  to  the  Crown  revennes. 
This  country  was  too  small  to  admit  of 
the  continuance  of  so  large  a  tract  of  inld 
land  within  two  hours  of  the  metropolis* 
The  time   had  come  when  it  should  be 
dealt  with,  and  every  interest  ooufd  not  be 
otherwise  than  benefited  by  such  a  change. 
He  wished  also  to  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  system  of  payment  by  commission  of 
surveyors  and  receivers.     This  matter  he 
touched  upon    some  years   since,  and  it 
was  then  skdmitted  by  the  Secretary  of  tho 
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Freasnry  that  the  suryejor  reeeived  from 
the  oflBce  upwards  of  £10,000  a  year. 
^Mr.  Peel:  £8,000.]  This  charge  formed 
I  deduction  from  the  revenue,  and  did  not 
ippear  in  the  Vote,  but  he  believed  that 
it  continued  nearly  as  great  as  it  was 
then.  The  charge  for  similar  duties  for 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  appeared  last 
fear  to  have  exceeded  £30,000,  so  that 
the  Woods  and  Forests  were  not  the 
imlj  public  Department  which  suffered  from 
this  monstrous  system.  An  architect  pos- 
letsed  of  eminent  talent  might  fairly 
dmim  to  be  paid  largely  for  that  talent ; 
bot  a  land  surveyor,  though  a  very  useful, 
iraa  bj  no  means  a  very  high  class  pro- 
fSsasional  man,  and  nothing  but  habit  and 
sxeesBive  negligence  could  permit  such 
men,  however  respectable,  to  be  paid  sums 
for  their  services  far  exceeding  the  salaries 
of  oar  highest  functionaries,  and  beyond 
the  earnings  of  the  most  eminent  profes- 
sional men  in  this  country.  The  Office  of 
Woods  and  Forests  ought  to  have  within  it- 
sdfa  competent  salaried  officer,  adequately 
paid,  and  responsible  for  his  valuation  and 
advice,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Treasury 
would  stir  themselves  in  the  matter  and 
pot  an  end  to  a  system  which  was  quite 
ladefensible. 

Mb.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that  within  his  own  knowledge  in- 
closares  had  been  made  in  Epping  and  other 
fMresta  by  the  lords  of  the  manors  without 
a  shadow  of  title,  and  that  the  Offico  of 
Woods  and  Forests  when  called  on  to  resist 
these  encroachments  and  to  protect  the 
public  rights  had  neglected  their  duties. 

Mb.    ATRTON   said,   that   whon   this 

Vote  was  last  under  the  consideration  of 

the   House  attention  was   called  to  the 

proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 

and  Forests  in  respect  to  the  management 

of  Bpping  Forest.     He  regretted  that  the 

Committee  on  open  spaces,  by  whom  the 

subject  was  being  considered,  had  not  yet 

been  able  to  make  their  Report.     It  would 

be  unfortunate  to  discuss  a  matter  of  such 

gravity  and  importance  in  anticipation  of 

Siat  Report.  It  would,  therefore,  be  better 

to  allow  the  Vote  to  pass,  and  to  abstain 

from  what  must  necessarily  be  a  partial 

ltd  imperfect  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mb.  cox  said,  he  believed  that  the  best 
plan  would  be  to  allow  the  Vote  to  pass 
without  discussion,  but  he  still  hoped  that 
•ome  BUpervision  in  the  case  of  these  in- 
eloaures  would  be  exercised  by  the  First 
Commisaioner  of  Woods  and  Forests.     By 
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these  encroachments,  not  only  were  the 
public  deprived  of  their  rights,  but  the 
Crown  also  lost  the  value  of  property  to 
which  it  was  clearly  entitled. 

Lord  ELCHO  desired  to  state  a  fact 
which  had  come  under  his  knowledge  with 
reference  to  the  inclosure  of  Wimbledon 
Common.  The  Crown  had  set  up  rights 
over  this  manor.  It  would  be  remembered 
by  the  House  that  a  Bill  upon  this  subject 
to  define  the  rights  was  introduced  early 
in  the  Session,  and  that  Earl  Spencer  was 
much  abused  for  interfering,  as  was  thought 
by  many,  with  the  public  rights.  The  Bill 
was  to  inclose  the  common,  reserving  to 
the  public  a  certain  space.  It  was  deemed 
advisable  to  withdraw  that  Bill,  but  since 
that  time  Earl  Spencer  had  been  offered 
for  the  rights,  the  existence  of  which  some 
people  altogether  denied,  the  sum  of 
£100,000.  That  placed  the  public  in  an 
awkward  position,  because,  if  Earl  Spencer 
accepted  an  offer,  which  certainly  was  a 
very  tempting  one,  the  public  would  have 
to  contend  with  a  large  and  powerful  com- 
pany. Earl  Spencer  knew  that  he  was 
possessed  of  extensive  rights,  and  that  life 
was  uncertain.  He  wanted,  therefore,  at 
once  to  secure  to  the  public  the  enjoyment 
of  a  large  open  space,  reserving  to  himself 
only  certain  rights. 

Mr.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  must 
rise  to  order.  If  the  discussion  upon  the 
subject  of  Wimbledon  Common  were  to 
be  continued,  he  should  have  to  refer  to 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  have  to  go  into  the 
other  side  of  the  question. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  it  was  not  a 
question  of  evidence  but  of  fact,  which 
had  come  out  since  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  simply  desired  to  show  that 
a  large  and  tempting  offer  had  been  made 
for  rights  which  were  supposed  not  to  be 
in  existence.  He  believed  if  such  an  offer 
were  made  to  trustees  they  would  be  bound 
to  accept  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  believed 
that  Earl  Spencer  had  sold  one-half  the 
common  without  any  title  at  all. 

Mr.  PEEL  said,  he  agreed  with  those 
who  thought  that,  the  Committee  not 
having  reported,  it  would  be  inconvenient 
to  go  into  the  question  of  alleged  neglect 
of  duty  in  not  preventing  encroachments. 
Ho  would  only  say  that  it  had  not  been 
shown  that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
were  responsible  for  the  course  taken. 
They  had  acted  as  they  were  advised  by 
the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown,  to  whom 
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they  bad  referred  in  every  case  ;  and  .al- 
though it  was  true  that  the  Committee  had 
recommended  that  no  further  sales  of  fo- 
rest rights  should   take   place,  it  should 
also  be  remembered  that  there  was  a  se- 
cond course  open,  and  that  was  too  rigidly 
to  maintain  those  rights  and  defend  them 
regardless  of  expense.     He  did  not  believe 
that  these  rights  were    lost  because  the 
parties  had  encroached  upon  them  for  any 
particular  period.     The  reason   the   hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Caird)  had   given  for   the 
new  mode  he  recommended  of  dealing  with 
these  forests  was  that  the  present  system 
was  not  productive  of  sufficient  revenue, 
and  that  by  adopting  his  course  a  much 
larger  revenue  could  be  obtained.     Now, 
what  was  the  expense  and  income  of  these 
forests?     The  expense  was  not  so  much 
as  had  been  stated.     There  were  100,000 
acres   subject  to   very  extensive  common 
rights.     When  the  land  was  planted  and 
the  plantations  were  enclosed,  the  common 
rights  were  excluded.     The  planting  and 
enclosing  took    place  under  special   Acts 
of  Parliament,   and  if   the   planting  had 
taken  place  one  hundred  years  ago,  no  doubt 
the  revenue  derived  would  be  sufficiently 
large  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  the 
Acts  were  not  passed  more  than  sixty  years 
ago.     The  Commissioners  were,  therefore, 
in  the  position  of  having  a  growth  of  timber 
not  yet  arrived  at  maturity.     The  only  re- 
ceipts, therefore,  that  could  be  obtained 
from  these  forests  until  the  timber  arrived 
at  maturity   were   from  the  thinnings  of 
the    plantations.     Some    years    ago    the 
thinnings    were   more   extensive   than   at 
present,   and  the    receipts  were  therefore 
larger.  There  had  also  been  a  considerable 
fall  of  timber.     In  the  course  of  the  last 
ten   years  the  gross  receipts   from  these 
forests  amounted  to  £508,000,  and  after 
meeting  all  expenses  the  net  payment  into 
the  Exchequer  was  £270,000,  or  at  the 
rate  of  £27,000  a  year,  or   about    10*. 
an  acre  on  planted  land.     With  regard  to 
the  proposal  of  the  ]}on.  Member,   there 
were  only  two  forests  to  which  it  was  ap- 
plicable— Dean    Forest  and   New  Forest. 
The  former  was  a  most  valuable  mineral 
property,   where  the    revenue  was    about 
£11,000  per  annum  and  was  rising  year 
by  year.     The  whole  of  the  New  Forest 
was  subject  to  common  rights,  which  had 
been  ascertained  to  attach  to  upwards  of 
1,000  properties.     With  regard  to  disaf- 
forestation  and  enclosure,  considering  the 
number    of  parties    entitled   to    common 
rights,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Crown  to 
take  any  step  without  their  concurrence. 
Mr.  Peel 


But  if  they  were  desirous  that  the  forests 
should  be  enclosed,  he  was  not  aware  that 
the  Crown  would  offer  any  opposition. 

Mr.  caird  said,  he  waa  rather  sur- 
prised at  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  age  of  the 
forests.     The  Royal  forests  had  been  in 
existence   since  the  days  of  William  the 
Conqueror;  and  for  many  years  past,  down 
to  recent  times,  there  had  been  large  falls 
of  oak  for  the  purposes  of  the  navy.    In 
Nelson's  time  the  New  Forest  was  largely 
used  for  the  growth  of  timber  for  the  BoyiJ 
Navy.     The  question  was  whether  it  was 
right  to  maintain  these  large  tracts  of  land 
for  a  purpose  that  was  no  longer  necessarj. 
There  were  extensive  tracts  of  land  per- 
fectly open,  where  there  was   no  timber 
whatever,  where  the  common  rights  were 
of  extremely  little  value;  and  the  proper 
course  would  be  to  extinguish  those  com- 
mon rights  and  convert  the  land  to  purposes 
beneficial  to  the  Crown,  the  commooers, 
and  the  public.     There  was  a  great  deal  of 
desolate  country  perfectly  capable  of  profit- 
able conversion  into  smiling  fields  and  home- 
steads. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  must  express 
a  hope  that  as  the  House  had  decided  that 
these  rights  should  not  be  sold  the  Com- 
missioners would  not  allow  people  to  steal 
them.  The  last  time  the  question  was  dis- 
cussed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  those  rights  were  of  no  valae, 
and  that  anybody  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
run  away  with  them.  Now,  the  House 
were  trustees  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
and  if  they  did  not  like  to  convert  the  right 
into  money  they  ought  to  keep  other  people 
from  robbery.  It  appeared  that  because  tbe 
Woods  and  Forests  were  stopped  from 
selling,  they  became,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase^ 
''  awkward,"  and  would  not  allow  the  people 
to  enjoy  the  rights  which  they  had  bitb^o 
exercised  in  these  forests. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SUFPLEMENTART  ESTIHATK. 

Class  I,  Vote  27. 

(8.)  £10,000,  Works  at  Landgusrd 
Point. 

Sufplementabt  Estimate. 
Class  I,  Vote  28. 

(9.)  £20,000,  National  Gallery  Enlarge- 
ment. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  that  the  Committee 
would  naturally  expect  from  him  some  ex' 
planation  in  regard  to   this  Vote.    The 
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n*tionaI  eoUeetion  of  pictures  had  increased 
to  such  an  extent  since  tbe  year   1838, 
vhen  tbe   present   National  Gallery  was 
first  used;  that  the  gallery  was  no  longer 
adapted  to  fulfil  tbe  purpose  for  which  it 
was  originally  intended.     Efery  resource 
had  been  adopted  to  enable  the  existing 
boildin^  to  supply  the  space  required  by 
the  public.  As  the  Committee  were  aware, 
tbe  pictures  were  crowded  together  in  such 
a  manner  that  they  were  hung  in  some 
rooms  as  high  as  the  cornice,  which  was 
22ft.  from  the  floor.      Screens  were  also 
placed  on  the  floor  to  receive  the  pictures 
that  could  not  be  hung  on  the  walls,  to 
the  great  ineonTonience   of   the   visitors. 
Yetp  after  all,  a  large  portion  of  the  na- 
tional collection  could  not  be  receiTed  with- 
in tbe  building,  but  received  the  hospitality 
of  South   Kensington,   where   they   were 
exhibited  to  the  public.      The  largo  and 
vselesa  hall  of  the  National  Gallery  had 
been  taken  for  the  purposes  of  exhibition, 
sad  formed  the  only  good  gallery  in  the 
building.     It  was  taken  just  in  time,  when 
the  National  Gallery  ran  the  risk  of  losing 
the   Turner  bequest,  for  the  space  thus 
gained  enabled  the  Trustees  to  fulfil  the 
condition  of  the  donor,  that  his   pictures 
should  all  be  exhibited  in  one  room  called 
the  Turner  Gallery.     Ue  had  given  notice 
to  the    Royal    Academy  that   the  time 
had  eome  for  them  to  surrender  to  tho 
National    Gallery    the   rooms    they    had 
oeeopied    for    so  many   years,  and    the 
Royal    Aeademy  were    now  engaged    in 
eonaldering  the   propriety  of  erecting    a 
new  gallery  for  themselves  on  the  site  of 
Burlington  House.     But  when  the  rooms 
BOW  occupied  by  the  Royal  Academy  were 
added  to  the  National  Gallery  there  would 
idll  be  insufficient  space  for  the  proper  ex- 
hibition and  classification  of  all  the  pictures 
m  the  possession  of  the  Trustees  of  tho 
National   Gallery.     Those  pictures   were 
BOW  750   in   number,   exclusive  of   200 
wtter-colour  drawings  at  South  Kensing- 
ton, and  exclusive  also  of  19,000  Turner 
dntwings,  and  the  building  was  not  suffi- 
cient by  about  one-fifth  for  the  proper  ex- 
hibition and   classification  of  all  the  pic- 
tares.    The  collection  was  increasing  annu- 
ally by  purchase  and  by  gifts,  and  bequests 
of  pictures  would  be  encouraged  by  pro- 
viding a  suitable  place  for  their  exhibition. 
There  were  valuable  original  drawings  in 
^  British  Museum  which  could  not  now 
^  >seo,  and  were  put  away  in  drawers. 
^  these  drawings  oonld  be  exhibited  at 
^^^  National  Gidleryy  near  the  pictures 
^Ueh  they   lUostrated,  great   assistance 


would  be  afforded  to  the  study  of  those 
pictures.  There  were  some  portraits  in 
the  British  Museum,  which  it  was  contem- 
plated to  romovo  to  the  National  Gallery. 
Then  there  were  certain  pictures  at 
Hampton  Court,  which  it  would  bo  de- 
sirable to  exhibit  in  Iiondon.  It  was  ne- 
cessary, moreover,  to  have  a  propor  place 
for  the  exhibition  of  the  portraits  belonging 
to  tho  National  Portrait  Gallery.  These 
would  require  a  building,  and  the  site  of 
the  National  Gallery  would  be  the  proper 
place  for  these  portraits,  even  if  there  were 
no  combination  between  the  two.  galleries, 
and  if  the  National  Portrait  Gallery  should 
remain  under  different  trustees.  It  was 
necessary  that  a  proper  structure  should  he 
raised  for  these  purposes  in  some  part  of 
the  metropolis.  The  present  National  Gal- 
lery was  not  only  inadequate  in  regard  to 
wall  space  for  the  proper  exhibition  of  the 
pictures,  but  also  in  regard  to  floor  space 
for  the  visitors  who  thronged  to  see  them. 
From  the  Return  it  appeared  that  630,000 
persons  visited  the  National  Gallery  last 
year,  and  one  Whit-Monday  there  were 
not  less  than  10,000  persons  in  the  gallery. 
Such  numbers  assembling  in  these  small 
rooms  must  be  inconvenient  to  tbe  public, 
as  well  as  most  prejudicial  to  the  pictures. 
Experiments  upon  the  purity  or  foulness 
of  the  air  in  various  exhibitions  and  places 
of  public  resort  had  been  made,  and  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  the  National  Gallery 
showed  a  greater  degree  of  foulness  in  tho 
atmosphere  than  any  other  place.  This 
was  not  owing  to  any  neglect  of  ventilation, 
but  to  the  crowds  forced  into  these  small 
rooms,  in  which  there  was  not  proper  space 
for  them  to  circulate  freely.  A  building  of 
this  kind  ought  to  be  a  large  and  spacious 
gallery,  where  people  were  not  obliged  to 
jostle  each  other,  but  could  pass  and 
repass  with  the  greatest  ease,  and  con- 
taining benches  upon  which  they  might 
sit  down  and  enjoy  the  pictures  quietly. 
Such  a  building  should  have  sufficient 
entrances,  vestibules,  and  staircases  ;  but 
tho  reverse  of  all  this  characterized 
tho  present  building.  A  National  Gal- 
lery intended  for  the  receptacle  of  these 
choice  specimens  of  art  ought  not  in 
itself  to  violate  the  rules  of  art,  but  in 
its  exterior  as  well  as  its  interior  it  ought 
to  be  an  example  of  architecture.  The  pre- 
sent building  was  designed  by  Mr.  Wil- 
kins,  the  architect,  in  compliance  with  the 
wishes  of  those  who  did  not  desire  the 
edifice  to  overpower  or  obscure  the  portico 
of  St.  Martin's  Church.  The  front  was 
set  back  from  the  pavement|  and  the  several 
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features  were  arranged  bo  that  they  might 
not  interfere  with  the  portico  of  the  church. 
Tho  object  was  undoubtedly  obtained,  for 
if  any  one  stood  near  the  statue  of  George 
III. — that  with  the  pigtail — the  building 
made  an  excellent  vista  and  a  pretty  ap- 
pendage for  the  portico  of  St.  Martin's 
Church.  The  whole  effect  was  undoubtedly 
picturesque  from  this  point,  and  there  was 
variety  of  light  and  shade.  But  the  effect 
was  very  different  when  the  National  Gal- 
lery was  viewed  from  Trafalgar  Square 
and  Charing  Cross,  for  the  edifice  was 
not  suited  to  that  point  of  view.  From 
those  points  it  had  a  low  and  mean  ap- 
pearance,  and  was  deficient  in  harmony 
and  dignity.  It  was  not  high  enough  for 
its  situation  on  that  eminence,  and  was  not 
a  building  which  Mr.  Wilkins  would  have 
desired  to  erect  in  order  to  be  seen  from 
Parliament  Street.  The  first  thing  to  be 
considered  was  the  possibility  of  extending 
the  present  building,  and  of  enlarging  it 
on  a  site  contiguous  to  that  upon  which 
it  was  erected.  Now,  in  the  rear  of  the 
National  Gallery,  between  the  northern 
wall  and  Hemming's  Row,  there  was  about 
an  acre  of  ground  covered  by  the  Work- 
house of  St.  Martin'8-in-the>Fields,  the 
parochial  offices  and  schools.  Archbishop 
Tenison's  School,  and  five  houses  in  St. 
Martin's  Place  and  Castle  Street.  This 
land  it  was  possible  to  acquire.  The 
workhouse  was  not  well  adapted  to  its 
present  purpose.  It  was  in  a  confined 
situation,  and  was  less  healthful  and  con- 
venient than  a  workhouse  was  required  to 
be  for  the  benefit  of  its  inmates,  or 
than  it  would  be  if  it  were  removed 
to  the  suburbs  in  a  fresher  air  and 
where  the  inmates  would  be  better  accom- 
modated. The  Vestry  of  St.  Martin's  did 
not  object  to  their  workhouse  being  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  the  National 
Gallery.  All  that  they  required  was  that 
they  should  be  paid  such  a  sum  of  money 
as  would  enable  them  to  re-build  their 
workhouse  in  some  other  position  not  in 
the  heart  of  tho  town.  They  also  required 
that  there  should  be  built  for  them  within 
the  parish  a  casual  ward  and  the  necessary 
parochial  offices.  The  trul^tees  of  Arch- 
bishop Tenison's  School  were  also  willing 
to  surrender  the  present  buildings  and  the 
site  if  another  school  equally  convenient 
were  erected  for  them.  If  all  these  build- 
ings were  removed,  and  the  site  were 
covered  by  the  enlargement  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery,  the  street  now  leading  to 
these  offices  and  schools — Castle  Street — 
Mr.  Cowper 


would  be  unnecessary,  and   might  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament  be    stopped    up  and 
acquired  for  the  site  of  these  buildings. 
Assuming  that  this  site  could  be  acquired, 
the  next  step  would  appear  to  be  to  prepare 
plans  for  building  upon  it.     It  would  be 
premature,  however,  to  obtain  plans  until 
the  Government  knew  what  was  to  be  the 
site,  and  no  steps  had  yet  been  taken  for 
any    preparation    of   architectural   plans. 
Such  an  extension  would  afford  all  that 
was  necessary  for  present  use.     It  would 
provide  a  building  double  the  size  of  the 
whole  of  the  existing  edifice.      Whatever 
might  be  built  could  be  erected  from  time 
to   time  according  to  the  wants  of  the 
Gallery,  and  it  would  be  a  great  advantage 
thus  to  possess  the  means  of  future  enlarge- 
ment.     Before,   however,    any    additions 
were  built,  a  complete  plan  of  the  whole 
design  ought  to  be  adopted,  bo  that  every 
addition  made  from  time  to  time  would  be 
an  integral  part  of  the  complete  whole. 
He  did  not  think  that  a  plan  for  new  build- 
ings in  the  rear  of  the  National  Gallery 
would  be  complete   unless   it  included  a 
plan  for  the  re-construction  of  the  fa9ade 
of  the  National  Gallery.      The  new  part 
should  be  made    to   harmonize    with  the 
old,  and  it  would  be    impossible    to   ob- 
tain such  a  huilding  as  the  House  would 
desire  should  occupy  so  fine  a  site  without 
a  plan  for  its  greater  or  less  re- construction. 
That  might  be  done  in  several  ways.  They 
might  remove  those  portions  of  the  build- 
ing most  offensive  to  the  eye — the  dome 
and  pinnacles — and  substitute  a  more  ele- 
vated and  dignified  structure  for  the  centre; 
or  they  might  construct  a  building  with  a 
new  fa9ade  along  the  edge  of  the  pavement 
at  the  point  where  Mr.  Wilkins  originally 
drew  the  line  of  his  building.     This  would 
give  thirty  feet  additional  space  between  the 
present  building  and  the  new  front,  or  they 
might  demolish  all  the  existing  building  and 
re-construct  it  on  a  different  plan.     Any 
plan  that  would  make  the  Gallery  worthy 
to  contain   such   a  collection   of   pictures 
opened  a  vista  to  considerable  expense,  baft 
he  believed  the  House   and   the  country 
would  not  wish  that  this  subject  should  bo 
dealt    with  in  a   niggardly  or  pennywise 
spirit.     England  possessed  a  most  admir- 
able collection  of  national   pictures,  and 
the  people  were  deservedly  proud  of  it.  It 
was  very  comprehensive,  and    illustrated 
the  history  of  art  from  the  early  develop* 
ment  of  the  ancient  school,  to  those  modem 
pictures  which  interest  the  general  public. 
It  thus  provided  the  means  of  amusement 
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for  persons  posseBsing  different  tastes,  and 
promoted  the  study  and  caltiration  of 
art.  It  would  be  admitted  that  our 
National  Gallery  ought  to  be  worthy 
of  sueh  a  collection  of  pictures  and 
also  of  the  dignity  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  the  de- 
•irableness  of  enabling  the  pictures  to  be 
leen  at  night,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
necessary  to  hare  proper  regard  in  the 
DOW  building  to  its  space  and  ventilation, 
and  to  make  provision  for  the  introduction 
of  gas  without  injury  to  the  pictures.  The 
estimate  he  laid  upon  the  table  referred  to 
the  portions  of  the  site  corered  by  the  work- 
hoose,  the  parochial  offices  and  schools,  and 
Archbishop  Tenison's  School.  He  was 
enable  to  give  an  accurate  estimate  of  the 
som  which  these  buildings,  &c.,  would 
cost,  as  it  would  be  premature  to  have 
entered  into  negotiations  with  the  yestry 
and  the  trustees  of  Archbishop  Tenison's 
School,  without  the  authority  and  sanction 
of  the  House.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  sum  of  £100,000  would  be  a 
maximum  sum,  beyond  which  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  go.  The  first  step  would 
be  to  make  an  agreement  with  the  vestry 
and  the  trustees  for  the  purchase  of  the 
site.  It  would  not  be  possible  to  conclude 
the  bargain  and  pay  the  value  of  the  land 
St  once,  because  it  would  be  necessary  for 
parochial  purposes,  before  the  vestry  sur- 
rsndered  the  present  buildings,  that  others 
ihonld  be  provided  for  them  elswhere,  to 
which  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse  could 
\%  sent.  A  large  deposit  might,  however, 
be  paid  to  the  vestry  in  the  first  instance 
to  enable  them  to  enter  into  contracts,  &c. 
The  sum  of  £20,000  would  cover  all  that 
could   be  paid  on  the  conclusion  of  the 

y'eement  between  this  and  the  21  st 
March.  No  further  proceedings  would 
be  taken  by  the  Government  except  to 
obtain  a  site,  but  at  some  future  time, 
perhaps  next  year,  an  estimate  of  the 
wildings  for  the  new  site  must  be  brought 
forward,  and  that  would  be  the  time  when 
the  question  of  the  plan  and  extent  would 
he  before  the  House,  and  when  the  Go- 
Vimment  would  state  what  in  their  opi- 
aioD  the  new  design  ought  to  be. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  had  given  no- 
tice of  a  Resolution  on  the  subject  which 
be  did  not  propose  at  present  to  move,  but 
which  he  would  read,  since  it  expressed  the 
opinion  he  held  on  this  subject — 

"  That  the  proient  National  Gallery,  owing  to 
its  arehiteotand  dtibets,  and  to  its  not  being  fire- 
|ioof,  cannot  be  considered  a  fitting  reooptacle 


for  the  national  pictures,  and  does  not  safely  ad- 
mit of  their  exhibition  at  night  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  are  unable  to  visit  them  hj  day ;  that, 
if  the  present  site  is  to  be  retained,  a  fire-proof 
building  should  be  constructed,  capable  and  wor- 
thy in  all  respects  of  containing  the  national  col- 
lection, together  with  such  future  bequests  and 
additions  thereto  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
reasonably  expected ;  and  that  any  money  that 
may  be  required  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  the 
back  of  the  Gallery  should,  if  granted,  be  voted 
on  the  understanding  that  plans  for  its  recon- 
struction shall  be  forthwith  obtained,  by  competi- 
tion or  otherwise,  and  shall  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament early  in  the  ensuing  Session." 

Having,  however,  been  told  that  as  a  mat* 
ter  of  form  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
press  a  Resolution  anticipating  the  labours 
of  the  Committee,  he  should  abstain  from 
doing  BO,  merely  observing  that  the  Reso- 
lution he  had  read  expressed  the  views 
which  he  held  upon  this  question,  and  en- 
tertaining the  hope  that  this  expression  of 
opinion  would  receive  such  sympathy  from 
the  Committee  as  would  induce  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  go  a  little  further  than  he 
had  done  towards  there-construction  of  the 
National  Gallery.  He  thought  that  they 
might  assume  two  things.  The  one  was 
that  the  present  National  Gallery  was  ut- 
terly insufiicient  for  the  exhibition  of  the 
national  pictures.  The  other  was  a  ques- 
tion of  taste,  that  such  a  building  should 
be  erected  as  would  be  benefiting  the  great 
object  to  which  it  was  to  be  dedicated  and 
worthy  of  the  British  nation.  The  present 
building  was  not  fire- proof,  and  was  not  a 
fit  receptacle  for  the  treasures  of  art  which 
constituted  our  national  collection  of  paint- 
ings. Tho  national  jewels  ought  to  be 
lodged  in  a  safe  and  suitable  casket.  The 
subject  had  been  constantly  under  inquiry 
and  discussion,  and  since  1833,  when  it 
was  built,  there  had  been  eight  Committees 
and  eight  Commissions  to  inquire  into 
various  subjects  connected  with  the  edifice 
and  its  contents.  The  Government  had  at 
last  proposed  that  Burlmgton  House  should 
become  the  sight  of  the  new  gallery,  and 
he  had  supported  that  proposal  because  he 
believed  it  would  be  the  cheapest  and  the 
most  convenient  that  could  be  adopted.  It 
would  not  have  necessitated  any  removal 
of  the  pictures  while  the  new  gallery  was 
being  prepared  for  their  reception.  But 
if  tho  present  National  Gallery  were  to  be 
re-constructed  he  feared  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  remove  the  works,  and  that 
they  would  probably  be  removed  to  South 
Kensington,  for  that  was  the  point  to 
which  all  our  art  collections  seemed  by 
some  invincible  force  to  gravitate.    When 


491 


Supply — OvM 


i  COMMONS) 


Service  JSUimaUi. 


492 


Mr.  Cole  paid  bim  a  Tisit  he  implored  him 
not  even  to  wish  for  any  work  of  art  of  his 
(Lord  Eleho's)  to  be  exhibited  at  South 
Kensington.  With  regard  to  economy,  he 
believed  the  re-construction  on  this  new 
site  would  cost  far  more  than  double  that 
which  the  construction  on  the  Burlington 
House  site  would  cost.  The  two  sites  were 
equally  central,  and  therefore  equally  con- 
Tenient.  With  regard  to  the  Royal  Aca- 
demy, the  Royal  Commission  recommended 
that  the  Royal  Academy  should  adopt  cer- 
tain suggestions  farourable  to  other  artists, 
and  by  handing  over  to  them  the  present 
building  better  terms  might  bo  obtained 
from  them  in  the  interest  of  art,  and  they 
might  be  obliged  to  put  up  such  a  hand- 
some front  AS  Parliament  might  order. 
But  the  House  had  decided  that  the  Na- 
tional Gallery  should  remain  where  it  was, 
and  he  looked  upon  that  question  as  set- 
tled. The  only  question  that  remained  to 
be  considered  was  the  best  mode  of  carry- 
ing it  into  effect.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  buy  land  at  the  back  of  the 
National  Gallery,  and  to  erect  upon  that 
•ite  buildings  which  should  form  part  of 
the  new  Gallery.  But  that  would  be,  as  it 
appeared  to  him  (Lord  Elcho),  a  simple 
continuance  of  what  had  been  the  bane 
of  the  present  building — a  system  of  jobr 
bing  and  patchwork,  which  must  be  fatal 
to  the  completion  of  any  great  and  satis- 
factory work.  Those  who  were  liberal  in 
politics  were  also  liberal  in  voting  money 
for  good  purposes,  and  a  well  considered 
plan  would  be  sure  to  meet  with  their  ap- 
proval. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  other  night,  in  speaking  on  a  different 
subject,  laid  great  stress  upon  tho  import- 
ance of  being  able  to  light  those  galleries 
At  night,  so  that  the  industrious  part  of 
the  population  who  were  employed  during 
the  day  might  at  night  haveau  opportunity 
of  enjoying  themselves.  But  as  long  as 
we  had  a  building  which  was  not  fire-proof, 
it  would  not  be  safe  to  light  it  at  night, 
though  the  Royal  Academy  had  ventured 
to  light  their  rooms.  On  all  those  grounds 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  broadest  way,  that 
they  would  invite  the  whole  world,  if  ne- 
cessary, to  send  in  designs  to  be  laid  before 
the  new  Parliament,  where  the  matter 
would  be  settled  in  the  way  which  he  be* 
licved  would  be  the  cheapest  in  the  end, 
and  which  he  was  sure  would  be  the  most 
creditable  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  TITE    said,    he   could    not  help 
fearing  that  the  Government  would  find 


it  very  diffieult  to  obtain  the  land  they 
would  require,  unlesa  they  should  take 
compulsory  powers  for  the  purpose  as 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Law  Courts, 
and  he  would  recommend  them  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  would  give  them 
those  powers.  He  had  no  objection  to 
grant  the  £20,000,  which  was  the  amount 
of  the  Vote;  but  he  should  rather  the 
Government  had  produced  a  plan  for  the 
complete  re-oonstruction  of  the  gallerj, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Foreign  and  India 
Offices,  and  had  stated  what  would  be  the 
total  estimate  of  such  a  work.  Tbe 
£20,000  asked  for  to-night  would  pro- 
bably go  like  the  £10,000,  which  was 
all  that  was  asked  for  at  first  for  Bromptoii, 
and  which  had  now  got  to  £120,000  a 
year.  It  was  quite  idlo  to  think  of  adapt- 
ing the  present  building  to  the  purposes  of 
a  National  Gallery.  They  had  only  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  real  nature  of 
the  undertaking,  and  it  would  then  be 
their  duty  to  set  about  it  in  a  bold  and 
liberal  spirit. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  thai 
this  piecemeal  mode  of  voting  money  awaj 
could  never  prove  satisfactory.  The  pre- 
sent National  Gallery  was  a  building  to  be 
greatly  reprobated.  It  was  aaid  to  occupy 
the  finest  site  in  Europe,  but  it  was  one 
of  the  meanest  and  most  detestable  build- 
ings in  the  world.  The  building  was  low, 
while  what  was  specially  required  was 
height.  Ho  protested  against  resorting  to 
the  mode  of  showing  pictures  by  means  of 
skylights.  As  to  the  remedy,  they  might 
add  a  storey  to  the  National  Gallery, 
which  would  improve  its  appearance  and 
give  room  for  the  Royal  Academy,  but  be 
thought  the  best  way  would  be  to  poll 
down  the  building  altogether.  He  was 
sure  the  House  would  vote  the  aum  neeea- 
sary  for  a  new  one.  Why  had  they  not  a 
building  like  the  Louvre  ?  He  begged  to 
express  his  disapproval  of  the  proposition 
to  pull  down  Burlington  House,  which  was 
one  of  the  finest  pieces  of  architecture  in 
London,  and  he  did  not  think  anything 
half  so  good  was  likely  to  be  erected  in  its 
place.  He  had  no  confidence  in  the  ar- 
chitects of  the  present  day,  who  had  never 
yet  erected  a  fine  building. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  entirely  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  if  anything  was  to  be 
done  with  the  National  Gallery  it  ought  to 
be  pulled  down  altogether.  After  bis  right 
hon.  Friend's  condemnation  of  the  original 
entrance  hall  of  that  building,  which  waa 
the  only  good  thing  about  it,  and  bis 
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admiration  of  the  little  miserable  rooms 
irhioh  bad  been  built  at  the  back  of  it,  he 
could  repose  no  confidence  in  his  taste; 
and,  therefore,  before  he  began  any  of 
these  works,  he  should  like  to  knoir  ex- 
actly what  he  was  going  to  do.  As  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
was  about  to  put  a  new  face  upon  the 
National  Gallery,  but  putting  a  new  face 
upon  a  man  did  not  alter  his  inside,  nor 
did  it  produce  any  greater  change  in  a 
building.  Although  a  new  face  might  be 
put  upon  the  National  Gallery,  the  old 
miserable  rooms  would  remain  within,  and 
erery  disgrace  and  inconyenience  which 
attached  to  the  building  would  be  per- 
petuated. It  was  premature  to  ask 
for  this  sum  of  money  until  the  House 
was  informed  what  was  to  be  done  with 
the  existing  building,  and  he  should  re- 
fuse to  support  a  grant  for  such  patch« 
work  proceedings.  He  agreed  with  the 
bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Dondalk 
(Sir  George  Bowyer)  in  protesting  against 
the  destruction  of  Burlington  House. 
If  the  site  was  to  remain  as  an  "open 
Bpace,"  about  which  there  had  been  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  lately,  it  might 
be  very  well ;  but  the  probability  was 
that  if  another  building  was  erected  in 
place  of  that  which  now  cOYCred  the 
ground  it  would  prove  to  be  an  eyesore. 
If  Burlington  House,  which  was  a  very 
handsome  building,  were  pulled  down, 
what  was  to  be  put  up  in  its  place  ?  He 
was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  present 
Vote  without  a  full  explanation  being 
giyen  of  what  was  intended  to  be  done. 

Mr.  HBNRT  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
the  nation  now  possessed  a  remarkably 
fine  collection  of  pictures  which  was  in- 
creasing in  yalue  daily,  and  last  year  the 
House  decided  that  the  site  of  the  building 
for  them  should  be  Trafalgar  Square.  He 
was  surprised,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  haye  allowed  the  Session 
to  pass  oyer  without  bringing  in  a  Bill  for 
compulsorily  obtaining  ground  for  the  build- 
ings which  Parliament  determined  should  be 
erected  there.  The  arrangement  proposed 
was  different  to  what  any  railway  company 
would  haye  asked  Parliament  to  grant  them. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
leaye  standing  behind  the  National  Gallefy 
the  baths  and  washhouses,  which  ought 
neyer  to  haye  been  erected  there,  and 
which  were  most  injurious  to  the  national 
collection  ?  He  considered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  plan  yery  inadequate,  but  he 
wodd  yote  for  it,  because  he  looked  upon 


this  demand  for  £20,000  as  a  pledge  that 
something  would  be  erected  worthy  of  the 
nation.  The  Goyernment  of  the  day  was 
to  blame  for  beginning  the  building  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  It  was  an  express  stipu- 
lation that  the  Royal  Academy  should  only 
be  located  in  the  building  of  the  National 
Gallery  while  the  apartments  were  not 
wanted  for  the  national  collection,  and  he 
had  frequently  asked  why  the  Government 
did  not  call  on  the  Royal  Academy  to  give 
up  their  apartments.  He  trusted  that  when 
the  new  Parliament  met  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  prepared  with  plans 
for  all  the  space  behind  the  National  Gal- 
lery, for  a  building  worthy  of  the  splendid 
national  collection  of  pictures,  and  also  for 
proper  approaches  to  it^ 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  had  always 
contended  that  the  pictures  at  Kensington, 
the  drawings  of  the  great  masters  at  the 
British  Museum,  and  the  pictures  in  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery  should  be  placed 
in  the  National  Gallery,  and  he  was  happy 
to  say  that  this  principle  had  been  conceded 
by  thje  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  For  these 
pictures  2,200  linear  feet  would  be  neces- 
sary,  but  in  the  present  gallery  there  were 
only  1,500  feet.  It  was  now  promised 
that  before  anything  was  done  a  complete 
and  comprehensive  plan  should  be  exhibited 
to  the  House  ;  and  he  trusted  that  such 
would  be  the  casd.  The  piece  of  ground 
at  present  proposed  to  be  taken  wonld  form 
part  of  what  might  afterwards  be  converted 
into  a  quadrangle  by  the  purchase  of  the 
site  of  the  barracks  ;  but  he  believed  that 
to  the  proposition  to  take  the  barracks 
there  was  some  military  objection  which  he 
could  not  understand.  He  hoped  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  make  it  a  sine  qud 
fion  that  the  new  gallery  should  be  built 
de  novo,  and  that  nothing  should  be  taken 
from  the  present  structure.  No  patch- 
work whatever  could  convert  the  present 
Gallery  into  a  creditable  building  worthy 
of  the  treasures  it  was  to  contain.  The 
bequest  of  Turner  alone  had  been  valued 
at  £400,000,  and  having  such  treasures 
of  art,  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament^  to 
provide  a  structure  to  contain  them  which 
should  be  a  credit  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  had  heard  of 
no  proposal  to  pull  down  Burlington 
House,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  was  prema- 
ture in  his  alarm.  There  was  a  proposal 
to  build  on  the  front  of  the  courtyard, 
but  that  would  leave  Burlington  House 
on  one  aide  of  a  quadrangloi  and  be  the 
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BubBtitution  of  a  building  for  a  dead  wall. 
With  regard  to  the  National  Gallery,  the 
hall  had  been  uselesB  for  the  purpose  of 
exhibiting  pictures,  while  the  alterations 
made  there  had  converted  it  into  the  only 
good  gallery — seventy-one  feet  in  length 
— to  be  found  in  the  whole  building.  In 
the  hands  of  a  skilful  architect  that  gal- 
lery would  be  turned  to  account  and  would 
be  of  use  in  constructing  a  new  building.  It 
would  be  a  clumsy  thing  to  pull  down  the 
present  Gallery  entirely  ;  a  good  architect 
would  leave  great  part  of  it  standing,  but 
transform  it  by  additions  into  all  that  was 
desired.  There  might  be  a  new  fa<;ade, 
and  a  new  building  might  be  attached  to 
the  old  building,  which  might  be  so  altered 
and  re-constructed  that  you  would  not  know 
it  again.  With  regard  to  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place,  ho  was  glad  to  see 
a  different,  and,  as  he  thought,  a  wiser 
tone  than  in  the  debate  of  last  year.  It 
was  true  the  Government  had  not  got  the 
most  economical  plan,  but  by  reconstruct- 
ing the  present  building  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  by  the  proposed  eitensions 
behind,  they  would,  if  successful  in  the 
architect  they  employed,  secure  a  noble 
building,  worthy  of  the  treasures  it  was  to 
oontain.  The  Vote  now  before  the  House 
had  no  bearing  whatever  upon  the  building 
or  the  plan  ;  it  was  therefore  not  a  fair 
representation  to  speak  of  it  as  a  piece- 
meal affair  ;  it  was  confined  to  the  preli- 
minary step — the  purchase  of  the  site. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  desired  that 
there  should  be  a  clear  understanding  as 
to  what  it  was  proposed  to  do.  Was  it 
proposed  to  lay  before  Parliament  next 
Session  a  plan  or  plans  for  the  reconstruct- 
tion  of  the  old  National  Gallery  ? 

Mr.  GOWPER  said,  that  when  the 
agreement  had  been  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  site,  the  next  step  would  be 
to  bring  before  the  House  an  estimate  for 
whatever  was  to  be  erected  upon  that  site. 
That  would  be  the  time  to  mention  the 
plan.  He  would  rather  not  give  any 
pledge  on  these  points,  because  the 
proper  time  to  enter  into  the  discussion 
of  the  plan  was  when  the  estimate  was 
proposed  for  the  building.  At  present  the 
House  was  asked  to  decide  whether  the 
enlargement  was  to  be  at  Trafalgar  Square. 
If  not,  were  they  of  opinion  it  should  be  at 
Burlington  House  ?  When  that  point  was 
decided,  then  would  come  the  estimate  and 
the  p^n  for  the  building  to  be  erected 
there ;  and  he  had  also  stated  that  that 
plan  would  be  made  harmonious  with  the 

Jfr.  Ooufper 


existing  building,  and  would  be  treated, 
not  piecemeal,  but  as  a  compreheiuire 
measure. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  it 
was  impossible  to  decide  such  a  point  nntil 
the  plan  was  before  the  House.  The  first 
thing  was  to  know  what  the  Government 
meant  to  erect. 

Mr.  cox  said,  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther, if  hon.  Members  voted  now  agsinBt 
the  £20,000,  it  would  be  supposed  thej 
were  voting  in  favour  of  the  removsl  of 
the  National  Gallery  to  Burlington  House! 

Mr.  COWPER:  It  has  been  decided 
that  there  is  to  be  an  enlargement  of  the 
old  building  or  the  erection  of  a  new  one 
for  the  National  Gallery,  and  as  only  two 
sites  have  ever  been  mentioned,  I  presume 
those  who  do  not  wish  to  have  it  at  Tra- 
falgar Square  are  for  Burlington  House. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cox)  is  for  no 
enlargement  of  the  old,  and  for  no  uew 
building  at  all,  he  will  vote  against  any 
grant  whatever. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  did  not  want  to 
destroy  the  harmony  of  the  evening  ;  but 
he  should  be  extremely  sorry  if  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  any  vote  which  pledged 
Parliament  to  the  erection  of  a  new  Na- 
tional Gallery  "  in  harmony  with  the  old 
one.''  It  would  be  a  dead  failure,  cost  a 
great  deal,  and  satisfy  no  one. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  this 
discussion  wholly  unnecessary  ;  it  appeared 
to  be  carried  on  chiefly  by  Gentlemen  who 
last  year  wished  to  remove  the  National 
Gallery  from  its  present  site,  and  being 
then  defeated  were  now  striving  to  hinder 
anything  being  done  to  improve  the  pre- 
sent building.  The  Government  only  asked 
now  for  the  means  to  purchase  land  adja- 
cent to  the  Trafalgar  Square  site,  and  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
it  should  be  used,  whether  for  a  new  design 
or  for  a  modification  of  the  present  one. 
That  was  left  a  purely  open  question.  He 
thought  it  fair  to  give  the  Grovemment  a 
Vote  on  Account,  and  enable  them  to  get 
the  land  by  agreement,  if  possible.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  said  that  the  first 
thing  must  be  the  destruction  of  the  pre- 
sent Gallery,  and  that  then  you  must  ran 
about  to  find  a  place  for  the  pictures.  Bat 
what  would  be  done  would  no  doubt  be 
first  to  erect  all  the  rest  of  the  quadrangle 
except  the  front,  and  lastly  to  pull  down 
the  Gallery  which  was  now  being  used.  At 
present,  however,  there  was  no  plan  before 
the  House,  so  that  there  was  no  occasion  to 
discuss  these  difficulties.     Why  the  noble 
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Lord  (Lord  Eloho)  introduoed  a  queBtton 
that  could  not  arise  for  fiye  or  ten  years  to 
come  he  could  not  conceive. 

Lord  ELGHO  said,  be  regretted  the 
defeat  of  last  year,  but  he  accepted  that 
defeat ;  and  all  be  wanted  to  do  noir  was 
to  stop  this  jobbing,  patchwork  system. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cowper)  proposed  was  simply  to  continue 
the  patchwork.  ["  No,  no  !  "1  He  (Lord 
Elcho)  said  "  Tes,  yes !  "  He  was  about 
to  buy  a  piece  of  land  behind  the  National 
Gallery  to  erect  a  building  **  in  harmony 
witb  the  existing  building,"  and  then  at 
some  other  time — the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  said  ^ve  or  ten  years — do  some- 
thing else  with  the  present  building.  He 
was  quite  willing  to  vote  the  money  now 
asked  for  on  the  understanding  that  the 
Government  would  undertake  next  Session 
to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  large 
and  comprehensive  scheme  for  a  new  Gal- 
lery which  should  be  worthy  of  the  nation. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
had  been  much  alarmed  by  an  expression 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— namely,  that  a  new  building  was  to  be 
erected  'Mn  harmony  with  the  old  one." 
That  was  exactly  what  the  House  did  not 
want  to  see,  and  he,  for  one,  hoped  there 
would  be  no  harmony  whatever  between 
the  old  and  the  new,  but  a  complete  design 
made  with  reference  to  the  site  and  to  the 
objects  for  which  the  building  was  re- 
quired. This,  however,  was  not  now  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  they  would 
have  ample  opportunity  hereafter  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  any  plan  which  was, 
objectionable.  The  present  discussion  was 
in  substance,  a  renewal  of  the  discussion 
of  last  year  between  the  National  Gallery 
on  the  one  hand  and  Burlington  House  on 
the  other.  He  very  much  preferred  the 
site  of    the  National    Gallery,   and    was 

J|uite  prepared  to  give  his  vote  now  in 
avour  of  the  proposal  to  intrust  the  Go* 
Ternment  with  this  money  for  the  purchase 
of  the  land,  which  was  indispensable  for 
the  erection  of  a  proper  building  on  the 
present  site.  He  should  support  the  vote 
with  the  understanding  that  there  would 
be  as  little  harmony  as  possible  between 
the  old  building  and  the  new  one,  what- 
ever it  might  be. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he 
was  glad  that  Government  had  no  inten- 
tion of  pulling  down  Burlington  House. 
He  was  afraid  that  in  course  of  time  this 
fine  building  would  be  surrounded  by  build- 
ings which  would  be  a  disgrace  to  it,  but 


he  hoped  the  words  of  Pope,  in  his  ad- 
dress to  Lord  Burlington,  would  not  be  for- 
gotten.   Those  words  were — 

**  You,  too,  proceed !  make  falling  arts  your  care, 
Erect  new  wonders  and  the  old  repair ; 
Jones  and  Palladio  to  themselves  restore, 
And  be  whate'er  Vitravioa  was  before." 

Mr.  tits  said,  that  what  was  wanted 
was  for  the  House  to  have  the  plan  of  the 
building  first  and  the  site  could  be  chosen 
afterwards.  He  meant  that  the  two  things 
should  go  together.  They  might  take 
steps  to  obtain  the  site,  but  at  the  same 
time  pains  should  be  taken  to  instruct  the 
House  as  to  the  sort  of  building  to  be 
placed  upon  it.  When  compulsory  powers 
were  applied  for  to  enable  €he  Government 
to  obtain  the  land  behind  the  National 
Gallery,  the  architect  should  be  prepared 
witb  designs  of  the  building  to  be  erected 
upon  the  site.  He  thought  they  had  waited 
long  enough  for  the  building,  and  that 
there  was  no  occasion  to  wait  ten  years 
more.  If  £20,000  would  faciliato  in  any 
manner  the  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  important  work  he  should 
support  the  vote. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  was  willing  to 
vote  the  £20,000,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cowper)  had  used  lan- 
guage in  his  closing  speech  which  seemed 
to  commit  the  House  to  some  sort  of 
scheme  which  he  had  in  his  head  as  to 
the  future  building.  That  was  not  fair 
to  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  said  that  when  the  Esti^ 
mates  were  laid  on  the  table  there  would 
be  plans  which  would  present  the  old 
building  in  a  shape  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not  know  it.  He  did  not  want 
the  House  to  be  pledged  to  any  trans- 
mogrification of  that  kind.  There  could 
be  no  harm  in  voting  this  £20,000,  if  it 
was  laid  out  in  land,  which  would  be  always 
worth  its  money  ;  but  he  strongly  protested 
against  being  committed  to  any  cut  and 
dried  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

SUFFLEHENTART   ESTDfATES. 

(10.)  £700,000,  New  Courts  of  Justice 
and  Offices. 

Navy— No.  18. 

(11.)  £63,915,  Greenwich  Hospital. 
House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Tihfnorrowt 
at  Twelve  of  the  dock. 
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in  the  gnat  of  pennon,  u  to  the  Con- 

aBKK™CHHOSP,TALBILWB»a„0  ir'T'L^'-W^T  «" 

OOKBIDBIUTIOH.  cIbdw  13    from   h»Ting   n   retroBpeetire 

Bill,  ai  amended,  eonndartd.  effect  in   respect    of  the  ■nperannnfttioQ 

Uk.    CHILDGRS    uid,    he    hsd    mn  ftllowaoce,  he  wets  now  about  to  propoM 

Amendment    to   propoaa    in    ClauiB    13,  certain  verbal  Amendments.     The  oIum 

which    he    believed    took    precedence   of  provided — 

the    Amendment  of   the    right    ho"-   »»-         -That  if  «.,   CoB.n>i»iowr   or   wr  o(B«r 

ronet  (Sir    John  Pakmgton).       In    1862  ^ho  i,  remoTed  from   offloo  u   aroresaid  ii  ti 

Sir    Richard    Bromlej,    now    one  of   the  tfaa   eommenoement  of   thii   kat  in   rM«ip(  of 

Commissioners    of    Qreenwich     Hospital,  ""T  tDpermnauation  sUovRDoe  in  rsspeot  of  tnj 

held  the  office  of  Accountant  General  of  J?™''  TP'^'^'^vl  *"  .^,1,"7"  "7'"  "!  "" 

it.  M.-„     _:.i.    .    ..u„  «f     Jfi  nnn    .  Crown,  ha  «li»ll  be  entitled  to  oontioos  to  le- 

the  Nary,    with    a    salary  of    £1,000    a  ^^i,^_  -^  ^d^y^.^  jo  such  .nnnitj  «  afore«id, 

year,  and    an  allowance  of  £300  a  year  the  amoantof  >upo™nna*tioii  allowanoe  of*hid 

for  a  house,   making   £1,300.       He  also  be  ia  at  theoominenoementofthui  Act  in  ivMipt, 

held  the   important  office   of  Auditor  of  "^  ■">  more." 

Prise  Acconnte,   with  a  salary  of   £300  _  ,  ,    ,  ...  ,    ... 

>  year,  which  brought  his  officUl  income  ^«  pwpMod  to  Iwvo  out  the  words  "m 

np  to  £1,600.     His  health   having  bo-  ""f'P'-  ,."''«"  '*  ^?*  occurred,  and  ui- 

cime   somewhat    impaired   from    the   la-  wrt  ■■  entitled  to  receive  m  addition  to  i^ 

hours  of  his   office  in  which  he  had  eon-  "'"?  "{}"''  f.^f.^'     ^  '^*"  ""?  '^?  '"^ 


ducted  himself  to  the  satisfaction  of  i 


'   after  "allowance,"  andinthelut 


who    had    been   officially  oonnected    with  PV'  ?/  "*?.  ■='"""  *"»  leave  out 

him.  in   the  early  part  of  1863  he  ao-  "'?'■    "^  >"""■'     "o  entitled  to  reeeive. 

oepted    the    offici   S^  Commiseioner    of  So  that  whatever  amount  of  euperwiinii- 

Grecnwioh  Hospital,  at  a  salary  of  £600  tion  allowance.  Sir  Richard  Bromley  «« 

a    year,    with     allowance,     of    different  oftitled  to   in   addition  to    Ae   ComBuju 

kina.,  amounting  to  something  more  than  "onersh.p  of  Greenwich  Hospital  ho  wodd 

£200  a  year.     On  his  thu.  T.oating  the  "."'^ ''«  ^t'tl^^'o  receive  after  the  vm.- 

office  of  Accountant  General  of  the  Navy  \'^°f  '*■;'  "    "^i        f  ^?''^  *°  """ 

he    received  a  special    retiring  allowance  ""'  ^"^  "'  *"«  Amendment., 
of  £1,000  a  year,  being  about  £300  a       Amendment  agreed   to,   as  were  also 

year  more  than  he  was  strictly   entitled  the  two   other   Amendments  which  were 

to,  and  It  wB.  deoUred  that  the  Commia-  gubsequently  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 

uonerahip  of  Greenwich  Hospital  must  be  tieman. 
treated    a.    a    public    office    within    the 

meaning  of  the  Act.     His  salary  a.  Com-       Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  Mud,  he  roM 

tnisaioner,  with  hi.  auperannuation  allow-  to  more  that  the  clause  be  struck  out,  and 

ance,  amounted  accordingly  to  £1,300  a  submitted  the t  the  Trea.nry  bad  deprived 

year,  and    he  still  continued  by  leave  of  Sir  Richard    Bromley — a  mo.t   able  and 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  enjoy  distinguished    publie   servant — of  £333  a 

the  emolument  of  £300  a   year  a.    Au-  year,  to  which  he  had  an  absolute  legal 

ditor  of    Prize    Accounts.      Under    ihl.  claim.     He  asked  the  opinion  of  the  At- 

Bill  it  was   proposed   that   the    Commis-  torney  General  as  to  whether  thii  was  not 

.ionership    should    cea.e,    and    the  effect  so.    He  could  not  help  remarking  nponthe 

would  be,   as  the  clause   stood,  that  Sir  estraordinary  and  nneipected  conrae  which 

Richard    Bromley  would  continue  to  re-  the  ben.    Gentleman  (Mr.   Childer.)  had 

ceive  £1,600  a  year  bo  long  as  he  held  just  taken.     He  was  sorry  to  aee  that  th« 

his  office  of   auditor  of   Prize  Accounts.  Government  had  inserted  in  a  Bill  placed 

That  appeared  to  the  Government  to  be  a  before  that  House  a  clause  which  he  coaM 

fair  arrangement;  but  it  had  been  stated  dcMrihe   in    no   other   terms  tbaa    as  . 

that  he  was   entitled    to   receive  more —  shameful  clause.     The  Bill  wa.  introductd 

namely,  £715  in  respect    of  his   former  many  weeks  ago,  and  the  omi.Bion  of  thit 

appointment  of  Accountant  General,  and  clause  was  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 

£800  in  retpect  of  the  Commissionerihip,  Finsbury   (Sir  Morion    Peto).     The  Go- 

or  between  £1,500  or  £1,600  a  year,  be-  vernment  resisted    the  Motion,    and   had 

tides  hia  snlary  of  £300  a  year  as  Auditor  persistently  adhered  to  the  clause.     The 

of  Prize  Money,     This  idea  was  founded  clause  in  the  Bill,  a.  it  origioatty  stood, 

on  a  Bupposod  illegality  in  the  condition,  had  for  its  object  to  debar  »  mwttotiou 
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•ad  distiDi^ished  piiblio  Berruit  from  seek- 
nig  a  remedy  in  the  Coarts  of  Law.  The 
CkTeroment  mast  have  introdaced  this 
ebMite  under  an  erroneous  impression,  for 
the  House  would  not  have  tolerated  such 
treatment  of  any  subject  of  Her  Majesty. 
HoweTer»  thehon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ghil- 
ders)  had  seen  right  to  change  his  course, 
and  this  change  must  be  attributed  to  a 
eooTersation  which  he  (Sir  John  Paking- 
ton)  bad  with  the  Attorney  General  on 
Thuraday  last.  He  felt  so  clearly  the  na- 
Urb  and  mischief  of  the  clause  that  he 
drew  the  attention  of  the  Attorney  General 
lo  itt  and  asked  him  if  he  were  conversant 
with  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  he  could 
not  belicTe  the  House  would  tolerate  such 
an  injustice  as  was  sought  to  be  effected 
by  this  clause.  After  this  conrersation 
the  clause  which  had  stood  for  weeks  in 
the  unjust  shape  was  changed  so  as  to 
leave  Sir  Richard  Bromley  open  to  sue  the 
Oofemment  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  It  was 
efident  that  the  Attorney  General  saw  the 
mreasonableness  of  the  original  clause. 
But  the  House  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
of  the  nature  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley's 
eaae.  A  Minute  of  the  Treasury  was 
pasted  in  1854  by  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time  when  Sir 
Biehard  Bromley  was  appointed  to  the 
office  of  Accountant  General  of  the  Navy, 
m  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ChaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer  recognized 
the  services  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley  during 
the  Irish  famine,  and  mentioned  eleven  in- 
staneea  in  which  that  gentleman  had  per- 
iNioed  essential  service  to  the  country, 
a|Mrt  from  his  official  duties,  and  gratui- 
teosly.  The  Minute  went  on  to  say  that 
tfaoie  senriees  ought  to  establish  his  claim 
te  a  special  reward,  and  ought  to  be  taken 
iato  eonsideration  when  the  amount  of  his 
Mtiring  allowance  came  to  be  settled.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  in  1858  found  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  as  Accountant  General 
ef  the  Navy,  and  about  this  time  his  hoalth 
gave  way,  and  it  became  so  impaired  that 
il  was  necessary  to  give  him  a  long  leave 
of  absence.  On  that  occasion  a  Minute 
was  drawn  up  at  the  Admiralty  in  which 
he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  thought  it  due 
to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  to  express  his 
■ense  of  the  manner  in  which  this  able 
officer  had  discharged  his  duties,  and  that 
i«eh  a  series  of  special  services  established 
a  elaim  to  special  acknowledgment  and  re- 
ward and  the  highest  superannuation  al- 
lowanee  consistent  with  the  existing  regu- 
hitioB».     Sir  Ridiard  Bromley  was  then 


allowed  a  long  leaye  of  absence,  and  his 
health  was  restored  ;  he  returned  to  his 
duties  and  continued  to  act  for  two  or 
three  years  as  Accountant  General  until 
his  health  again  broke  down  from  the  mul- 
tifarious duties  which  for  a  long  series 
of  years  he  had  performed.  In  1862 
he  asked  the  Duke  of  Somerset  to  in- 
crease his  salary  by  JS500  a  year  for 
additional  duties  placed  upon  him,  and 
the  Duke  of  Somerset  replied  that  he 
wished  him  to  go  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
with  a  view  to  reform  it,  and  that  this  would 
be  his  reward.  In  October,  1862,  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  expressed  to  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  that  if  it  was  his  Grace's  pleasure 
to  appoint  him  a  Civil  Commissioner  of  the 
Hospital  he  should  be  happy  to  accept  it, 
as  he  could  hold  it  with  his  pension.  In 
December,  1862,  Mr.  Whitbread,  the  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  by  the  direction  of  the 
Duke  of  Somerset,  again  asked  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  if  he  would  go  to  Greenwich 
Hospital,  and  Sir  Richard  Bromley,  on 
the  9th  December,  replied  that  he  was 
willing,  as  he  felt  the  work  of  his  present 
office  too  harrassing  to  go  on  with  after 
thirty-three  years  of  service,  and  he  could 
hold  the  Commissionership,  with  his  pen- 
sion, as  others  had  done.  In  this  he 
alluded  to  Lord  Auckland  and  Sir  Thomas 
Thompson,  both  of  whom  held  the  office 
with  an  untouched  pension.  In  February, 
1863,  Captain  Drunimond  and  Lord  Cla- 
rence Paget  spoke  to  him  on  the  subject, 
and  on  the  19th  of  March,  Captain  Ryder, 
the  Private  Secretary  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset,  wrote  that  he  was  directed  to 
inform  him  that  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the 
Queen  to  approve  of  his  being  appointed 
to  a  Commissionership  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital. Thus  this  office  was  offered  to  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  without  conditions,  and 
was  accepted  by  him  on  the  principle  that 
he  was  entitled  to  hold  his  full  pension. 
In  April,  1863,  Sir  Richard  Bromley  wrote 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  resign- 
ing his  office  of  Accountant  General,  ap- 
plying for  his  pension  to  be  granted  him, 
and  the  Board  of  Admiralty  passed  a 
Minute  recommending  his  pension  to  be 
fixed  at  the  largest  amount  oonsistent 
with  the  law,  which  would  be  £1,300  a 
year.  At  the  moment  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty recommended  the  highest  amount 
of  pension  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  he  was 
in  possession  of  his  appointment  at  Green- 
wich Hospital.  In  their  Minute  of  July, 
1863,  the  Treasury  said  that  under  tho 
Superannuation  Act  he  was  entitled  to 
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£715  a  year,  bat  added  that  with  a  riew 
to  mark  the  sense  entertained  of  Sir 
Bichard  Bromley's  eminent  and  special 
serrices,  and  with  the  understanding  that 
the  Superannuation  Act  applied  to  his 
appointment  in  Greenwich  Hospital,  his 
allowance  would  be  fixed  at  £1,000  per 
annum.  Now,  was  Greenwich  Hospital 
under  the  Superannuation  Act  ?  He  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  did  not  think  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Treasury  Bench  would  say  it 
was.  The  Government  had  unjustly  and 
illegally  endeavoured  to  orerride  the  Act 
of  Parliament  by  introducing  a  condition 
of  this  kind,  and  to  set  up  their  own  de- 
oision  in  opposition  to  the  Superannuation 
Act.  Professing  to  give  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  £1,000  a  year  they  had  prac- 
tically reduced  his  pension  to  £481,  al- 
though he  had  a  positive  legal  right  under 
the  Superannuation  Act  to  £715  a  year. 
He  admitted  that  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had 
no  absolute  right  to  the  £1,000  promised 
him,  and  that  to  give  him  that  sum  would 
be  an  act  of  grace  and  favour  on  the  part 
of  the  Treasury  for  which  he  would  be 
grateful ;  but  if  he  applied  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  for  a  mandamtis  the 
Treasury  might  be  compelled  to  pay  him 
the  £715  a  year,  to  which  he  was  en- 
titled under  the  Superannuation  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
consented  to  alter  the  clause  so  as  no 
longer  to  preclude  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
from  asserting  his  right  in  a  court  of  law  ; 
and  he  therefore  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  the  House,  whether  it 
was  not  better  that  a  claim  of  that  kind, 
on  the  part  of  a  distinguished  public  servant, 
should  be  met  by  the  generosity  and  good 
feeling  of  the  Government  rather  than  that 
be  should  be  driven  to  establish  it  against 
them  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  The  clause 
applied  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  and  to 
him  only,  and  its  sole  effect  had  been  to 
keep  him  out  of  a  court  of  law.  The 
words  having  that  effect  being,  however, 
now  abandoned,  he  asked  what  was  the 
object  of  retaining  the  clause  at  all  ?  He 
hoped  the  House  would  support  him  in 
his  endeavour  to  have  the  clause  struck 
out  altogether,  as  a  record  against  an 
attempt  to  deprive  a  distinguished  officer 
of  his  rights.  He  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  clause. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  object 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pa- 
kington) could  have  in  objecting  to  a  clause 
which  he  himself  acknowledged  afforded 
Sir  John  Pakingtm 


sufficient  security  for  perfect  justice  being 
done  to  the  gentleman  whose  name  be  had 
mentioned.     It  was  not  at  any  time  the 
intention  of  the   Government  to  interfere 
with  any  legal   right  which   Sir  Ricbsrd 
Bromley  might  be  able  to  establish,  and 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  original  words 
of  the  clause  would  have  been  constmed 
in  a  court  as  having  that  effect ;  but  the 
moment  they  found  that  those  words  were 
thought  to  be  in  the  least  degree  ambigo- 
ous  they  had  endeavoured  to  amend  them, 
so  as  to  obviate  the  possibility  of  any  such 
construction  being  put  upon  them,  and  to 
leave  Sir  Richard   Bromley  with  all  his 
legal  rights  entirely  untouched.     If  thtt 
gentleman  was  able  to  satisfy  the  Govern* 
ment  that  he  had  the  rights  which  he 
claimed  without  having  recourse  to  a  Court 
of  Law,  they  would  admit  them  ;  but  if 
he  was  unable  to  satisfy  them  on  that  point, 
or  to  establish  his  claim  in  a  Court  of  Lav, 
surely  the  House  would  not  go  out  of  its 
way  to  give  him  that  to  which,  upon  that 
hypothesis,  he  was   not  legally   entitled. 
The  whole  circumstances  of  the  arrange- 
ment had  not,  he  believed,  been  fully  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  far  as  his 
(the  Attorney  General's)  information  went, 
he  believed  that  the  arrangement  for  giving 
the  appointment  of  Greenwich   Hospital, 
and  the  pension,  were  parts  of  the  same 
transaction.     With  regard  to  the  question 
of  law,  having  done  his  best  to  make  him- 
self master  of  it,  he  must  say  he  thought 
that  question  was  by  no  means  bo  clear  as 
it  appeared  to  be  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  opposite.     Putting  aside  all  questions 
of  form,   the   question   was   whether  the 
Commissionership  of  Greenwich   Hospital 
was  an  office  in  a  Public  Department  within 
the  meaning  of  the  20th  section  of  the 
Superannuation  Act.     He  had  looked  into 
that  Act,  but  did  not  feel  competent,  with- 
out further  consideration,  to  pronounce  a 
decided  opinion.     If  he  looked  at  the  list 
of  Public  Departments  mentioned  in  the 
Act,  he  agreed  that  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  not  one  of  those  Public  Departments, 
but  it  would  be  erroneous  to  decide  upon 
the  meaning  of  the  words   '*  public   de- 
partment "  with  reference  to  that  clause 
only.     No  doubt  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
not  mentioned  in  the  Act.     No  doubt  the 
14th  section  said  that  superannuation  al- 
lowances were  to  extend  to  all  civil  offices 
and  Departments  of  State  set  forth  and 
enumerated  in  the  schedule.     But  it  did 
not  stop  there,  for  the  same  section  gave 
power    to    the    Lords  of   the   Treasury 
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to  add  to  the  list  of  Departments  any 
others  which  then  existed  or  should  there- 
after exist,  and  to  place  them  under  the 
prorisions  of  the  Act.  Therefore,  those 
enumerated  in  the  Act  did  not  exhaust 
the  list  of  Pohlio  Departments.  The 
qaestion  required  examination  whether 
Greenwich  Hospital  had  or  had  not  been 
treated  as  a  Poblio  Department.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  decidedly  whether  the 
Commissionership  of  Greenirich  Hospital 
had  been  treated  as  a  public  office.  Seeing 
that  the  payment  on  account  of  the  office 
was  Dot  voted  by  Parliament,  nor  did  it 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  he 
thought  those  were,  at  first  sight,  argu- 
ments in  farour  of  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  did  not  think 
that  these  arguments  were  of  necessity 
conclasiTe,  and  the  House  would  be  ill-ad- 
vised if  it  were  to  come  to  a  rote  upon 
an  assumption  of  the  question  when  the 
rights  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had  been 
strictly  preserved  to  him  by  the  clause  in 
the  Bill. 

Sib  FITZROT  KELLY  said,  he  was 
sure  that  the  Government  had  acted  under 
some  misapprehension  in  this  matter.  He 
agreed  that  they  ought  not  there  to  discuss 
a  qaestion  of  law  ;  but  he  was  also  sure 
that  when  the  hon.  and  learned  gentleman 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  considered  the 
terms  of  the  statute  of  William  IV.  he 
would  at  once  see  that  the  Commis- 
•ionerahip  of  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
not  within  that  Act.  He  would  state 
shortly  the  facts.  When  Sir  Richard 
Bromley,  after  thirty-two  years'  seryice, 
was  desirous  of  retiring  from  the  office  of 
Accoantant  General  of  the  Navy,  his  ser- 
vices had  been  recorded  in  successive 
Minutes  of  the  Admiralty  and  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  was  said  that  those  services 
entitled  him  to  the  highest  pension  con- 
sistent with  existing  regulations  whenever 
he  should  retire.  He  had  performed  many 
gratuitous  services,  and  the  Government 
had  expressed  a  desire  to  reward  him  for 
them,  and  it  was  a  question  whether  he 
should  receive  a  considerable  increase  of 
salary ;  but  instead  of  this  course  being 
acted  on,  he,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Duke 
of  Somerset,  accepted  the  office  of  Com- 
miisioner  of  Greenwich  Hospital.  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  had  accepted  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  Greenwich  Hospital  on 
the  understanding  that  he  was  to  receive 
£1,000  a  year,  or  £285  more  than  he  was 
legally  entitled  to  as  retiring  Accountant 
Qeneral.     On  1st  April,  1863,  when  Sir 


Richard  Bromley  resigned  the  office  of 
Accountant  General,  he  was  entitled  by 
law  to  a  permanent  retiring  pension  of 
£715  a  year ;  and,  upon  accepting  the 
office  of  Commissioner,  he  became  legally 
entitled  to  £818  a  year  more,  making  his 
total  income  £1,533  a  year.  This  was 
undisputed.  But  the  Government  had 
offered  him  £1,000  a  year,  or  £285  m^re 
than  the  £715  to  which  he  was  legally  en- 
titled. Such  were  his  legal  rights  on  the 
1st  April,  1863,  when  he  resigned  his 
office.  He  applied  for  his  pension,  and  he 
hoped  in  addition  to  receive  something 
from  the  grace  and  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  his  meritorious  services.  He 
applied,  and  then  the  Treasury  made  this 
Minute.  It  recited  his  services,  and  the 
records  of  those  services  by  the  Treasury 
and  the  Admiralty,  and  then  it  recited  that 
his  permanent  retiring  allowance  had  been 
fixed  at  the  highest  amount.  It  went 
on — 

"  My  Lords  therefore  feel  that  the  case  is 
eminentlj  one  to  be  dealt  with  under  the  Oth  sec- 
tion of  the  Superannuation  Act  of  1859." 

The  question  he  wished  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  was,  whether  or  not 
they  intended  to  give  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
£285  per  annum,  according  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Admiralty,  beyond  what 
he  was  strictly  entitled  to  ?  Unfortunately, 
the  Government  had  annexed  the  condi- 
tion that  the  office  was  to  be  deemed  to  be 
within  the  Act  of  William  IV.,  and  by  so 
doing,  instead  of  giving  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
the  £285  per  annum,  for  his  extraordinary 
services,  in  addition  to  the  £1,533  to  which 
he  was  legally  entitled,  they  had  actually 
despoiled  him  of  £235  per  annum,  out  of 
the  £1,533  per  annum  to  which  he  was 
legally  entitled.  As  the  office  was  not 
within  the  Act  of  William  IV.,  let  the  Go- 
vernment grant  him  a  pension  of  £1,000  a 
year  according  to  the  statute,  without  more, 
and  Sir  Richard  Bromley  would  receive 
the  reward  they  professed  to  give  him  of 
£285  a  year  in  addition  to  that  to  which 
he  was  legally  entitled.  If  the  office  was 
within  the  Act,  which  cannot  be  seriously 
contended,  the  Minute  was  superfluous, 
and  unnecessary. 

Mr.  GHILDERS  said,  he  would  ex- 
plain why  the  clause  had  been  inserted. 
It  was  the  principle  of  the  Superannuation 
Act  that  an  officer  receiving  superannua- 
tion and  appointed  to  another  office,  should 
not  draw  more  of  his  superannuation  allow- 
ance than  would  make  up  the  salary  of  his 
now  office  to  his  former  salary.      But  it 
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was  necessary  to  prOTide  that,  on  being  a 
second  time  remored  from  office,  the  an- 
nuity should  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
the  second  salary.  If  the  clause  was  not 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley would,  apparently,  be  able  to  claim  to 
have  no  deduction  made  from  his  super- 
annuation, whatcTcr  deduction  was  legally 
made  from  it  while  he  held  office.  Thus 
he  would,  receive  more  for  doing  nothing, 
than  while  in  office*;  a-  state  of  things 
which  he  felt  the  House  would  bo  indisposed 
to  tolerate.  Sir  Richard  Bromley  was  at 
present  in  receipt  of  a  total  sum  of  £1,600, 
and  that  income,  so  long  as  he  is  Auditor 
of  Priie  Accounts,  he  would  still  retain. 
With  respect  to  the  supposed  hardship  of 
the  Treasury  decision,  he  was  obliged  to 
explain  to  the  House  that  at  Sir  Richard 
Bromley's  request,  the  Duke  of  Somerset 
had  already  made  up  to  him  all  he  could 
claim.  On  the  12th  of  June,  1863,  and 
subsequently  to  his  acceptance  of  the 
office  of  Commissioner  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital, Sir  Richard  Bromley  wrote  to  the 
Duke  of  Somerset  stating  that  he  under- 
stood that  a  pension  had  been  granted  to 
him  of  £1,000  a  year,  calculated  upon  his 
salary  of  £1,300  a  year.  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  complained  of  the  condition 
which  was  insisted  on — that  his  salary 
as  Commissioner  of  the  Hospital  and  his 
pension  together  should  not  exceed  the 
£1,300  a  year  which  he  had  previously 
enjoyed  as  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy.  He  then  requested  to  be  allowed 
to  retain  his  £300  as  Auditor  of  Prize 
Accounts,  an  office  which  he  regarded  as 
having  been  conferred  upon  him  personally, 
and  not  in  his  capacity  of  Accountant 
General.  In  accordance  with  this  request 
he  was  allowed  to  retain  the  office  of 
Auditor,  which  till  then  had  been  combined 
with  that  of  Accountant  General,  and  it 
enabled  him  to  receive  the  £1,600  which 
ho  had  before  received.  He  (Mr.  Chiiders) 
asked  whether  that  proposal  of  Sir  Richard 
Bromley — in  consequence  of  the  decision 
of  the  Treasury — and  the  acceptance  of 
the  proposal  by  the  Duke  of  Somerset  to 
allow  him  to  receive  £1,600  per  annum  up 
to  this  time,  as  provided  in  the  Bill,  did 
not  do  justice  to  that  officer. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words,  as  the  jus- 
tice of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  called  into  question.  With  regard  to 
the  liberality  of  the  Government,  he  might 
state  that  if  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had  re- 
tired from  the  office  of  Accountant  General 
Mr,  Childera 


of  the  Navy  on  his  superannoation  allow- 
ance, and  had  afterwards  been  appointed 
to  the    Commissionership    of   Greenwich 
Hospital  and  superannuated  or  pensioned 
on  the  abolition  of  that  office,  he  woold  be 
in   a  better  position  than   if  the   Mioate 
which  had  been  referred  to  had  not  been 
made.     The  Minute  intended  to  make  a 
liberal  arrangement  for  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley, but  it  was  rather  an  injury  to  him 
than  a  favour.     He  hoped,  after  what  hod 
fallen  from  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.  Chiiders),  the  com 
would  be  fairly  considered  by  the  Goven- 
ment,  and  that  the  House  would  be  spared 
the  necessity  of  dividing  on  the  claasC)  on 
the  understanding  that  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley's legal  rights,  whatever   they  were, 
would  be  preserved  to  him. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  siud,  he 
hoped  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Attorney  General,  who  had  dealt  very  f&irlj 
with  the  case,  that  the  Government  wesid 
concede  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  whateier 
was  due  to  him  in  point  of  law. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  prepared  to  enter 
into  any  condition. 

Question  put,  '*  That  Clause  13,  u 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill. " 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  124;  Noei 
67:  Majority  57. 

Bill  to  be  read  S""  To-morrow,  at  Twelre 
of  the  clock. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1856)    AMENDMENT    BILL— [Bill  819.] 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (^tV  jRo6cr«  Peel.) 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  he  opposed  the 
Motion.  If  it  were  really  necessary  it 
this  late  period  of  the  Session  to  pass  s 
measure  on  the  subject  it  ought  only  to  be 
a  continuance  Bill  for  a  single  year,  l^ 
a  Bill  for  the  registration  of  arms  be  seps- 
rately  introduced  ;  and  let  them  no  longer 
be  compelled,  as  they  had  been  at  the 
Tipperary  assizes,  to  convict  lads  simplj 
for  having  percussion  caps  or  bullets  in 
their  pocket. 

Mr.  BRADT  said,  he  opposed  this  M 
as  he  had  constantly  done  for  years,  belier- 
ing  that  it  degraded  the  people  of  Ireltod. 
Originally  this  had  been   called  a  Crime 
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and  Oairage  Bill.  The  necessitjr  for  it 
had  long  passed  away,  and  the'only  effect 
of  it  was  to  irritate  the  people  and  to  per- 
petoate  the  oppression  of  which  they  justly 
eomplained.  There  were  trials  going  on 
uder  it  in  Ireland  that  would  disgrace  any 
part  of  the  world. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  op- 
poaed  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
an  instance  of  exceptional  legislation  for 
which  no  necessity  whatever  had  heen 
shown. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  lie  thought  it  highly 
satisfactory  that  the  Bill  had  been  opposed 
hj  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clonmel  (Mr.  Bagwell),  a  resident  proprie- 
tor in  Tipperary,  who  would  have  been  the 
first  to  support  the  Bill  had  there  been  any 
real  necessity  for  it.  When  the  Bill  was 
Ironght  in  the  Chief  Secretary  admitted 
the  peaceable  state  of  the  country,  and 
therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought  at 
kasi  to  make  the  concession  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel. 

Mb.  ESMONDS  said,  he  had  voted  for 
the  Bill  on  a  former  evening,  but  hoped 
now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
content  to  pass  it  for  one  year. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  the 
Bill  was  proposed  to  be  passed  for  the 
smallest  possible  period,  that  was  to  the 
end  of  the  next  Session.  As  to  the 
general  stste  of  the  country,  everybody 
would  adaiit  that  it  was  most  peace- 
able. For  instance,  in  1853,  there  were 
a  thousand  prisoners  in  gaol  in  Clonmel, 
hot  in  the  present  year  there  were  only 
sixty-three.  That  showed  conclusively  the 
mat  improvement  which  had  taken  place 
m  the  county  of  Tipperary.  This  Bill 
was  proposed  to  be  reserved  only  by  way  of 
precaution.  There  were  certain  oaronies 
m  Mayo»  Galway,  and  Monaghan,  and  after 
communicating  with  thfs  magistrates  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  would  be  pre- 
pared to  take  away  the  proclamations  from 
those  baronies.  He  trusted  the  House 
toold  consent  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LANIGAN  said,  he  wished  to  in- 
fnire  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
sooient  to  withdraw  the  proclamation  from 
the  county  of  Tipperary,  which  he  had 
Slated  to  be  so  peaceable  ? 

Sim  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  the  magis- 
trates of  Tipperary  had  made  no  repre- 
aentation  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Xaronet  had  given  a  most  admirable  de- 
acription  of  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  it 
was  well  that  the  fact  should  go  forth  to 


the  English  people,  because  it  was  said 
that  capital  was  kept  away  as  there  was  no 
security  in  Ireland.  The  peaceable  state 
of  Ireland,  however,  was  no  justification 
for  a  coercion  Bill.  The  existence  of 
former  Governments  depended  on  the  in- 
troduction of  such  a  Bill,  but  now  the  Chief 
Secretary  rose  and  proposed  a  coercion  Bill 
as  easily  as  he  performed  the  very  homely 
personal  function  described  the  other  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oxfordsliire  (Mr.  Henley).  Persons 
engaged  in  an  illegal  marching  at  Ballin- 
coliig  had  some  time  since  been  brought 
before  Mr.  Justice  Eeogh,  and  the  common 
lair  of  the  country  was  found  sufficient  for 
their  punishment.  It  would  be  wise  policy 
of  the  Government  to  show  their  increased 
confidence  in  the  people  of  Ireland  by  not 
again  passing  this  measure,  as  there  was 
no  necessity  for  it.  If  the  Government  could 
show  no  necessity  for  the  Bill,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  justified  in  opposing  it.  As 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  consented 
to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Bill  he  should 
move  that  it  be  read  a  second  time  on 
that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the 
word  ''  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day 
three  months." — (Mr.  Maguire.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Maguire)  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Session  had  made  a  statement 
that  there  was  great  disaffection  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  being  so,  it  was  a  sufficient 
justification  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  he  had  waited 
with  the  greatest  anxiety  to  hear  what 
grounds  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
would  allege  in  defence  of  a  Bill  which  he 
could  not  help  denominating  a  very  ex- 
ceptional and  unconstitutional  one,  and  the 
only  reason  which  he  had  heard  him  assign 
for  adopting  this  measure  was  that  it  had 
been  in  force  before,  and,  therefore,  it 
might  as  well  be  continued.  He  had  paid 
some  attention  to  the  judicial  statistics  of 
Ireland,  and  they  certainly  afforded  no 
justification  for  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this. 
When  a  district  was  proclaimed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  any  man  who  had  in  his 
possession  any  part  of  a  gun  or  an  ounce 
of  powder  was  liable  to  twelve  months' 
imprisonment ;  any  body  who  met  another 
booy  upon   the  road  with  such  a  thing 
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might  take  it  from  him,  and  any  police- 
man might  search  any  man,  woman,  or 
child,  turn  them  up,  and  see  whether  they 
had  anything  of  the  kind  about  them.  The 
Government  could,  by  means  of  these  pro- 
clamations, put  a  perpetual  blister  upon 
any  part  of  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  an 
extra  police  force  to  be  paid  by  the  district. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary say  the  other  night  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Mayo  had  told 
him  that  the  gentlemen  of  that  county 
thought  that  a  proclamation  now  in  force 
there  might  be  removed,  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  should  write  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant on  the  following  day  to  ask  him  to 
recall  it. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  what 
he  had  said  was,  that  he  had  communicated 
with  the  noble  Lord,  who  said  that  he  would 
make  inquiries  of  the  magistrates,  and  let 
him  know  whether  they  thought  the  pro- 
clamation might  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  he  understood 
them,  and  as  they  were  reported  in  The 
Times,  which  generally  pretty  accurately 
reported  the  debates  in  that  House,  were 
that  he — 

**  Had  been  ia  oommonioation  with  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  of  Mayo  upon 
the  suhject  of  the  proclamation,  vrhioh  had  heen 
in  force  since  1861,  and  he  intended  to  inform  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
men of  that  county  there  was  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  revoked." 

If  this  was  the  way  that  proclamations 
were  recalled,  perhaps  they  were  sometimes 
issued  under  parallel  circumstances.  During 
the  fi?e  years  preceding  1851  the  num- 
ber of  criminals  indicted  in  Ireland  was 
130,000;  during  the  ^yb  years  ending  1863 
the  numbers  had  dwindled  down  to  about 
29,000.  This  was  a  most  remarkable 
change.  The  people  were  flying  from  the 
land  as  if  it  was  a  pesthouse,  and  was  that 
to  be  wondered  at  when  such  laws  as  this 
were  in  force?  In  Ireland  there  was  a 
policeman  to  every  420  people,  while  in 
England  the  proportion  was  only  one  to 
every  880  or  890.  Surely  with  such  a 
force  of  police  and  the  powers  given  to 
them  by  the  ordinary  laws  the  Government 
could  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country. 
As  he  had  heard  no  reason  for  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  he  should  vote  against  the 
second  reading. 

Sir  GEORGE    GREY  said,  that   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  had  not 
correctly  apprehended  the  argument  of  his 
Mr.Henleij 


right  hon.  Friend   the    Chief   Secretary 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  said  was  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Lord    Lieutenant,   in   commnnication 
with  the  lieutenants   and    magistrates  of 
counties,  to  see  how  many  of  the  procla- 
mations now  in  force  could  be  safely  with- 
drawn ;  but  that  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  allowing  them  all  to  lapse  by  the  expira- 
tion of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  renew.  Such  neglect  might 
be  attended  with  the  most  disastrous  cod* 
sequences.     All  that  was  now  asked  wai 
that  time  might  be  allowed  for  the  farther 
consideration  of  the  state  of  Ireland  with 
a  view  to  see  whether  it  would  be  necessarj 
to  retain  that  Act.    The  Government  hoped 
that  it  would  not,  but  that  must  depend 
upon  the  state  of   the  country.     lo  the 
meantime  the  continuance  was  only  soaght 
for  a  year,  and  till  the  end  of  the  then 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  shortest 
period  for  which  it  was  the  practice  to  take 
annual  continuance  Bills. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  that  under  this 
Bill  the  Act  would  remain  in  force  during 
the  whole  of  1866  and  until  the  end  of  the 
Session  of  1867— > that  was,  till  Augotti 
1867.  The  proposal  which  would  satisfj 
everyone  was  that  it  should  be  renewed 
only  till  the  end  of  1866. 

Question  put,  '*That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  76 ;  Noes 
29  :  Majority  47. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2®,  and  commiUed  for  To- 
morrow. 


COLONIAL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 
PENSIONS)   BILL-{BiLL  133.] 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFPE  said,  he 
had  formerly  drawn  attention  to  the  me- 
morial of  Sir  Francis  Head,  asking  that 
his  claims  should  be  considered;  bot  it 
now  appeared  that  the  Government  were 
unwilling  to  make  any  special  provisioa  io 
his  favour.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
had  received  the  following  letter  from  Sir 
Francis,  asking  that  his  case  should  not 
bo  pressed :  — 
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"  Croydon,  June  6, 1865. 

"My  dear  Sir  William  JolliflTe,— In  cheerfhl 
sabmiesion  to  the  adverse  decision  of  Her  Ma- 
jeety's  GoTemment  with  respect  to  my  serFiees  in 
Canada,  which  has  just  been  privately  communi- 
cated to  me,  I  lose  no  time  in  expressing  to  you 
my  earnest  desire  that  you  will  kindly  abstain 
from  uttering  in  the  House  of  Commons  another 
word  in  my  bshalf.  For,  as  my  case  is  now  hope- 
less, you  willf  I  am  sure,  concur  with  me  that  it 
would  ill  become  me  to  allow — if  I  can  possibly 
prevent  it — any  Member  of  Parliament  uselessly 
to  interrupt,  for  a  single  moment,  the  unanimity 
with  which  the  Colonial  Governors  Pension  Bill 
wiU,  1  hope,  without  any  further  reference  to  my 
■ervicee,  now  pass  into  a  law. 

**  Believe  me  to  remain 

**  Tours  fiiithfully  and  gratefully, 

"  F.  B.  HaAD." 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
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Clause  2  (Definition  of  "Metropolis 
and  "  Company"). 

Mb.  NEWDBGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  what  rule  had  been  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  these  pensions,  and  upon  what 
principle  the  claims  of  Sir  Francis  Head 
had  been  rejected. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  this  Bill  was 
based  upon  length  of  services,  and  the 
period  of  Sir  Francis  Head's  service  was 
extremely  short.  Last  year  he  had  given 
a  pledge  that  the  subject  should  be  fully 
considered  ;  so  that,  if  they  were  unable 
to  admit  the  claims  of  Sir  Francis  Head, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  should 
hare  the  opportunity  of  taking  what  course 
he  felt  inclined  to  take  upon  this  Bill. 
Since  then  the  case  had  been  fully  con- 
sidered, and  the  Government  thought  it 
impossible  to  insert  a  clause  providing  for 
that  particular  case. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
Sir  Francis  Head's  letter  did  that  distin- 
guished public  servant  great  honour.  He 
expressed  his  deep  regret  at  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  moved  the  insertion 
of  words  limiting  the  grant  of  these  pen- 
sions out  of  the  British  Treasury  to  cases 
in  which  the  salaries  were  a  charge  on  the 
British  Treasury.  It  was  an  act  of  abso- 
lute folly  to  charge  the  Imperial  Revenue 
with  pensions  in  cases  where  the  salaries 
were  payable  by  the  colonies.  The  Bill 
was  a  continuation  of  the  old  vicious  sys- 
tem by  which  the  interests  of  the  Crown 
and  of  the  colonies  were  regarded  as  being 
separate. 

YOL.  CLXXX.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  the  ohjeotiona 
taken  to  the  Bill  were  the  same  as  those 
which  were  made  on  the  second  reading, 
and  they  had  therefore  already  been  dis- 
posed of  by  the  House. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  )ie  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  it  was  already  nearly 
a  quarter  to  two  o'clock,  and  that  they  had 
to  meet  again  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  it 
would  only  take  twenty  minutes  to  go 
through  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 
House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 

SUGAR  DUTIES  AND  DRAWBACKS  BILL. 
[bill   198.]      OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  and  dit' 
charged. 

Bin  re-committed ;  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CAVE  said,  that  this  Bill  was 
founded  upon  a  convention  which  was  to 
last  ten  years.  That  was  much  too  long 
a  time.  There  might  be  mistakes  ab  initio 
as  that  with  regard  to  paper  and  rag  duties 
in  the  French  Treaty  ;  or  an  altered  state 
of  affairs  might  arise,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  oyster  fisheries  affected  by  the  French 
Fishery  Convention,  and  so  much  mischief 
might  ensue.  Could  not  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  arrange  these  conven- 
tions for  shorter  periods  ? 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  considered. 

Bill  read  3**,  and  passed, 

AZEEM    JAH   (SIGNATURES    TO    PETI- 
TIONS). 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House  informed  the  House,  that  George 
Morris  Mitchell  had  been  this  day  appre- 
hended, and  was  now  in  Newgate. 

A  Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a 
State  Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's  Gaol  of 
Newgate,  expressing  his  deep  contrition 
and  regret  if  he  has  offended  against  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  praying  for  his 
release  from  custody,  brought  up,  and  read; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed, 

[App.  i.] 

House  a^oumed  at  a  qoarter 
after  Two  o^olook; 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  — JFVrK  Reading^ 
Greenwich  *  Hospital  •  (179);  Fortifieations 
(Proviflion  for  Ezpenses)*  (180) ;  Malt  Dutj* 
(181);  Harbourg  Transfer*  (183);  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)*  (188); 
Pier  and  Harbour  Order  Confirmation  (No.  8)  * 
(184);  Trusts  Administration  (Scotland)* 
(185);  Ayr  Burghs  Election*  (186)  ;  Crown 
Suits,  Ac.  •  (187) ;  Kingstown  Harbour  • 
(188);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)  *  (189). 

Second  Reading — Admiralty  Acts  Repeal*  (165 ) ; 
Admiralty    Powers,   Ac.*    (166);    Dockyard 
Ports    Regulation*   (167);   Prisons    (lfi5); 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Act  (I860)  Amend-' 
ment*(61). 

Committee — Railway  Debentures,  Ac  Registry  * 
(99);  Locomotives  on  Roads*  (164);  Land 
Debentures  (Ireland)  (118) ;  Prisons  (Soot- 
land)  Act  Amendment  *  (106)  ;  Trespass  (Scot- 
land)* (146):  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Actn858) 
Ajnendment*  (126) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation*  (167);  PiloUge  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  *(164);  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotland)  Acts  Amendment*  (136);  Procu- 
rators (ScotUnd)  *  (163);  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)  *  (128) ;  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity*  (168);  Colonial  Mar- 
riages  Validity*  (169);  Defence  Act  (1860) 
Amendment*  (162). 

Beport^Qtenenl  Post  OfBoe  (Additional  Site)  * 
(124)  ;  Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  (161);  Trespass  (Scotland)*  (146); 
Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment *  ( 1 26)  ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation*  (167);  PiloUge  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)*  (154);  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)*  (128);  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity*  (168) ;  Colonial  Marriages 
Validity*  (159);  Defence  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment*(152). 

Third    Reading  —  Union   Chargeability    (171), 
and  passed. 


PUBLIC   HOUSE    CLOSING    ACT    (1864) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  151.) 
REPORT. 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE, 
having  presented  a  number  of  petitions  for 
the  restoration  of  Clause  5,  which  had 
been  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  said,  that  it 
was  undoubtedly  a  great  grievance  on 
market  gardeners,  cattle  drovers,  and  others 
who  were  legitimately  employed  between 
the  hours  of  one  and  four  o  clock,  a.m., 
that  they  could  not  procure  refreshment 
during  that  time.  The  habits  of  society 
in  all  large  towns  required  that  hotels 
should  be  kept  open  until  a  late  hour 
in    the  night  for  the  purpose  of  balls, 
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concerts,  and  other  entertainments;  and 
HOUSE    OF    LOEDS9  it  was  monstrous    and  absurd  that  the 

middle  classes  should  be  precluded  from 
Tuesday y  June  20,  1865.  amusing  themselves,  because  the  audion- 

ties,  in  whom  the  power  lay,  refused  to 
grant  licences  for  the  hotels  to  be  kept 
open  after  one  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The 
power  vested  in  the  police  was  often  exer- 
cised in  an  arbitrary  manner,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  town  of  Liverpool,  where  it 
was  publicly  announced  that  no  lichees 
whatever  would  be  granted  except  to  Si 
George's  Hall  and  the  Town  Hall,  whioh 
were  the  property  of  the  corporation.  The 
law  was  of  an  anomalous  character,  and 
the  power  of  granting  licences  to  certain 
persons  so  as  to  give  them  an  advantage 
over  their  rivals  required  to  be  exercised 
with  great  delicacy.    There  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  that  Government,  upon  further  con- 
sideration, would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  re- 
stored by  inserting  the  clause  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  agreed  to  after 
much  discussion. 

Moved  to  re-insert  Clause  5.  —  (Tht 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde,) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  object  of 
the  Act  of  last  year  was  to  prevent  dis- 
order,  immorality,   and  drunkenness  by 
the  suppression  of  what  were  known  ai 
''  night  houses,"  and  had  been  very  effeo- 
tive  in  that  respect,  and  he  (Earl  Granville) 
was  very  unwilling  to  assent  to  any  pro- 
posal calculated  to  diminish  the  good  that 
had  been  obtained.    But  it  was  found  that 
the  Act  occasioned  great  inconvenience  in 
certain  cases,  and  this  fault  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  proposed  to  remedy,  by 
giving  the  police  authorities  power  to  grant 
licences  to  certain  houses  to  remain  open 
during  certain  specified  hours  for  certain 
particular  purposes.     The   object  of  the 
clause  which  their  Lordships  haid  struck  ont 
was  to  vest  this  discretionary  power  in  the 
magistrates  instead  of  in  the  police  autho- 
rities.   NTo  complaint,  however,  had  been 
made  of  the  manner  in  which  the  police 
authorities  had  acted  in  the  matter,  and  as 
they  were  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
character  and  requirements  of  their  neigh- 
bourhoods, it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
power    of  granting  the  licences  in  their 
hands. 

The  Eahl  of  DEBBY  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  waa  to 
remedy  a  crying  abuse  existing  in  certain 
parts  of  London.  The  Act  was  intended 
to  apply  to  London  alone ;  but  power  wa' 
given  to  different  counties  in  England  to 
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adopt  the  provisioDB  of  the  Act  if  they 
dioiight  fit.  A  great  many  of  the  counties 
did  acoept  its  provisions,  and  upon  the 
whole  the  law  had  done  away  with  much 
ahoae,  and  had  met  with  approval.  Thero 
were,  howevery  many  occasions,  especially 
in  country  towns,  where  country  halls, 
eonoertSi  and  other  meetings  were  held, 
where  it  was  desirahle  that  the  opportu- 
nity of  ohtaining  refreshments  within  the 
forbidden  hours  was  very  desirable ;  and 
Ikete  cases  had  been  met  by  giving  power 
to  the  police  authorities  to  grant  "occa- 
rional  licences."  It  was,  however,  found 
that,  in  the  case  of  certain  trades  and  cer- 
tain localities,  the  public-houses  could  not 
be  closed  during  the  specified  hours  with- 
ont  considerable  inconvenience  being  felt, 
and  it  had  been  held  that  the  power  of  the 
police  authorities  extended  only  to  grant 
Uoences  for  a  particular  and  specific  occa- 
nLon,  and  not  to  cases  where  continuous 
exception  was  necessarr.  Accordingly,  the 
preoent  Bill  was  introduced  giving  power 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  Act  in  cer- 
tain cases.  The  question  in  dispute  was, 
whether  that  discretionary  power  should 
be  Tested  in  the  police  authorities  or  in 
the  magistrates  at  petty  sessions.  With 
all  respect  for  that  very  useful  body  the 
poHce,  he  thought  that  the  more  they 
were  confined  to  their  executive  functions, 
and  the  less  they  were  intrusted  with  ju- 
dicial discretion,  the  better  it  would  be 
for  the  community.  The  proper  tribunal 
to  exercise  the  discretionary  power  con- 
ferred by  the  Act  was  that  consisting  of 
the  magistrates  in  petty  sessions.  He 
had  himaelf  seen  a  notice  issued  by  the 
diief  constable  of  a  town  declaring  that 
be  would  not  grant  any  licences  whatever 
-^under  any  circumstances  whatever,  in  a 
esrtain  district — thus  rendering  the  law  a 
dead  letter.  This  was  probably  an  extreme 
ttae ;  but  it  was  easy  to  conceive  that  in 
brge  towns  the  granting  such  licences 
would  throw  great  additional  labour  upon 
the  chief  constable,  and  that  therefore  he 
uight  be  Tery  unwilling  to  grant  the  li- 
eencesy  or  to  make  the  necessary  inquiries 
eren  in  cases  where  there  was  very  good 
ground  for  the  exemption.  Then,  again, 
the  hardship  upon  the  hotel-keepers  was 
great  in  cases  where  the  chief  constable  did 
not  reside  in  the  town  in  which  they  lived. 
For  instance,  the  hotel-keepers  in  the  town 
of  Chichester  had  to  go  to  Petworth,  where 
the  chief  constable  of  the  district  resided, 
a  distance  of  fourteen  miles,  in  order  to 
obtain  permission  for  a  party  of  ladies  and 


I  gentlemen  to  remain  in  their  houses  after 
a  certain  hour.  If  the  power  to  grant 
the  licence  were  vested  in  the  magistrates, 
the  hotel- keepers  need  never  stir  out  of 
the  town  to  obtain  a  temporary  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  As  the 
House  of  Commons  had  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  upon  the  subject  by  their  vote 
given  in  opposition  to  the  Government, 
their  Lordahips  could  not  do  better  than 
restore  the  clause  which  the  House  of 
Commons  inserted,  and  which  the  House 
of  Lords,  without  fully  discussing  the 
matter,  threw  out. 

Eabl  GRANYILLE  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  would  consent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  metropolis  from  the  clause  he 
would  not  object  to  its  being  restored  to 
the  BiU. 

The  Makqubbs  of  CLANRICABDE 
said,  he  would  assent  to  that  arrangement. 

The  Eael  of  DERBY  understood  that 
the  arrangement  was  that  the  clause  should 
be  restored  to  the  Bill ;  but  that  another 
clause  should  be  brought  up  exempting 
the  metropolis  from  its  operation. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  assented. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Clause  re-inserted. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.   (No.  192.) 

PRISONS  BILL— (No.  155) 
SECOND   BBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GRANYILLE,  in  moving  the 
second  reading,  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  twofold.  It  was  partly  to  con- 
solidate the  existing  law  in  relation  to 
prisons,  which  in  some  particulars  was 
contradictory,  and  beyond  that  it  proposed 
to  amend  the  present  law.  The  amend- 
ments which  it  proposed  to  introduce  into 
the  law  of  prisons  were  based  chiefly  on 
the  recommendations  of  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  which,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon),  had  considered  this 
subject  very  fully  : — there  were,  however, 
points  where  it  had  been  found  difficult  or 
impossible  to  give  practical  effect  to  those 
recommendations.  The  chief  object  was 
to  secure  greater  uniformity  in  the  manage- 
ment and  discipline  of  prisons,  and  greater 
uniformity  also  in  the  carrying  out  of  the 
punishment  of  hard  labour.  The  Bill  was 
one  of  great  detail,  and  he  should  only 
be  wearying  their  Lordships  if  he  went 
through  all  the  clauses.     He  should  be 
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ready  to  consider  any  suggestions  which 
might  be  made  by  any  noble  Lord,  and 
to  go  fully  into  the  various  provisions  of 
the  Billi  if  it  were  necessary,  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— (The  Lord  President.) 

Tab  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
regarded  this  as  one  of  the  most  important 
Bills  which  had  been  submitted  to  their 
Lordships  consideration  during  the  pre- 
sent Session ;    and  as   he  had    had    the 
honour  of  being  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships  which  considered 
the  question  some  two  or  three  years  ago, 
they  would  probably  pardon  him  if  he  made 
a  few  remarks  on  the  BilL    He  entirely 
agreed  in  the  important  proposals  which 
this  Bill  contained,  which  in  the   main 
carried  out  very  fully  the  recommenda- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee.    He    certainly  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  Bill  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
had  originally  left  the  Home  Office,  and 
without  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Select  Committee  of  the  other 
House.     At  the  same  time,  these  altera- 
tions did  not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  could  be  dealt  with  in  Committee.   As 
far  as  he  understood  the  Bill  it  did  not  pro- 
fess to  lay  down  a  fixed  code  of  regulations 
which  must  be  followed  undeviatingly  in 
every  prison  in  the  country ;  but  it  laid 
down  a  sort  of  skeleton  code,  leaving  it  to 
the  local  authorities  to  clothe  that  skdeton 
with  all  the  accessories  necessary  in  each 
case.     That  he   thought  the   wisest  and 
most  prudent  course,  for  he  thought  it  of 
great  importance  to  preserve  the  executive 
control  of  the  prisons  in  the  hands  of  the 
local  authorities.     The  history  of  prison 
discipline,  like  that  of  many  other  things, 
was  the  history  of  progress,  not  towards 
one  particular  point — but  in  a  zig-zag  sort 
of  direction.     At  the  commencement  of 
the  century  we  had  a  system  of  treatment 
of  prisoners  which  was   marked  by  ex- 
treme severity.     Some    thirty    or    forty 
years  afterwards  a  better  state  of  things 
arose ;  and  the  reform  gradually  went  on, 
until  at  last  we  got  to  a  system  which, 
instead  of  being  marked  by  extreme  se- 
verity, was  marked  by  undue  leniency, 
and  under  which,  in  fact,  felons  in  prison 
enjoyed  greater  comforts  than  many  peo- 
ple out  of  it.     The  point  at  which  we 
ought  to  aim  was  a  plan  of  prison  disci- 
pline somewhere  between  the  two  extremes, 
which  would  secure  effective  punishment 
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combined  with  every  reasonable  provision 
for    the   improvement  of   the    prisoner. 
When  this  Bill  was  first  brought  forward 
by  the  Home  Secretary  the  right  hon. 
Cfentleman  stated  that  it  was  foanded  on 
a  system  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Camarron), 
concurrently  with  other  local  magistrates, 
had  established  in  Hampshire.    Unless  for 
short  periods  of  punishment  and  daring 
the  earlier  stages  of  longer  sentences  in- 
dulgences were  avoided  there  would  be  a 
danger  of  falling  into  the  old  state  of 
things,  which  had  incurred  the  reproach 
of  making  a  prison  a  place  of  indulgence, 
instead  of  a  place  of  punishment.    For 
short  periods  of  imprisonment  a  system 
of  hard  unproductive  labour  ahould  be  en< 
forced ;    for   without  it  he    thought  the 
whole   system  of  deterring   punishments 
would  break  down ;  and  even  during  the 
course  of  longer  sentences  he  did  not  think 
that  all  traces  of   that    rigorous  system 
should    entirely    disappear;    during  the 
earlier  stages  of   long    sentences    severe 
penal  labour  should  be  enforced,  and  pri- 
soners should  be  enabled  to  pass  step  by 
step,  and  degree  by  degree,  from  the  lower 
to  the  upper  penal  class.     It  was  quite 
true  that  such  a  plan  would  involve  a  sys- 
tem   of   classification,   and   that,   again, 
would  also  involve  a  system  of  marks; 
but,  although  it  was  possible  to  devise  an 
elaborate  system  of  marks,  it  was  also  pos- 
sible to  adopt  a  plain  and  simple  system. 
He  had  personal  experience  of  the  admir- 
able    results    which    had    followed  the 
adoption  of  such  a  system,  and  in  proof  he 
would  mention  two  facts,    which  were 
better  than   any   arguments.     When  he 
adopted  the    system  in  the  prison  with 
which  he  was  connected  he  found  there 
was  an  immediate  and  noticeable  decrease 
in  the  number  of  punishments  for  prison 
offences,  and  he  also  found  that  of  those 
punishments  which    were    still    inflicted 
they  were  mostly  inflicted  upon  men  who 
were  undergoing  their  first  month's  im- 
prisonment, during  which  period  by  the 
rules  of  the  prison  no  marks  were  granted. 
He  maintained,  therefore,  that  a  system 
of  classes  and  marks  was  indispensable  to 
give  effect  to  a  good  system  of  prison  dis- 
cipline.    But,  whatever  plan  they  might 
adopt,  it  would  be  of  no  use  unless  the 
whole  system  was  based  upon  the  great 
principle  of  accepting  no  promises  or  pro- 
fessions of  good  conduct,  but  of  accepting 
as  the  only  test  of  good  disposition  the 
actual  work  done  by  the  man,  and  of  pro- 
fitable work  done  in  his  leisure  hours  over 
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and  above  that  required  from  him  by  the 
prison  roles.  It  might  be  objected  to  a 
system  of  classification  that  it  would  grant 
too  great  indulgences.  If  that  were  the 
case  it  would  be  a  &tal  objection  to  the 
system ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  a  series 
of  small  indulgencies  and  remissions  would 
have  any  but  a  beneficial  e£fect.  The 
principle  of  remission  had  the  advantage 
of  bringing  discipline  in  county  prisons 
into  an  anedogy  with  the  system  pursued 
in  convict  prisons.  It  would  be,  of  course, 
impossible  in  county  and  borough  gaols  to 
grant  remissions  in  the  duration  of  sen- 
tencesy  but  it  was  possible  to  make  re- 
missions in  the  character  of  the  punishment. 
Having  taken  much  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion, he  had  ventured  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  these  few  remarks  on  the 
general  question.  With  respect  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  must  point  out 
one  or  two  matters  which  he  thought  re- 
quired alteration.  As  the  Bill  was  origin- 
ally introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
the  hard  labour  clause  was  drawn  up  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Select  CommitteOi  that  the  punishment 
should  be  definite ;  but,  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  now,  there  were  alterations  in  that 
clause  which  materially  changed  its  charac- 
ter. He  would  prefer  to  see  the  dause 
restored  to  its  original  state ;  but  if  that 
were  not  done  he  should  in  Committee 
move  an  Amendment  with  a  view  to  make 
the  clause  more  intelligible.  There  was 
also  in  the  Bill  a  clause  providing  for  the 
abolition  of  solitary  confinement,  which 
clause  was  not  in  the  original  Bill,  and  was 
quite  at  variance  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee.  He  might  also 
observe  that  the  Select  Committee  recom- 
mended that  a  certain  number  of  gaols 
which  were  open  to  grave  objection  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  con- 
ducted should  be  scheduled  for  abolition. 
A  certain  number  of  gaols  had  been 
Boheduled^aocordingly  ;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
find  that  some  prisons  which  were  shown 
to  have  been  qonducted  in  a  very  improper 
manner  had  been  omitted,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  the  reasons  for  such  omissions. 
For  instance,  there  was  a  prison  at  Poole, 
and  another  at  Falmouth  where  the  aver- 
age number  of  prisoners*  was  seven,  and 
whenever  the  gaoler  went  out  he  locked 
the  prisoners  in  a  courtyard,  leaving  his 
wife  in  charge,  armed  with  a  dinner  bell, 
to  alarm  the  neighbours  in  case  of  an  at- 
tempt at  escape.  Such  prisons  ought  not 
to  have  been  left  out  of  the  schedule. 


Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tkuredaff  next. 


LAND  DEBENTURES   (IRELAND)  BILL, 

(NO.  113.)      KOnOK  FOB  COmOTTBE. 

The  Eabl  of  COBE,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  Bill 
be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  said,  he  was  induced  to  take  that 
course  because  he  believed  that  the  mea- 
sure was  a  very  beneficial  one.  The  main 
object  of  the  Bill  waste  enable  landowners 
in  Ireland  to  raise  money  cheaply  and 
speedily  without  in  any  way  complicating 
their  title;  while  it  would  also  furnish 
capitalists  with  an  easy  and  safe  source  of 
investment.  Every  precaution  against  fraud 
or  accident,  arising  from  the  mutilation  or 
loss  of  debentures,  would  be  taken  by  the 
Bill,  while  under  its  provisions  a  land- 
owner would  not  only  be  able  to  improve 
his  property,  but  to  pay  off  his  encum- 
brances at  his  own  convenience  and  in 
small  sums,  by  taking  up  the  debentures, 
and  thus  gradually  diminishing  the  charge 
upon  his  estate.  The  subject  was  one 
which  had  attracted  much  attention — not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  also  in  this  country. 
As  he  believed  that  the  measure  would 
tend  to  increase  the  value  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, he  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  his  Motion. 

Mof>ed,  That  the  Bill  be  eommiUed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. — (2^ 
Earl  of  Cork.) 

LoBD  ST.  LEONABDS  opposed  the 
Motion.  The  Select  Committee  had  de- 
termined that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
proceeded  with  upon  principle,  and  not 
with  reference  to  any  particular  provisions. 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  enable 
proprietors  of  Irish  estates  to  make  a  sham 
mortgage,  to  get  it  registered,  and  then 
to  issue  debentures  upon  their  property  to 
the  amount  of  that  sham  mortgage.  He 
thought  that  the  Select  Conmiittee  had 
acted  wisely  in  deciding  against  proceeding 
with  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships  would  come  to  a  similar  decision. 
They  ought  not  to  do  anything  to  tempt 
Irish  proprietors  to  encumber  their  estates. 
Ireland  had  been  ruined  in  consequence 
of  proprietors  encumbering  their  estates 
to  an  extent  which  compelled  them  to  sell 
at  a  considerable  loss,  and  he  hoped  their 
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Lordships  would  not,  by  psssiog  this  Bill, 
hold  out  additional  induoements  to  them 
to  effect  mortgages. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
that  the  decision  of  the  Committee  was 
arriTed  at  by  the  Totes  of  five  English 
Peers  against  three  Irish  ones,  and  he 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  appealing  against  it  to 
the  whole  House.  This  measure  had  been 
very  carefully  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  had 
received  the  sanction  of  that  House.  There 
was  no  greater  want  in  Ireland  than  the 
application  of  capital  to  the  cultiration  of 
the  soil,  and  any  measure  which  would 
promote  that  object  would  be  a  boon  to 
the  landed  proprietors  of  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  agree  to 
the  Motion. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
•—Contents  61 ;  Not-Contents  14  :  Majo- 
rity 37  : — Ruohed  in  ^e  Affirmative. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly:  — 
Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill 
to  be  j9rtn^  as  amended.    (No.  193). 
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UNION  CHARGEABILITT  BILL-{No.  171.) 
THiBD  REAnnro. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order)  with 
the  Amendments. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  be  gate  bii 
hearty  support  to  the  Bill  becaofle  be 
thought  that,  on  the  whole,  there  wai  io 
it  a  great  preponderance  of  good,  as  leaf- 
ing the  working  men  absolntelj  free  to 
go  where   they  pleased.      At  the  sanie 
time,  he  must  confess  that  he  approved 
the  Bill  only  as  a  step  towards  a  still 
larger  measure,  although  he  was  afraid  i 
long  time  might  elapse  before  any  farther 
advance  was  made  in   the  matter.     He 
desired  to  »ee  the  area  of  charge  extended 
as  far  as  possible,  even  to  the  whole  ooiin- 
try.     It  had  been  objected  that  by  a  oi- 
tioual  rate  the  payment  would  be  made 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  thit 
it  would  follow  that  the  Poor  Law  should 
be  administered    by  a  central  body  en- 
tirely.     What  he  understood,  however, 
by  a  uniform  rate  was  such  a  system  as 
had  been  proposed  by  the  Earl  of  Malmee- 
bury  some  years  ago,  by  which,  though 
the   charge    was    uniform    tiirongh  ti^e 
country,  it  should  be  still  levied  and  ad- 
ministered locally,   as   at    present.     He 
should  like  to  see  that  system  eatablidied, 
with  the  total  abolition  of  the  law  of  set- 
tlement and  removal,  and  he  trusted  that 
the   noble  Earl  who  was  not  now  tram- 
melled by  official  duties,  would  turn  hie 
attention  to  framing  a  Bill  by  which  that 
object  could  be  carried  into  efieot.    The 
abolition  of  the  law  of  removal  withont, 
however,  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  let- 
tlement,  was  proposed  many  years  ago  bj 
Mr.  Coode.     Approving,  however,  as  he 
did,  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  thought, 
it  might  have  been  framed  with  a  little 
more  consideration  for  existing  int^eete 
than  it  had  been.  In  some  parishes,  which 
might  be   called  close  parishes,  withoot 
any  faults  on  the  part  of  the  owners,  tf 
only  a  small  population  was  needed,  the 
rates  would  be  doubled  and  trebled.  £v^ 
if  the  whole  loss  were  thrown  on  the 
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landloid  in  the  first  instanoe,  it  would  be 
a  herdBhip ;  but,  in  many  oaseB,  it  would 
bi  whoUj  thrown  on  the  tenants  for  a 

time.  

1^  DiTZB  ojp  BICHMOND  said,  that 
having  been  absent  on  the  debate  on  the 
Moond  reading  he  wished  to  express  his 
great  satisfaction  at  the  snccess  of  the 
measure.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  (Lord 
Ljttdton)  with  respect  to  the  desira- 
bility of  extending  die  area  of  rating  to 
ttie  extent  which  he  pointed  out.  He 
Ibooght  it  open  to  great  objection.  A  nar 
tional  rating  must  lead  to  tiie  intervention 
of  Gbremment  authority,  and  would  do 
BWaj  with  the  excellent  system  under 
lAich  were  got  together  tiie  landlord, 
the  ftrmer,  the  magistrate,  and  the  cler- 
gyman to  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor 
of  the  district  with  which  they  were  con- 
naeted.  He  belieyed  that  this  measure 
would  confer  the  greatest  benefit  on  the 
labouring  classes,  and  would  lead  to  an 
improyement  in  the  administration  of  the 
PiDor  Law  itself.  The  able-bodied  labourer 
would  not  be  fettered  as  he  was  at  pre- 
senty  but  would  take  his  labour  to  the 
larger  markets,  and  would  thus  command 
a  greater  price  for  the  labour  which  he 
would  bring  to  the  farmer.  It  had  been 
Vjged  by  a  noble  Friend  of  his  that  though 
tha  good  and  active  labourer  would  be 
benefited,  the  inferior  labourer  would  be 
ia  a  worse  position  if  the  Bill  passed. 
Though  this  argumeut  had  something 
plausible  in  it,  a  little  examination  of  it 
would  show  the  fallacy.  The  business  of 
a  union  was  generally  conducted  by  a  few 
piardians  who  attended  regularly.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Bill  passed  affairs 
would  be  managed  as  they  were  at  pre- 
sent, and  a  few  regular  attendants  of  the 
guardians  would  attend  to  the  business  of 
tke  union.  In  his  own  union,  out  of 
fifty-nine  guardians,  there  attended  on  the 
average  only  eleven,  and  these  practically 
enried  gn  the  affairs  of  the  union.  The 
same  parties  would  attend  under  the  new 
system,  and  would  soon  discover  that 
trery  shilling  improperly  spent  would  be 
eat  of  their  own  pockets,  Uiough  distri- 
buted over  the  whole  union.  In  the  same 
way  the  farmer  would  discover  that  if  a 
weak  labourer  were  thrown  upon  the  rates, 
instead  of  getting  employment,  it  must 
tend  to  inorease  his  own  taxes,  and  that 
it  would  be  for  his  interest  to  employ  him 
ia  his  own  parish.  No  doubt  it  would 
tike  time  to  get  the  measure  into  working 


order;  but  he  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond) 
had  no  doubt  that  before  long  the  affairs 
of  the  union  would  be  worked  just  as  if 
it  was  one  large  parish.  The  present  law 
had  been  in  favour  of  the  system  now 
happily  exploded  of  close  and  open  pa- 
rishes ;  but  though  the  pulling  down  of 
cottages  was  now  done  away  with  there 
was  still  a  strong  inducement  not  to  build 
new  cottages.  He  was  astonished  it  should 
be  said  there  was  no  evidence  to  show 
that  cottages  had  been  pulled  down  and 
that  others  had  not  been  built  in  their 
places.  If  noble  Lords  would  take  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  Mr.  Buller's  Eeport  of 
1847,  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year,  and  a  Re- 
port dated  so  far  back,  he  thought,  as 
1830,  they  would  find  that  if  there  was 
any  information  on  any  one  subject  more 
than  another  it  was  information  to  show 
that  cottages  had  been  pulled  down  and 
that  others  had  not  been  built  to  replace 
them.  For  some  time  past  the  tendency 
of  all  our  legislation  with  respect  to  the 
poor  had  been  in  the  direction  of  this  Bill, 
and  it  would  be  idle  for  tbeir  Lordships  to 
try  to  stop  it.  One  Inspector  stated  that 
more  than  half  the  expenditure  of  a  union 
was  now  charged  on  the  common  fund. 
That  being  so,  this  Bill  would  only  affect 
the  less  than  a  moiety  which  was  charged 
to  the  parishes.  Believing,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  only  carried  out  a  principle  which 
had  been  already  recognized  and  acted 
upon  by  Parliament,  that  it  would  be  be- 
neficial to  the  poor,  and  that  it  would 
effect  an  improvement  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law,  he  was  happy  to 
give  it  his  support. 

Bill|»a«SM^,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hdom  a^ourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  Thnraday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  20,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  SiLioT  CoioaTTiB  —  Report  — 
Open  Spaces  (Metropolis) ;  Expirinr  Laws. 

Supply  —  comidered  in  Committee — Reeolwiumi 
[June  19]  reported. 

Wats  amd  Mrans — eofnidered  in  Committee. 

Public  Bills — Resolutiont  in  Committee — Excise 
Acts ;  County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction 
(Judges'  Salaries) ;  Bank  Notes  Issue  (Scot- 
land) ;  Compound  Spirits  Warehousing. 
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Second  Beading  —  Looftl  GoTernment  Supple- 
mental (No.  5)*  [209]:  Turnpike  Tnisto  Ar- 
rangements  *  [220]  ;  Tornpike  Acta  Continu- 
anee  *  [227] ;   Colonial  Docks    Loans    [226]. 

CwmiUee—F'vn  Brigade  (Metropolis)  [158]; 
Harwich  Harboar  {re-eomm.)*  [2U];  Carriers 
Act  Amendment  *  [224] ;  Roads  and  Bridges 
( Scotland )  ( re-eomm.)  [1 66] ;  Falmouth  Borough* 
[200] ;  Peace  Preseryation  (IreUnd)  Act  (1866) 
Amendment  [219];  Ulster  Canal  Transfer* 
[211]  :  War  Department  Tramway  (DcTon)  * 
[Lardi]  [204]. 

Bepart -^  Fin  Brigade  (Metropolis)  [163]: 
Harwich  Harbour*  (r«-«omin.)  [214]:  Carriers 
Act  Amendment  *  [224]  ;  Bxiads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  {re-cainm,)  [166]  :  Falmouth  Bo- 
rough *  [200]  ;  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland) 
Act  (1866)  Amendment  [210];  Ulster  Canal 
Transfer*  [211];  War  Department  Tram- 
way ( Devon)  •[Lonif]  [204]. 

Coniidered  as  otneiuie^f— Inland  Revenue  *  [207]: 
National  Gallery  (Dublin)*  [203];  Salmon 
Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  [220l. 

Third  Reading  —  Greenwich  Hospital*  [212]; 
Fortifications  (Provision  Ifor  Expenses)*  [216]; 
Malt  Duty*  [160];  Harbours  Transfer*  [2 16]; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)* 
[222];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  3)*  [223];  Trusto  Administration 
(Scotland)  *  [168] ;  Record  of  Title  (Ireland)  * 
[Lorde^i  [217];  Wick  and  Ayr  Burghs  Election* 

Jl66]. 

TftlAtimum— Turnpike  ToUs  Abolition  [128]; 
RaUway  Construction  Facilities  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  [37]. 

The  HooBO  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clook. 

COUNTY  COURTS  E(iUITABLE  JURIS- 
DICTION  (JUDGES'  SALARIES). 

COMMITTEE. 

^  Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besolution  moved, 

That  provision  be  made  for  the  payment  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
of  the  sum  of  Three  Hundred  Pounds  per  annum 
to  each  of  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts,  in 
addition  to  their  present  salary. — (Hr.  Peel.) 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  objected  to 
the  proposed  increaae,  and  said,  it  had  been 
found  by  a  Eeturn  that  the  Judges  whose 
salary  had  been  raised  to  £1,500  had  not 
been  the  most  deserying  so  far  as  their  du- 
ties were  conoemed.  There  were  nineteen 
Judges  who  sat  in  their  Courts  only  from 
150  to  200  days  in  the  year,  and  thirty- 
five  who  sat  only  from  100  to  150,  and 
one  who  actually  did  not  sit  100  days.  If 
this  increase  in  the  salary  should  be  made, 
those  holding  other  legal  appointments  of 
a  similar  character  would  be  making  ap- 
plication to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 
He  feared  also  that  the  measure  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  legal  profession  it- 
self. 


Mb.  LONOFIELD  regretted  that  the 
old  principle  of  fees  had  not  been  retained. 
The  duties  of  the  Judges  varied  consi- 
derably— some  Judges  would  be  getting 
£300  a  year  for  hearing  ten  extra  oases, 
while  others  would  have  perhaps  300  ad- 
ditional cases.  The  annual  sum  of  £18,000 
would  be  required  to  increase  the  salaries 
£300  each. 

Mb.  peel  said,  it  was  anticipated 
that  the  new  fees  arisiDg  out  of  the  equity 
jurisdiction  would  fully  cover  the  addi- 
tional charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
Paying  the  Judges  by  fees  was  most  ob- 
jectionable. In  the  first  instance,  the 
County  Court  Judges  were  paid  by  fees ; 
but  it  was  soon  found  necessary  to  substi- 
tute salaries.  It  was  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  have  no  new  salaries  exceeding 
£1,500  a  year ;  but  only  to  augment  the 
existing  salaries  when  the  Judges  had 
imposed  on  them  the  new  duty  of  judging 
in  equity. 

Mb.  ATBTON  hoped  it  would  be  clearly 
understood  that  if  hereafter  bankruptcy 
jurisdiction  should  be  given  to  the  County 
Court  Judges,  this  would  not  involve  ano- 
ther increase  of  salary. 

Mb.  HENLEY  thought  the  principle  of 
paying  a  Judge  by  salary  and  not  by  fees 
a  sound  one.  The  County  Court  Judges 
generally  (there  were  exceptions  in  which 
it  was  more)  received  £1,200  a  year,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  increase  their  salaries 
by  one- fourth.  Had  they  at  present  one- 
fourth  of  their  time  idle  ?  If  not,  how 
would  the  public  receive  a  benefit  for  the 
increased  pay?  At  present  our  gaols 
were  lumbered  up  by  County  Court  prison- 
ers, sent  under  what  was  called  penal 
imprisonment.  When  the  new  equitable 
jurisdiction  was  given  to  the  County 
Court  Judges,  ought  there  not  to  be  some 
provision  against  the  enlargement  of  this 
penal  imprisonment  i  He  trusted  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment would  consider  the  subject. 

Thk  CHAl^CELLOR  of  ths  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  conclusion  drawn  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley) 
from  the  Bill — namely,  that  the  Counfy 
Court  Judges  were  not  employed  more 
than  three- fourths  of  their  time,  was  a 
good  way  fh>m  the  truth.  A  large  amount 
of  their  time  was  employed  in  travelling 
from  place  to  place,  and  in  opening  and 
dosing  their  Courts.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  make  a  considerable  addition  to  their 
duty,  which,  however,  he  belieyed  tliey 
might  perfectly  well  undertake.  As  to  the 
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inqniiy  whether  this  propesal  implied  that 
tim  was  to  be  a  fresh  increase  of  salary 
whenever  new  duties  were  added,  he  felt 
bound  to  say  that  in  his  opinion  the  scale 
of  pay  in  Uie  Civil  Service  was  liberal, 
and  in  the  legal  profession  more  than 
hl)enl— it  was  large,  very  large.  This 
proposal  most  be  ttJ^en  with  reference  to 
that  scale  in  general,  and  not  as  an  iso- 
kted  scheme,  and  he  believed  it  was 
equitable. 

8iB  COLMAN  (yLOGHLEN  drew  at- 
trition to  the  fact  that  the  County  Courts 
of  England  cost  the  enormous  sum  of 
£340,000,  and  Scotland  cost  £100,000, 
while  those  of  Ireland,  whose  Judges  had 
t  more  extended  jurisdictioo,  only  cost 
£15,000,  and  part  of  that  was  recouped 
hy  a  Btamp  duty.  A  small  stamp  duty  on 
erery  case  ought  to  be  charged  on  the 
English  business. 

Me.  HENLEY  was  inclined  to  think 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  strengthened  rather 
than  weakened  what  he  had  suggested. 
Deducting  the  time  of  travelling  and  of 
opening  and  closing  Courts,  which  would 
remain  the  same,  it  would  be  an  increase 
of  one-third  instead  of  one-fourth. 

Ka.  HAEVEY  LEWIS  said,  the  sale- 
nee  would  not  be  too  large  if  they  were 
to  get  the  best  men. 

Hotion  agreed  to. 

Suthed,  That  proTiaion  be  mado  for  the  pay- 
Mat  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Three  Ilun- 
<h«d  Pounds  per  annum  to  eaoh  of  the  Judges  of 
^  County  Courts,  in  addition  to  their  present 
"•Itty. 

House  reswned. 

Eeeolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow* 


FIRE  BRIGADE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
[bill  153.]      OOMMITTEE. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clanses  1  to  5  were  agreed  to. 

Claose  6  (Parc)iase  of  Plant  of  existing 
Firs  Offices). 

flat  MDTTO  FABQUHAR  moved  the 
Adoption  of  the  following  proviso : — 

/*  Profided  that  the  means  of  extinguishing  fires 
*JMmI  hy  the  said  <  London  Fire  Engine  Es- 
**^ishment'  shall  not  be  diminished  within  the 
""^^eotife  districts  within  whioh  such  meant  are 
^  (tiieat  appUeaUe." 


Mb.  BAEYEY  lewis  said,  if  the 
Fire  Insurance  Companies  were  not  satis- 
fied they  had  hotter  have  kept  the  matter 
in  their  own  hands.  It  would  be  most 
unfair  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  to  hand 
over  to  it  the  duty  of  carrying  out  this 
Bill  and  then  hamper  them  by  a  proviso 
like  this. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BAEINa  said,  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  proviso,  and  assured  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  according  to  the  plans 
proposed  to  be  carried  out  the  protection 
to  every  part  of  London  would  not  only  not 
be  diminished,  but  it  would  be  increased. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Powers  of  Eire  Brigade). 

Mb.    AYRTON    moved  to  add  to  it 

that— 

"No  Water  Company  shall  he  liable  to  any 
penalty  or  claim  hy  reason  of  any  interruption  of 
the  supply  of  water  occasioned  only  by  oompliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Contributions  by  Insurance 
Offices). 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  moved— 

"  That  the  rate  which  the  Companies  shall  pay 
instead  of  £35  for  every  million  of  husiness,  shall 
be  £87  lOs,  per  million." 

This  Bill  inflicted  some  hardship  on  the 
metropolis.  The  Eire  Brigade,  as  now  con- 
stituted, cost  £25,000  a  year,  and  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  give  a  bonus 
of  £15,000  a  year  to  the  Companies,  which 
would  have  to  be  borne  by  the  ratepayers. 
The  cost  of  the  proposed  plan  was  £50,000 
a  year;  and  of  that  the  Offices  would  pay 
£25,000  a  year,  the  Government  would 
pay  £10,000,  and  the  object  of  his  Amend- 
ment was  to  provide  for  the  remaining 
£15,000  somewhat  differently  to  the  way 
the  Bill  provided  for  it.  Mr.  Drummond, 
Chairman  of  the  Eire  Brigade  Committee, 
and  one  of  the  leading  directors  of  the  Sun 
Office,  had  stated  that  the  offices  did  not 
want  to  escape  paying  their  fair  share- 
that  gentleman  completely  and  positively 
disavowed  auy  wish  to  saddle  the  public 
with  £25,000  a  year,  although  he  said 
"  the  public  of  London  had  no  more  busi* 
ness  to  have  their  fires  put  out  for  no- 
thing than  Liverpool,  Manchester,  or  other 
towns.''  If  the  clause  were  agreed  to  it 
would  divide  the  additional  £25,000  a 
little  more  equitably  between  the  Com- 
panies and  the  public. 


«1  F(r*  Brifsii  {C!OinfONBl  (Mtlnpolu)  BiB.  MS 

Amendmeiitpr0poMd,iiifMge4,luHll,"deal  birif  betwMB  the  nt^ti^cn  «ad  IW 
to  leara  out  Uw  words  "  thirty-five, "  ii^Iniaruicie  C(»npaiiifl«. 
order  to  inMrt  lb*  wordi  "  eighty- wTen,'^  Ub.  T.  G.  BABINO  Mid,  thst  if  ^ 
— {Mr.  Sarv»f  £«vu,)— instead  tbereof.  offleee  ohoae  to  give  np  the  brigade,  tba 
QnertioB  propowsd,  "  That  the  worit  '^al  liability  ironld  rert  on  the  pariihei. 
'  thirty-fiye  '  Btand  port  of  the  CUnM."  There  wm  no  doobt  a  gnmt  deal  to  be  lud 
8ra  MINTO  FAKQUHAR  said,  tht  »gainst  rauuig  the  money  DeoaMary  fir 
iMuranoe  Companie*  were  under  no  obli.  maintaining  the  Fire  Bngadea  by  iBTjing 
gation  to  proTide  a  Fire  Brigade,  and  ii  •rate;  bnt,  at  the  same  time,  by  levyinj 
they  were  saddled  with  a  large  mm  thej  •  eontribntion  on  the  offloee  they  were  a- 
mightoitherwithdrawaltogetherorohargi  a*>led  to  reach  property  which  wonld  ba 
an  increaaed  sum  on  their  preminms.  protected,  but  which  wonld  not  pay  mj- 
Within  a  radiua  of  eii  miles  from  C!haring  t*»n8  ^  ^^  ™*e^  He  hoped  that  tbt 
Cross  it  was  computed  that  there  wa«  lowenng  of  the  duty  wonld  have  the  effect 
proper^  to  the  value  of  not  lees  than  o'  reducing  the  amount  of  property  naiii- 
£900,000,000,  and  not  more  than  a  third  '^^i^,  and  that  would  diminish  the  di£- 
of  that  was  insured.  Insurance  Com paniee  onlty  of  raising  the  contribution  j  beo«u»e, 
could  not  be  expected  to  provide  Fire  <>'  conr«e,  if  the  whole  of  the  property  <i 
Brigades  for  thoao  who  did  not  insure.  tlie  metropolis  was  insured  nothing  would 
Me.  AYRTON  said,  it  was  apparent  *»  f»i™r  'i»°  *"  ™»8  the  neoeeaary  fund* 
that,  whatever  aobeme  was  deriaed,  the  by  a  tax  on  the  offices.  As  to  the  Amend- 
inhabitanto  of  the  metropolis  would  have  ""ent  itself,  he  must  object  to  it.  beoauae 
to  pay  whatever  sum  w»  levied  upon  the  ^■^^  present  scheme  was  a  ooropnnuN 
Insurance  Companies.  Ho  contended  that  which  he  should  be  sorry  to  disturb, 
the  sum  contributed  by  the  Insurance  Question  put,  "  That  the  words' thirty- 
Companies  should  be  charged  upon  the  five'  stand  part  of  the  Claiue." 
premium,  instead  of  on  the  amount  of  pro-  Xhe  Committee  dindtd:  —  Aya  61; 
perty  insured.  The  premium  was  the  Koea  16  :  Majority  45. 
measure  of  the  risk  against  fire,  and  jj^.  ATRTON  moved  an  Amendmeiit 
ttercfore  the  measure  of  the  duty  which  to  make  the  contribution  to  the  Fire  Bri- 
the  Fire  Bngade  was  called  upon  to  ^^  proportional  to  the  amount  of  pee- 
perform.  A  pereon  who  occupied  an  ^^^  rather  than  to  the  amonnt  of  in- 
ordinary   house   should    not    be   called   gunmog 

upon  to  pay  as  mui^  a«  the  owner  of       Me.  T.O.  BARING  reiterated  his  rie«i 
a  warahonse  where  the  nA  rf  fire  was   that  the  oonttibotion  ahonld  be  aeeatdiog 
Iwge     In  the  levying  of  a  hal^nny  rate   ^  the  amonnt  insured,  and  not  aooordb^ 
this  class  of  property  would  escape  paying   ^  ^^^  premium, 
its  fair  proportion.     He  would,  therefore,         .         .        .        ^.j 
suggest  that  the  words  as  proposed  by  the|     Amendment  ntga^td. 
hon.  Member  {Mr.  Harvey  Lewie)  ahould       ^^  MINTO   FAEftUHAR   soggMttd 
be  left  out,  and  then  the  House  ahould    t^^'  *''e  penod  during  which  the  Iiwu^ 
OODsider  what  other  words  should  be  in-lanco  Companies  should  contribute  towirdi 
Berted  in  their  stead,  in  order  to  maintain   ^^^  expenses  of  the  brigade  aoooiding  ta 
the  principle  to  which  he  had  referred.  ^^^^^  present  rate,  instead  of  in  the  man- 

Low)  FERMOT,  whilst  admitting  that>'>«''  provided  by  the  Act,  should  ba  exttnd- 
tbe  Bill  was  founded  upon  sound  principles    «^  froii  one  t"  tbree  years, 
and  wonld  plaoe  the  Insurance  Companies        M^-    ATRTON"     thought    the    clanae 
in  a  better  position  than  they  at  preaent_Bhauld  be  omitted  from  the  Bill  altogethar. 
held,  said   the  objection  which  they,  as       Me.  T.  G.  BARING  agreed  to  extend 
representativea  of  the  metropolitan  rate-    "lo  period  to  two  years,  and  moved  llw 
payers,  had  to  the  Bill  was  that  in  the    insertion  of  an  Amendment  at  the  rad  of 
oompromise  oome  to  with  the  Inaurance   ^^  clause. 
Oompaniea  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers !,>;.    Clause  amended  accordingly, 
were  about  to  bo  saorifloed.     The  Com-IL     Amendment  proposed, 
paniea  would  be  certaia  to  benefit  by  tliB|' !    Attheendof  theClaaiBto.ddtlMwordi-Pn- 
ohange,  and  they  ahould  not  shrink  from  l  «idgd  that  an;  Insaranoe  Compu)7  whuh  it  lli* 
paying  as  large  an  amount  as  before.      Ii  o    Ume  of  tba  puaing  of  Uiii  Aot  ooDtiibgtM  I*  fx 
should  support  the  Amendment  proposed     Mpensea  or  th«  iwid  Fl™  Kn^ne  EiuHiih^ 
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nto  of  ifaiHgp-Ave  pmradi  in  one  million  poundi 
of  the  iNisinMi  in  reipeot  of  which  U  oontri- 
VotM  to  tho  laid  Fire  Engtno  EttabliBhinent  for 
ll»  oreoMi  yoor,  oooordinjr  to  a  Retum  which 
hni  Mm  fernithed  to  the  uhairman  of  the  laid 
Metropolitan  Board,  initead  of  in  the  manner  in 
tUi  Aet  prorided.**— (^-  Barinff.) 

Qnestiim  pat,  "That  the  proposed 
Amendment,  as  amended,  be  there  added." 

The  Committee  dMded:  •»  Ayes  68 ; 
Foes  1 1 :  Majority  57. 

Clanse  arder9d  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

CUnses  12  to  15,  inclosiye,  agreed  to. 

danse  16  (Contribntions  by  Goyem- 
Bent  towards  expenses  of  Brigade). 

Mn.  BLACKBUEK  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words,  *'  ten  thousand  pounds,"  in 
order  to  add — 

**  The  amount  of  rate  of  kl.  in  the  pound  in  the 
idl  and  fiuranonal  Talae  of  all  property  belonging 
Is  the  Crown  in  the  metropolii,  which  would,  & 
alsable,  be  charged  to  therelief  of  thepoor." 

Amendment  negativod. 
daose  agreed  to. 

Clanse  1 7  (Expenses  of  Aot  not  specially 
poYided  for). 

Mb.  HARYEY  lewis  moved  to  in- 
nrt  after  the  word  "  plaoe,"  in  line  5,  the 
words — 

**  Sooh  fbU  and  ikh*  annutl  Talno  to  bo  oom- 
paled  to  the  last  Taluation  lor  the  time  being 
Sited  opon  in  auening  the  county  rate." 

lia.  AYETON  thought  the  words  of 
the  Amendment  would  create  great  incon- 
TOsience  if  they  differed  from  the  provi- 
Bons  of  the  Metropolitan  Local  Manage- 
ment Aot. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  clay,  with  the  view  of  relieving 
fte  Water  Companies  from  the  payment 
of  rates  on  their  pipes,  those  Companies 
kaving  been  in  that  respect  very  badly 
treated,  moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  line  5, 

**  Provided,  that  the  proportion  of  any  luch 
Hijment  by  tbeoTeneer  of  any  parish  which  shall 
M  attributable  to  ratei  paid  by  any  Water  Com- 
■aay  in  respect  of  their  pipes  or  works,  may  be 
isdaeted  by  such  Water  Company  out  of  the  next 
ptftoMki  of  rates  demanded  by  such  overieer,  and 
dttll  bo  allowed  by  him  aooordingly." 

Mb.  HAEYEY  lewis  objected  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  tiiat  it  would 
give  rise  to  great  litigation. 

Mb.  T.  O.  BAEING  also  dissented  from 
flie  Amendment. 

Mb.  clay  denied  that  any  litigation 
would  neoeoarily  arise  in  oonsequence  of 
tte  addition  €i  the  words  he  had  proposed, 
iod  Mid  that  tiae  itiion  why  he  hadasked 


the  House  to  make  such  a  oonoession  wis 
that  the  Water  Companies  gave  water  gra- 
tuitously for  extinguishing  fires. 

Amendment  negatwod. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Mb.  AYETON  proposed  a  new  clause 
(Maintenance  of  floating  steam  fire-engines 
on  the  Eiver  Thames  by  the  Board),  one 
provision  of  which  was  that  the  Con- 
servators of  the  Eiver  Thames  should  pay 
£3,000  for  the  purpose  out  of  the  funds 
in  their  hands. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BAEING  said,  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  clause,  the  Thames  Con- 
servators having  no  surplus. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  AYETON  proposed  to  add  a  clause 
(Persons  to  whom  assistance  has  been  given 
to  contribute  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  Fire  Brigade.) 

Mb.  T.  G.  BAEING  opposed  the  clause. 

Clause  negatived. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  'reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered* on  ThuTiday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  230.] 

ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLAND) 

{re-^owmUUd)  BILL. 

ooMHimB. — [bill  166.] 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee  [Progress 
19th  June]. 

Amendments  made. 

LoBB  ELCHO,  in  moving  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  said,  he  did  so  in 
order  that  he  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  a  statement  as  to  uie  portion 
of  the  measure,  and  the  motives  by  which 
he  had  been  actuated  in  bringing  it  for- 
ward. There  was,  however,  snudl  need 
for  explanation  since  a  paper  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  explaining  the  reasons 
for  introducing  the  Bill  and  ^e  arguments 
in  its  support,  had  been  scattered  broad- 
cast over  Scotland,  and  had  been  sent  to 
every  official  person  and  every  one  who 
might  be  supposed  to  be  interested  in  the 
subject.  He  had  brought  it  forward  at 
the  instance  of  a  large  number  of  people 
in  Scotland  who  were  anxious  that  there 
should  be  an  improvement  in  the  system 
of  maintaining  roads  in  that  country. 
Yarious  measures  for  that  purpose  had 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  and  it  had 
been  frequendy  debated  in  that  House. 
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The  result  was  that  a  Boyal  Commission 
was  appointed  which  had  recommended 
that  aU  tolls  should  be  abolished,  and  that 
the  turnpike  roads  should  be  maintained 
for  the  future  by  an  assessment.  In  con- 
sequence, tolls  had  been  abolished  in  Tarious 
districts  of  Scotland  by  means  of  Private 
Bills ;  but  he  (Lord  Elcho)  and  those  with 
whom  he  acted,  finding  that  the  feeling 
in  feiYOur  of  the  abolition  of  tolls  was  so 
general,  and  that  so  many  counties  were 
applying  to  Parliament  for  special  Eoad 
Bills,  came  to  the  opinion  that  this  was  a 
good  opportunity  for  bringing  in  a  general 
Bill  which  would  make  it  necessary  for 
counties  to  make  their  special  applications. 
A  Bill  was  drawn  up  by  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose,  and  was  sent  to 
us  to  be  introduced  biefore  Parliament,  but 
as  its  object  was  confined  to  the  one  point 
of  abolishing  tolls,  it  was  felt  that  there 
was  little  chance  of  its  obtaining  the 
assent  of  that  House.  Great  pains  were 
taken  to  draw  up  a  series  of  Amendments, 
which  it  was  thought  would  make  the 
Bill  more  acceptable  to  the  House,  and 
the  delay  thus  occasioned  was  the  reason 
why  the  Bill  now  came  on  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.  The  Bill  as  it  came 
before  the  House  was  simply  a  permissiTe 
one ;  for  it  had  been  found,  from  the  nature 
of  the  Tarious  applications  for  Private 
Bills,  that  the  circumstances  of  the  dif- 
ferent counties  were  so  varied  that  it  was 
essential  that  the  measure  should  be  made 
elastic  so  as  to  be  adapted  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  various  districts.  With  re- 
gard to  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill, 
he  might  describe  them  as  being  three  in 
number.  One  provided  for  a  better  method 
of  establishing  the  claims  upon  statute 
labour  roads ;  another  was  for  the  consoli- 
dation of  tolls,  so  as  to  maintain  roads  at 
a  cheaper  rate  ;  but  the  third  and  chief 
point  was  the  proposal  to  maintain  roads 
by  assessment  instead  of  tolls,  as  they  were 
maintained  in  Ireland.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive a  greater  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
railway  companies  than  that  they  should 
ask  to  be  relieved  ^m  the  just  assessment 
of  their  property  for  the  support  of  roads 
•—for  it  must  be  to  their  advantage  that 
they  should  have  good  roads  to  take 
travellers  to  and  from  the  railways.  But 
another  opponent  of  the  Bill  was  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ayr  (Sir  James 
Pergusson),  who  had  given  notice  to  move 
that  the  county  of  Ayr  be  excluded  from 
the  BiU.  They  could  not  have  anticipated 
the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Baroneti  for  he 
ZardMeho 


was  one  of  the  Commission  which  recom- 
mended the  abolition  of  tolls.  Neither  did 
they  expect  to  have  any  opposition  from 
the  burghs,  as  they  had  supposed  they  at 
least  would  like  their  communication  with 
their  counties  to  be  unfettered  by  toDs. 
The  burghs,  however,  took  a  different 
view.  The  burgh  which  seemed  to  be 
most  violent  in  opposition  was  Perth.  It 
seemed  to  think  that  it  represented  all 
Scotland,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  that  burgh  (Mr.  Einnaird)  showed 
himself  a  worthy  representative  of  that 
spirit.  Up  to  the  present  moment,  it  liad 
been  found  impossible  to  satisfy  the  borgh 
of  Perth ;  but  all  the  other  towns — with 
the  exception,  of  course,  of  Edinbm^gh, 
Glasgow,  and  other  very  large  places- 
were  satisfied  with  the  changes  which 
have  been  made  in  the  Bill.  What  they 
objected  to  was  that  any  portion  of  the 
assessment  should  be  placed  on  the  bnigh. 
But  it  was  manifest  that  the  £urest  plan 
was  that  proposed  by  the  Bill — to  asaesi 
the  various  parishes  according  to  the  mile- 
age by  the  assessor  appointed  for  that 
purpose.  The  burghs  which  were  fiie 
chief  opponents  of  the  Bill  had  all,  except 
Perth,  withdrawn  their  opposition;  bat 
the  special  ground  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  in  his  notice  on 
the  paper  claimed  to  exempt  Perth,  wai 
not  a  little  curious.  He  proposed  that 
Perth  should  be  exempt,  because  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  have  incurred  a 
heavy  debt  for  the  improvement  of  the 
river  communication  on  the  Tay.  That 
argument — if  argument  it  could  be  called 
— was  equally  applicable  to  every  town 
which  had  spent  money  on  public  improTe* 
ments.  There  was  another  clause  to  be 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  who  ob- 
jected to  pay  any  portion  of  any  debt  now 
owing  by  the  roads.  But  what  ^d  tiie 
Bill  propose  ?  Simply  that  the  occupiers 
should  pay  the  interest,  and  the  landlordi 
the  capital.  At  present,  it  was  well 
known  that  the  occupiers  paid  the  interest; 
and  the  Bill,  therefore,  left  them  exactly 
where  it  found  them.  The  promoters  had 
steadily  kept  in  view  the  principle  that 
the  BiU  ought  not  to  shift  any  burdens  or 
alter  liabilities,  but  simply  to  unfetter  the 
traveller's  legs,  so  that  he  might  travel 
more  easily.  However,  it  was  manifest 
that  the  Bill  could  not  pass  this  Sessioo, 
and,  therefore,  all  he  proposed  was  that 
wiy  enterprizing  Member  of  the  new  Par- 
liament introducing  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
should  have    the    advantage   of   seeing 
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Uiis  Bill  amended  as  proposed.    He  there- 
lore  propoeed  to  go  into  Committee  pro 
/orwta,  tnat  the  Amendments  might  be 
romted,    and   not    to    proceed   farther. 
Whether  any  very  enthusiastic  Gentle- 
mm  took  np  this  snbjeot  in  the  new 
Parliament  or  not  depended  very  much 
as  to  what  took  place  in  Scotland;  but 
whether  his  Bill  passed  or  not,  tolls  would 
soon  be    extinguished.    Such  being  his 
opinion,  it  might  be  asked  why  trouble 
himself  about  any  Bill  at  all  ?    The  reason 
hewished  to  see  the  Bill  passed  was  that 
so  numy  counties  would  apply  for  private 
authority,  and  he  wished  to  save  them 
the  expense  of  coming  to  Parliament  for 
io  many  private  Acts.    Out  of  the  thirty- 
three  counties  of  Scotland,   eleven  were 
tree  of  tolls ;  and  of  the  remainder,  some, 
he  knew,  were  about  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
nent.    The  spirit  of  Bebecca  was   not 
itifled.    They  all  remembered    how  she 
itirtled  us  some  years  ago  with  her  white 
mghtcap  and   long  white  shift,  and  her 
tei^onsy.the  crowbar  and  hatchet;  but 
wh«i  they  saw  her  again  she  would  be 
clothed  in  a  lawyer's  gown  and  wig,  and 
be  armed  with  a  blue  bag  and  a  long  biU. 
In  the  course  of  a  very  few  years  these 
tolls  would  be  swept  away,  but  it  would 
be  better  for  Scotland  if  it  were  done  by 
OMms  of  some  such  measure  as  he  was 
now  proposing  to  withdraw.    The  noble 
Lord  moved  Uiat  the  Chairman  do  report 

lt»vedt  That  the  Chairman  do  report 

Kx.  BLACKBITBN  said,  any  Scotch 
Henber  who  took  up  this  subject  in  the 
uw  Parliament  would  find  it  rather  a 
bf^telesB  one.  There  could  be,  however,  no 
objection  to  the  Bill  being  put  into  a  more 
pnfect  shape,  with  a  view  to  its  considera- 
tioa  hereafter.  The  noble  Lord  was  mis- 
Uken  in  thinking  that  he  (Mr.  Blackburn) 
<>pposed  his  Bill  in  the  interests  of  the 
nuway  companies.  They  had  nothing  to 
*ik.  He,  however,  objected  to  permissive 
KUt  idtG^ther.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ler, he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  was 
CQunently  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
^<>nntry  for  the  pains  and  trouble  he  had 
l^estowed  on  the  measure. 

Ha.  STIBLINa  said,  the  noble  Lord 
'^  not  quite  done  justice  to  the  county 
^Uch  he  (Mr.  Stirling)  had  the  honour 
^  represent.  He  was  aware  that  when 
the  Bill  came  before  Parliament  the 
^Hmnty  of  Perth  did  not  view  it  in  a  very 
IftTooraUe  light;  but  after  it  had  been 


amendedi  they  were  disposed  to  look  upon 
it  with  a  much  more  approving  eye.  The 
noble  Lord  might,  therefore,  I  think  set 
down  the  county  of  Perth  as  favourable  on 
the  whole  to  his  measure.  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirling  (Mr. 
Blackburn)  that  the  noble  Lord  deserved 
the  highest  praise  for  having  taken  up  this 
subject,  and  the  light  he  had  thrown  on  it. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  thought  every 
one  would  admit  the  care  and  abUity  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  discharged  his 
self-imposed  task,  and  he,  for  one,  re- 
gretted his  labours  had  not  been  crowned 
with  the  success  they  deserved.  If  the 
Scotch  Members  would  take  a  larger  grasp 
of  the  subject,  and  not  allow  difficulties 
such  as  would  arise  in  all  cases  of  this 
kind  to  be  regarded  as  insurmountable, 
there  would  be  no  impossibility  in  passing 
this  Bill  even  now. 

Colonel  S YKES  :  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  right;  but  there  were  private 
interests  and  associations  which  were  op« 
posed  to  any  general  measure  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  believed  a  Bill  to  abolish  tolls 
would  be  generally  approved  if  their  in* 
terests  could  be  propitiated. 

Sra  JOHN  OGILVY  could  not  refrain 
from  tendering  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  able  and  frank  manner  in  which 
he  had  done  his  best  to  meet  all  objections. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Bill  r&ported;  to  be  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  231] ;  re-committed  for  Monday  next. 

REVIEWS  OF  THE   MILITIA. 

auBsnoN. 

LoBD  BUBGHLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  make  provision 
in  the  next  Militia  Estimates  for  Brigading 
Eegiments  for  Beview  during  the  last 
week  of  the  Annual  Training  ? 

The  Mabqtjess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  not  able  to  give  a  definite 
answer  to  the  Question  of  his  noble  Friend, 
the  matter  being  one  that  must  be  reserved 
for  consideration  when  the  next  Estimates 
were  being  prepared.  It  was  not  simply 
a  matter  of  expense.  He  was  aware  &at 
reviews  of  the  kind  proposed  would  be 
very  acceptable  to  a  great  many  militia 
officers ;  but  there  were  other  very  good 
officers  who  would  not  like  to  give  up  the 
time  that  would  be  necessary.  The  sub- 
ject, however,  should  receive  the  attention 
of  the  War  Office. 
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GoLONZL  NORTH  asked  the  Under  Se-  of  affording  proteotioii  to  the  crewi  and 

otetaiy  of  State  for  War,  If  the  Report  of  cargoes  of  Bach  Teawla,  Her  Uajeaty'i  60- 

tbe  Committee  upon  tlie  Reamiting  of  the  Terament  anticipate  Uie  necessity  of  aoj 

Army  vill  b«  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  Increoee  of  onr  Naval  Force*  in  Ounea  . 

House  ?  waters,  or  whether  the  protection  of  ib 

The    UASfttrasB    ov    HABTIIT6T0K  Flag  will  bo  left  excloaiTely  to  the  Oudm 

said,  the  Report   was  one  entirely  of  a  Government,  and  all  ndu  att^iding  tnch 

Departmental  character ;   and,   th^fore,  trade,   coasting  or  otberwiae,   left  to  be 

he  did  not  propose  to  lay  it  on  tho  table  borne  by  such  Chinese  owneie? 

of  the  House.     It  would  not  be  expedient  Ha.  LA  YARD  said,  there  had  been  a 

to  state  tho  recommendations  of  the  Com-  report  to  the  above  effect  in  the  pnblic 

mittee  until  they  should  have  been  oonsi-  papers,  bat  the  Government  had  receifed 

dered  by  the  Horse  Quards  and  a  decision  no  infonnation  on  the  subject  either  fnm 

oome  to  respecting  them.  the  British  Consul  at  Shanghai  or  ftem 

Her  Majesty's  Uinister  at  Fekin. 
ITALY  —  CAPTURE    OF    ENGLISH    SUB- 
JECTS BT   BRIGANDS.— QUESTION.  MASTER  MANU FA CTURERS— RENTAL 
Mb.   OWEN    STANLEY    asked   the  ON  MACHINERY.— QUESTION, 
rnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af-  Sia  ROBERT    CLIFTON    asked   tkt 
fcirs.  If  any  communications  have  taken  preadent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whrther 

flace  between  the  SeereUry  of  State  for  tig    attention   has   been   directed   to  th* 
oreign   Affairs  and  the  Italian  Govern-  hardship  inflicted  upon  working  men  ty 
ment  with  regard  to  the  detention  of  an  Master  Manufacturers  in  their  charge  flt 
Enghsh  gentleman  by  the  Brigands?  After  rental  upon  machinery  in  reduction  of  their 
the  amnsing  and  pathetic  aooount  which  earnings,  and  in  contravention  of  the  prin- 
hod  appeared  in  Monday's  paper  his  hon.  ciple  of  the  Track  Act ;  and  whether  it 
Fnend    would   probably   thank  him  for  ^^g  ^ig  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  fi»     ■ 
putdngttie  question.  remedying  that  hardship  ?                              I 
Mr.    LAYARD     said,     the     account*  Mh.  MILNER  GIBSON  aaid,  be  h»d     I 
which  appeared  in  the  papers  last  week  not  received  any  representations  on  Iba     ] 
were  entirely  fabulous,  not  containing  one  gubject,  and  consequently  there  was  ne 
word  of  truth.    With  regard  to  Mr.  Moens,  present  intention  to  legislate, 
he  had  unfortunately  been  carried  off  by 
brigands  into  tho  mountains,  and  HtT  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  inconstant  ^HE  ARGENTINE  REPUBLIC  -  TRIAL 
communication  with  tho  Italian  Govern-  "ENT  OF  A  BRITISH  OFFICER, 
ment  upon  the  matter.    Both  Governments  UITIstioit. 
wero  doiDg  all  they  could    prudently,  to  Admihal  WALCOTT  asked  tho  Unda 
obtain  his  release  ;  but  as  the  subject  was  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affain,  Whether  he 
one  requiring  delicate  mwiagement  his  hon.  ^  give' any  information  respecting  fto 
Fnend,ofcour8e,  would  not  expect  him  treatment  to  which  Lieutena^JchUi, 
to  go  into  details  of  the  actual  steps  taken,  ^f  the  Eoyal  Navy,  hss  been  subieeted  <m 
I  I  .1,    T°i^  i''.u"'^r''    ^"^    ™«^1'^  the  south-east  coast  of  America?    It  sfh 
tha   the  chief  of  these  bngands  had  been  ^  that  one  evening  Lieutenant  JohT 
u"^  ^^"^S^™."  ."'"Tu'^^'^^'l'"*^';  son  was  on  shore  when  his  attention  wsi 
Moens  had  been  yet  released,  but  he  hoped  attracted  to  two  men,  one  of  whom  »■ 
Uiat  event  would  not  be  long  deferred.  p^^^d  to  be  murdering  the  other.    A 

CHINA-FOREIGN    VESSELS    UNDER  ^^S^  frT^l. ""^   T^f'^^K*^..^ 

THP  CHivir<iit  VI  «c      ninreTTnu  "^  '""'''  """^   "^^  assailant,   who,  hsvlng 

THE  CHINESE  FLAG.- QUESTION.  jg^lt  him  a  blow,  made  his  eecape.  Ate 

Mk.  LIBDELL  asked  the  Under  Secro-  this,  the  police  came  up  and  emed  lien- 

tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  tenant  Johnson,  considering  that  hs  W 

any  communications  have  passed  between  the  party   who  had   murdered  the  cOitt 

the  Foreign  OfSce  and  Her  Majesty's  Re-  man.     In  spite  of  his  protestations  to  tlis 

presentative  in  China,  relative  to  the  per-  contrary  they  carried  him  off  to  prium, 

mission  said  to  have  been  given  by  the  and  ten  hours  elapsed  before  ho  Wit  li^ 

Chinese  Qovemment  to  its  sabjeoti  to  own  rated. 
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Mb.  LATARD  said,  the  facts  of  the 
were  not  exactly  as  the  gaUant  Ad* 
aural  had  stated  them.  The  occurrence  took 
dace  in  the  Argentine  Bepublic,  not  at  Rio. 
tdeutenant  Johnson  was  returning  home 
late  <me  night  when  he  heard  screams 
israing  from  a  house.  He  endeayoured 
to  enter  by  the  front  door,  but  found  it 
kcked.  He  went  round  to  the  back, 
and  thus  gained  admission.  He  then  saw 
two  men  in  mortal  conflict  He  interfered 
and  wrenched  the  pistol  from  one  of  the 
men,  who  then  escaped.  Some  watchmen 
came  in,  and  seeing  a  man  dangerously 
wounded,  they  seized  Lieutenant  John- 
ton  and  severely  beat  him.  They  then 
carried  him  off  to  prison,  where  he 
was  locked  up  for  many  hours,  and  only 
ideaaed  when  he  explamed  who  he  was. 
Kr.  Thornton,  the  British  representatiye 
ia  that  country,  brought  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  &e  Argentine  Repub- 
Se»  and  an  apology  was  made  for  what 
kid  been  done,  and  the  watchmen  had 
been  apprehended  and  would  be  tried  for 
the  offence  of  which  they  had  been  guilty. 
Ike  representative  of  the  Argentine  Re- 

Eblic  in  this  country  had  also  ezjpressed 
I  regret  to  Earl  Russell  at  the  circum- 
stance which  had  taken  place. 

UNIVERSITT  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
MOnOK  FOB  AV  ADDRESS. 

Td    O'DONOGHUE,    in    rising    to 


"  That  AQ  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jeei7,  representing  to  Uer  Migesty  that  con- 
seienttous  objections  to  the  present  system  of 
UniTertitj  edueation  in  Irelsnd  presents  a  large 
aombor  of  Her  Migestj's  subjects  from  enjoying 
Ike  advantages  of  a  Unifenity  education,  and 
pajing  that  such  steps  may  be  taken  as  will 
nnodj  this  grieranoe," 

Sttdy  that  he  made  his  Motion  with  the 
greatest  confidence,  because  he  believed 
fibre  never  was  a  period  when  legislation 
vas  ao  little  influenced  by  mere  part)r  and 
leetarian  prejudice,  and  his  experience 
ksd  led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
taa  a  growing  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the 
Lagialature,  and  also  on  the  part  of  the 
ireat  mass  of  the  English  people,  to  es- 
tabliah  equal  laws  throughout  the  Empire, 
md  place  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  on  a 
GMting  of  perfect  equality,  as  the  best 
means  of  preventing  sectarian  divisions  and 
attaching  all  classes  of  the  people  to  the 
Throne  and  Constitution.  If  he  showed 
that  the  effect  of  the  present  system  of 
TJamraity  education  in  Ireland  was  to 


prevent  a  great  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  from  availing  themselves  of  the 
advantages  of  University  education,  he 
should  have  proved  the  existence  of  a  great 
grievance,  and  one  which  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  assist  in  redressing. 
It  was  the  great  boast  of  England  that  she 
furnished  the  brightest  example  of  tolera- 
tion, and  that  nowhere  were  the  rights  of 
conscience  so  scrupulously  guarded.  He 
therefore  did  not  expect  to  be  told  that 
the  Legislature  was  bound  to  give  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  and  to 
Presbyterians  what  it  was  bound  to  refuse 
to  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  was  confident 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  all 
sects  and  classes  were  entitied  to  full  and 
equal  justice,  and  that  all  ought  to  parti- 
cipate m  all  the  rights  and  privileges  which 
it  was  possible  for  British  subjects  to  en- 
joy. The  Legislature  could  not  confer 
exclusive  privileges  upon  one  class  without 
producing  discontent  among  others,  and 
thus  imperilling  the  peace  and  safety  of 
the  Empire.  The  members  of  the  Estab- 
lishment and  the  Presbyterians  would  not 
submit  to  be  deprived  of  educational  or 
any  other  advantages  enjoyed  by  others  ; 
and  he  would  say,  on  the  part  of  his  Bo- 
man  Catholic  fellow- subjects  and  co-reli- 
gionists,  that  they  refused  to  admit  the 
exceptional  treatment  to  which  they  had 
hitherto  been  exposed  in  regard  to  Uni- 
versity education.  Their  position  was  one 
of  grievous  inferiority.  The  relative  posi- 
tion of  the  three  religious  denominations 
had  been  described  by  Sir  John  Gray  in  a 
speech  before  the  Dublin  Corporation.  He 
stated  that  while  there  was  a  Univer- 
sity for  600,000  Protestants,  and  special 
arrangements  for  the  Presbyterians,  the 
Roman  Catholics,  numberiug  4,500,000  of 
the  population,  had  as  Eoman  Catholics 
no  recognized  University  and  no  educa- 
tional institution  of  a  high  order  of  which, 
as  Eoman  Catholics,  they  could  avail 
themselves.  The  Eoman  Catholics  had  no 
wish  to  deprive  their  fellow-countrymen  of 
any  advantages  they  enjoyed — they  only 
asked  to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  equa- 
lity with  their  fellow-subjects  and  co- 
religionists in  England,  in  Canada,  and 
Australia.  He  thought  that  the  experi- 
ence of  the  past  ought  to  have  convinced 
every  reasonable  man  that  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics entertained  conscientious  objections 
to  the  present  system  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  that  these  objections 
were  insuperable.  They  had  persistentiy 
reflised  to  avail  themselves  of  the  present 
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system,  and  this  ought  to  he  accepted  as  a 
proof  that  it  had  failed  to  satisfy  their 
just  claims  and  requirements.  He  took  it 
for  granted,  of  course,  that  no  one  would 
he  foolish,  impolitic,  or  wicked  enough  to 
tell  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  ''  You  must 
overcome  your  scruples  or  do  without 
TJniyersity  education."  Every  one  was 
aware  that  Trinity  College  was,  and  always 
had  heen,  essentially  Protestant,  and  that 
no  one  was  admitted  either  to  the  teaching 
or  governing  hody  who  was  not  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church.  "Now,  it  was 
not  likely  that  the  character  of  Trinity 
College  would  be  altered  in  order  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  Catholics.  Then,  as  all 
knew,  educational  experiments  had  been 
tried  by  the  establishment  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges;  and  among  the  peculiarities  of 
their  foundation  were  these  two  very  re- 
markable incidents,  as  they  were  called — 
first  that  they  were  to  be  kept  free  even 
from  the  bare  suspicion  of  having  any 
pious  or  religious  tendencies  whatever; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  that  persons  of  any 
religious  creed,  or  of  none  at  all,  might  be- 
long to  the  governing  body.  Now  these 
extraordinary  peculiarities,  operating  upon 
the  minds  of  a  people  who  had  always 
invested  the  instructors  of  youth  with 
certain  indispensable  characteristics  and 
qualifications,  had  produced  the  miserable 
failure  to  which  he  would  now  call  atten- 
tion. He  would  first  of  all  show  the  total 
number  of  students  in  each  of  the  Univer- 
sity Colleges  in  Ireland,  including  Trinity 
College,  and  then  give  the  number  of 
Catholics  in  each.  In  Belfast  the  total 
number  of  students  was  405,  of  whom  the 
Catholics  were  22 ;  in  Cork  the  total  num- 
ber of  students  was  263,  of  Catholics  123 ; 
in  Galway  the  total  number  was  169,  the 
Catholics  78 ;  and  in  Trinity  College  the 
number  of  students  was  about  1,000,  of 
whom  the  Catholics  were  45.  The  total 
number  of  students  in  the  legally  recog- 
nized Colleges  in  Ireland  was  1,837,  of 
whom  the  number  of  Catholics  was  only 
268.  Now,  it  could  be  shown  that  while 
the  number  of  Catholics  attending  the 
recognized  Universities  was  but  14  per 
cent  of  the  whole,  the  number  attending 
the  intermediate  schools  for  superior  edu- 
cation, of  which  there  were  sixty- seven 
under  the  clergy,  was  fully  equal  to  that  of 
all  the  other  denominations  attending  the 
same  class  of  schools.  According  to  the 
Census  Returns  of  1861  the  total  number 
of  pupils  in  the  intermediate  schools  was 
above  14,000,  of  whom  more  than  7,000 
I^  O'DonoghiM  1 


were  Catholics.    That  fact  must  be  taken 
as  a  proof  that  but  for  the  oonacientious 
objections  to  which  he  had  referred  the 
number  of  Catholics  attending  the  Uni- 
versities in  Ireland  would  be  infiinitelj 
more  than  at  present,  and  at  least  equal 
to  the  number  of  youths  of  every  o&er 
denomination  receiving  a  University  edu- 
cation.    Coming  now  to  the  number  of 
degrees  in  Arts  granted  in  any  year  to 
the  students  of  the  three  Queen's  Col- 
leges it  would  be  found,  first,  that  the 
two  Colleges  of  Cork  and  G^way  were 
merely  schools  as  far  as  Arts  were  con- 
cerned,  a    considerable   number  of  the 
students  being  under  fifteen,  while  thoee 
above  that  age  were  almost  entirely  pro- 
fessional students ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
that  the  Belfast  College  was  the  only  one 
of  the  three  which  was,  properly  speaking, 
the  college  of  a  University.     But  BelM 
was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  denomina- 
tional institution.     It  was  almost  entiielj 
in  the  hands  of  the  Presbyterians.  Among 
the  Professors  there  was  not  a  single  Bo- 
man  Catholic,  and  all  except  one  or  tvo 
were    Presbyterians;    and    out    of   405 
students  attending   it  there    were  only 
twenty-two  Catholic  students.    In  Cork 
and  Galway  the  number  of   students  in 
Arts  scarcely  exceeded  the    number  of 
scholarships.    In  1864  the  d^prees  in  Arte 
granted  were  of  LL.B.  in  Belfast  one,  in 
Cork  and  in   Qalway  none ;  of  A.M.  in 
Belfast  nine,   in  Cork   one,  and  in  Gal- 
way one;  and  of  A.B.  in  Belfast  forty- 
three,    in  Cork  nine,   in  Galway  seren. 
Of  all  the  degrees  iu  Arts  granted  in  18&4 
Belfast  took  71,  Cork  14,  and  Galway  13, 
and    of   all  the   professional  degrees  in 
the  same  year  Belfast  took  35,  Cork  38, 
and  Galway  26  per  cent.     In  short,  Bel- 
fast College  was  the  only  one  which  fill- 
filled  its  natural  functions,  while  the  other 
two  were  simply  employed  in  providing 
the  country  with  third-rate  doctors.    The 
amount  of  professional  education   given 
in  the  Queen's  Colleges  might  be  judged 
from  the  fact  that  57  per  cent  in  Cork 
were  medical  students,  and  of  263  matri- 
culated only  62  were  students  in  Arts.  He 
had  shown  that  the  number  of  Catholics 
availing  themselves  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  as  compared  witli  that  of 
the  Protestants  was  very  small,  while  the 
number  of  Catholics  who  attended  the 
superior  schools   for  intermediate  edoea- 
tion  fully  equalled  the  number  of  those 
who  belonged  to  all  other  denominations 
attending  schools  of  the  same  class.    The 
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inference  was  that  the  present  TJniversity 
system  of  education  in  Ireland  did  not 
equal  the  requirements  of  the  Catholics. 
He  had  also  shown  that  the  attendance  of 
students  at  two  of  the  three  Colleges,  not 
only  in  reference  to  Catholics  but  also  to 
the  whole  community,  was  miserably 
small,  and  that  two  of  those  Colleges  were 
nothing  more  than  third-rate  schools  of 
medicine.  It  was  quite  clear  that  the 
number  of  Catholics  attending  the  Queen's 
Colleges  was  never  likely  to  increase  to 
any  considerable  extent,  because  the  in- 
termediate schools,  which  would  naturally 
supply  the  Colleges  with  students,  were 
all  under  the  control  of  the  Catholic 
clergy,  between  whom  and  the  Queen's 
Colleges  there  neyer  could  be  any  har- 
mony or  sympathy  of  any  kind,  since 
these  institutions  had  been  condemned  by 
the  Eoman  Catholic  Church.  What,  then, 
was  the  remedy  ?  It  was  a  yery  simple 
one,  and  one  which  depended  upon  the 
Parliament  and  Government  of  this  country 
to  apply  or  not.  Let  a  charter,  conferring 
the  power  of  granting  degrees,  as  well  as  a 
charter  of  incorporation,  be  granted  to  the 
Catholic  University  which  already  existed 
in  Dublin,  though,  without  a  legally  re- 
cognized existence.  That  institution  had 
been  founded  by  the  Catholics,  and  was 
supported  by  them.  A  sum  of  £130,000 
had  ahready  been  contributed  by  the 
Catholics  for  its  support.  They  did  not 
come  to  the  State  and  ask  for  a  grant  of 
public  money.  All  they. asked  the  State 
to  give  was  those  powers  and  that  character 
without  which  a  University  could  be  of 
no  practical  benefit  to  the  community. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  their  demand  was 
founded  upon  justice  and  was  supported 
by  unanswerable  precedents.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  Establishment  in  Ireland  had 
their  chartered  University;  so  had  the 
Presbyterians.  The  Protestant  Dissenters 
in  England  had  theirs.  The  Catholics  of 
Canada  and  Australia  had  their  chartered 
Universities,  their  Colleges  endowed  by 
the  State  and  governed  by  Catholic  bishops. 
Then  on  what  principle  were  the  Eoman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  to  be  treated  differently 
in  this  matter  from  all  other  subjects  of 
the  Crown  ?  Why  were  they  to  be  de- 
nied the  right  of  free  education?  Wh^ 
were  they  to  be  told,  as  they  now  practi- 
cally were,  "  You  must  either  avail  your- 
selves of  the  University  system  which  it 
is  our  pleasure  to  provide,  or  do  with* 
out  University  education  altogether?" 
The  Catholics  answered,  and  their  answer 
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was  practically  and  forcibly  given  by  Sir 
John  Gray,  "  We  are  excluded  for  con* 
science  sake ;  we  are  allowed,  but  cannot 
enter."  He  would  not  weary  the  House 
by  calling  attention  to  the  examination 
papers  of  the  Catholic  University,  but 
competent  judges  had  pronounced  them 
fully  up  to  the  recognized  University 
standard.  He  was  authorized  to  say,  on 
the  part  of  the  heads  of  the  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, that  they  courted  the  fullest  pub- 
licity, and  earnestly  desired  that  all  their 
arrangements  should  be  submitted  to  the 
most  searching  scrutiny.  Among  the  Pro- 
fessors were  many  whose  names  were  well 
known  to  fame.  He  would  only  mention 
two  or  three.  The  Professor  of  Chymistry 
was  Professor  Sullivan,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government  to  a  similar 
position  in  the  Museum  of  Irish  Industry, 
and  in  connection  with  the  National  Board 
of  Education.  The  Professor  of  Medicine 
was  Dr.  Lyons,  who  had  been  selected  by 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  to  go  to  Lisbon 
upon  an  important  mission.  The  Professor 
of  Natural  Philosophy  was  Mr.  Hennessy, 
who  had  also  been  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  assist  the  late  Admiral  FitzRoy  in 
his  scientific  investigations.  It  was  unneces* 
sary  to  discuss  the  advantages  afforded  by 
a  University  education,  both  to  individuals 
and  to  society,  or  to  say  how  seriously  the 
want  of  such  an  education  was  felt 
throughout  every  grade  of  Catholic  society 
in  Ireland.  That  want  had  been  weU 
illustrated  in  a  petition  addressed  to  that 
House,  praying  for  a  charter  for  the  Uni- 
versity.    The  petitioners  said — 

"That  as  a  UniTenity  trainiog  is  especially 
useful  to  all  who  propose  to  become  professors 
or  tutors  in  colleges  and  masters  in  grammar 
schools,  more  than  one-half  of  all  those  who  are 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  superior  education  in 
Ireland  are  accordingly  unable  to  obtain  that 
training,  while  Catholic  students,  who  form  the 
majority  of  those  receiving  superior  education  in 
Ireland,  suffer  the  practical  grievance  that  those 
professors,  tutors,  and  masters  are  in  great  mea- 
sure deprived,  not  only  of  the  literary  and  scien- 
tific advantages  which  a  University  course  of 
studies  gives,  but  also  of  the  social  consideration 
which  attaches  to  the  possession  of  academic 
degrees." 

It  was  a  fact  that  very  few  of  the  Catholic 
nobility,  gentry,  lawyers,  and  medical  men 
had  had  the  advanti^B^e  of  going  through  a 
complete  University  course,  and  this  fact 
was  attributable  solely  to  the  want  of  a 
legally  recognized  Catholic  University* 
He  contended,  then,  that  it  was  no  ex* 
aggeration  to  say  that  the  want  of  a 
Catholic  University  was  a  great  grievancei 
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and  that  it  was  trifling  with  the  dearest  |  that  statesman's  distiogoished  repreaonta- 


interests  of  Catholics  to  tell  them  that 
this  grievance  must  he  perpetuated  in 
order  that  a  fanciful  educational  theory 
might  he  carried  out.  The  Catholics  had 
a  conscientious  ohjection  to  the  present 
system,  and,  as  was  well  known,  had  em- 
phatically objected  to  it.  On  the  part  of 
the  Catholics  in  Ireland,  in  the  name  of 
justice,  as  well  as  out  of  regard  to  the 
rights  of  conscience  and  the  principle  of 
according  equal  rights  and  privileges  to  all 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  of  different  creeds, 
he  asked  the  House  to  remove  these  edu- 
cational disabilities  from  the  Catholics, 
because  they  were  not  only  objectionable 
to  them,  but  also  constituted  a  blot  on  the 
reputation  of  England,  and  were  unworthy 
of  that  generous  and  enlightened  spirit 
which  governed  her  policy  in  the  present 
day^  He  appealed  to  his  Protestant  Col- 
leagues for  support,  and  he  did  so  with  all 
the  more  confidence  on  account  of  their 
knowledge  of  the  course  which  he  and  his 
co-religionists  had  taken  in  response  to  a 
similar  appeal  when  addressed  to  them. 
He  appealed  to  the  Government,  who  al- 
ready had  given  many  proofs  of  the  just 
and  generous  motives  which  governed 
their  direction  of  public  affairs,  which  he, 
for  one,  fully  recognized  and  was  deeply 
gratefiil  for;  and  he  asked  them  not  to 
stop  short  in  their  career,  but  to  persevere, 
intent  only  on  doing  justice  to  all  by 
the  establishment  of  equal  rights  and  pri- 
vileges for  every  class  and  denomination 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  proposing,  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, representing  to  Her  Majesty  that 
conscientious  objections  to  the  present 
system  of  University  Education  in  Ireland, 
prevent  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
Subjects  from  enjoying  the  advantages  of 
University  Education,  and  praying  that 
such  steps  may  be  taken  as  will  remove 
this  grievance. 

Mb.  BAGWELL  seconded  the  Motion, 
observing  that  the  hon.  Mover  had,  in  a 
speech  of  singular  moderation,  nearly  ex- 
hausted the  whole  subject.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  had,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  satisfactorily  shown  that 
the  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  University  Education  subsequent  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  was 
by  no  means  such  as  that  House  and  the 
country,  which  paid  so  largely  to  these 
institutions,  could  desire.  The  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel — and  he  was  not  sure  but 
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tive  in  that  House  was  of  the  same  opinion 
— said  that  Ireland  was  always  the  diffi- 
culty of  every  Administration.     That  was 
true — and  the  reason  simply  was  because 
successive  Administrations  had  always  re-  ' 
fused  to  give  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
privileges  they  were  entitled  to,  or  because, 
when  they  gave  them,  they  had  not  given 
them  with  a  liberal  hand,  hut  had  dealt 
them  out  in  a  niggardly  way,  and  generallj 
on  account  of  the  exigencies  of  party  for 
the  sake  of  retaining  their  positions  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.     They  had,  however, 
invariably  refused,  and  still  continue  to 
refuse,  to  grant  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  measure  of  justice  which  had  been  w 
long   and   earnestly  called  for.     It  was 
melancholy  to  look  back  to  twenty  jean 
ago,  when  the  Queen's  Colleges  were  first 
instituted.     Sir  James   Graham  was  the 
Minister  who  carried  that  measure  through 
the  House,  and  perhaps  no  statesman  in 
England  at  the  time  was  more  capable  of 
taking  the  conduct  of  a  measure  of  that 
description ;  but  he  was  warned  over  and 
over  again  by  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
people  that  educational  colleges  founded 
without  a  religious  basis  would  fail.    Sir 
Eobert  Inglis  denominated  the  measure  a 
gigantic    scheme    of  godless    education. 
There  never  was  in  tiiat  House  a  nian 
more  eloquent  or  more  possessing  the  con« 
fidence  of  the  Irish  people  than  Mr.  Sheil, 
who  took  an  active  part  in  the  debates 
of  1 845,  and  he  declared  that  mixed  edu- 
cation for   secular  purposes  ought  to  be 
combined  with  separate  religious  instmc* 
tion  provided  by  the  State.    If  that  adrice 
had  been  followed,  in  what  a  different 
position  would  things  have  been  now!  Mr. 
0*Connell,  who  was  most  trusted  by  the 
Irish  people,    and  by  the  heads  of  the 
Church  of  which  he  was  a  member,  stated 
that  religion  must  be  introduced  into  the 
system,  or  it  would  not  be  received  by 
the  Irish  people,  who  were  essentially  a 
religious  people,  infidelity  being  unknown 
in  Ireland.     Mr.  O'Connell  called  on  the 
Government  to  act  manfully,  and  make  re- 
ligion the  basis  of  their  proceeding,  letting 
there  be  Presbyterianism  for  Presby teriansy 
Protestantism  for  Protestants,  and  Catho- 
licism for  Catholics.    Lord  John  Buseell, 
then  in  opposition,  saw  what  the  conse- 
quence of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  as  pro- 
posed, would  be,  and  he  further  suggested 
the   appointment  of  chaplains,  obserring 
that  Trinity  College  should  be  thrown  open, 
^or  religious  instruction  should  be  prorided 
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for  the  Boman  Catholics.  That  was  the 
(^jnion  of  Lord  John  Eussell,  who  was 
nerer  looked  on  with  favourable  eyes  by 
ObUm^cs — bat  he  believed  that  they  were 
very  mnch  mistaken  in  their  estimation 
of  that  noble  Lord,  -who  had  always  been 
a  sincere  promoter  of  civil  and  religions 
Kberty.  He  entreated  the  Government, 
if  Ihey  valued  the  good  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people  and  their  own  position  and  stand- 
ing as  a  Ministry  in  that  House,  to  look 
vitii  favour  upon  the  very  moderate  pro- 
pontion  now  submitted  to  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  hamble  Addrera  bo  presented  to  Her 
UMJ/mtjf  represenling  to  Her  Majesty  that  con- 
ineniioas  objections  to  the  present  system  of 
University  Edacation  in  Ireland  prevent  a  large 
lumber  of  Her  Miyesty's  Subjects  from  enjoying 
ttw  adfantages  of  ifnifersity  Education,  and  pray- 
kig  that  tnoh  steps  may  be  taken  as  will  remoTe 
ftkia  gri0vaDoe."--<  The  G'Dmoghue.) 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  the  subject 
ander  discussion  has  been  brought  forward 
in  a  very  temperate  and  able  speech  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tra- 
lee  (the  O'Donoghue),  and   has  a  very 
important  bearing  on  the  highest  class  of 
edacation  in  Lreland.      It   undoubtedly 
affects  a  large  portion  of  our  fellow-sub- 
jects in  that  country,  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  they  labour  under  any  positive 
disadvantage  with  respect  to  University 
edacation,  as  compared  with  other  classes 
of  their  fellow-subjects,  they  would    be 
well  entitled  to  have  their  case  fairly  and 
deliberately   considered    by  this  House. 
The    hon.   Gentleman    the    Member    for 
Tralee  has  confined  his  Motion  and  his 
speech  to  University  education,  but  I  un- 
mntood  him   to  refer  not  only  to    the 
eoarae  of  education   and   instruction   in 
Kteratare  and  science  pursued  in  the  Uni- 
fenities,  but  also  to  the  results  of  that 
eoorse  in  qualifying  for  academical  de- 
grees.   Now,   a  degree  is  not  merely  a 
nominal  distinction.      However  valuable 
in  itself,  as  a  test  and  proof  of  a  man 
having  obtained  a  certain  proficiency  in 
literatare  and  science— -valuable  as   the 
standard  of  intellectual  improvement  is 
high  —  it  confers  a  substantial    advan- 
tage in  professional  pursuits  in  after  life. 
In  some  professions  a  degree  is  an  indis- 
pensable condition  of  practice.     In  others 
it  eonfers  advantages  when  a  man  enters 
upon  his  profession.    Thus,  in  the  case  of 
the  Bar,  I  believe  that  a  person  who  has 
taken  his  M.A.  degree  may  be  called  two 
years  earlier  than  he  otherwise  could  be. 


In  Ireland,  before  the  foundation  of  the 
Queen's  University,  a  degree  could  only 
be  obtained  through  the  Dublin  Univer- 
sity— that  is.  Trinity  College ;  and  though 
Trinity  College  was  liberal  in  its  system 
of  conferring  degrees,  so  far  as  related  to 
religious  tests  not  requiring  them  with 
regard  to  lay  degrees    at  all  —  yet,  as 
the  hon.   Gentleman    (the    O'Donoghue) 
has  stated,  Trinity  College  is  an  estab- 
lishment so  essentially  Protestant  and  so 
essentially  connected  with    the     Estab- 
lished  Church,   that  we  can    hardly  be 
surprised   if  comparatively  few   Roman 
Catnolics  availed  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded   by   Trinity    College    of 
obtaining   Academical  degrees.      It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  in  1846 
the  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  pro- 
posed the  foundation  of  what  are  now 
known  as  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland. 
A  new  University,  capable  of  conferring 
degrees,  was  not  made  an  essential  part  of 
the  scheme ;   but  it  was  clearly  in  the 
contemplation  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  of 
the  Government  of  that  day  that  a  Uni- 
versity would  follow,  provided  the   Col- 
leges took  root  in  the  country  and  promised 
to  become  permament.      This  was  indi- 
cated in  the  speech  made  by  Sir  James 
Graham  in  moving  for  leave  to  introduce 
that  Bill.     The   first   step  towards  the 
foundation    of   the    University   was  the 
establishment  of  those  three  Colleges,  and 
the  object — with  which  I   entirely  con- 
curred at  the  time,  and  the  importance  of 
which  I  cannot  underrate — was  that  of 
affording  the  best  possible  secular  educa- 
tion for  the  youth  of  Ireland,  irrespective 
of  religious  creed,  no  distinctive  religious 
teaching  being  admitted  into  the  system, 
but  means  being  provided  for  voluntary 
religious  instruction  of  students  attend- 
ing these  Universities,  by  clergymen  of  the 
respective  denominations  to  which  those 
students  belonged.     I  cannot  but  think 
that  that  object  well  deserved  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  was  dictated  by 
a  liberal  and  enlightened  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  which  proposed 
it.     The   endeavour  was  to  bring  toge- 
ther young  men  of  different  creeds,  hi- 
therto separated  by  strong  religious  ani- 
mosities,   into  friendly  social  intercourse 
and  an  honourable   rivalry  and  emula- 
tion  in   the   attainment   of  knowledge, 
and  thus  to  fit  them  for  the  common 
performance,  free  from   religious    differ- 
ences, of  the  duties  devolving  upon  them 
as  citizens  of  a  common  country.     After 
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these  CoUegeB  had  been  establiBhed  for 
Biz  years,  the  Goyemment  of  the  day, 
in  1854,  carried  into  effect  the  intention 
announced    by  the  Government   of   Sir 
Bobert  Peel  —  of  founding  a  University 
by  which    degrees  should  be  conferred 
independently  altogether  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege,  Dublin.    A  charter   was  therefore 
granted  to  the  Queen's  University  in  1854. 
That  charter  enabled  the  University  to 
confer  degrees  upon  all  persons  who  came 
np  to  the  standard  of  examination  fixed 
by  the  governing  body  of  the  University, 
and  who  had  passed  through  a  course  of 
instruction  in  any  one  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges.    Some  not  very  material  modifica- 
tions have  since  been  made  in  the  charter, 
but  substantially  the  University  is  en- 
abled to  grant  degrees,  only  to  students 
who  have  passed  through  one  or  other 
of  these  Colleges.      That  is  the  present 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland.      In  order 
to  obtain  an  academical  d^ree  a  person 
must  either  have  studied  at  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  and  become  a  candidate  for 
a  degree  in   the  Dublin  University,   or 
must  have    studied   at  one  or  other  of 
the  Queen's   Colleges    and   be  a  candi- 
date for  a  degree  at   the  hands  of  the 
Queen's    University.       That    being    the 
state  of  the  law,  the  question  is,  whether 
any  lai^  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects  in  Ireland  are  debarred  from   ob- 
taining  a  degree  by  any    conscientious 
objection  to  the  system  of  education  pur- 
sued either  at  Trinity  College  or  at  the 
Queen's  Colleges.      And  here,  however, 
strong  my  own  opinion  may  be  in  favour 
of  mixed,  or  rather  of  united  education — 
however  much  I  may  regret  the  decided 
opposition  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
to   that  system — ^however   much   I    may 
think    Catholics   mistaken    in    foregoing 
the  advantages   conferred  upon  them  by 
that  system — ^it  is  of  no  use  to  shut  one's 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  are  persons  who 
entertain    different  opinions   from    those 
which  I  entertain,  that  these  Colleges  have 
not  been  received  with  the  universal  ap- 
proval which  it  was  hoped  they  might 
have  met  with,  and  that  there  are  some 
Protestants,  as  w^U  as  many  Catholics,  who 
look  upon  the  Colleges  with  feelings  of 
aversion  and  distrust,  with  feelings  amount- 
ing in  many  cases  to  a  conscientious  con- 
viction that  it  is  the  duty  of  parents  not 
to  send  their  children  to  these  Colleges, 
because  they  feel  that  there  exists  in  them 
no  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  inculcation 
of  those  religious  principles  which  they 
Sir  George  Qrey 


look  upon  as  the  foundation  of  their  fatara 
welfare,  and  there&re  as  the  primary  object 
of  any  scheme  of  education.     I  believe 
that  that  feeling  is  an  exaggerated  and  a 
mistaken    one,   but    I    cannot    deny  its 
existence,  and  I  am  not  inclined  to  impose 
my  views  on  other  people,  to  dispute  tiieir 
right  to  their  own  opinion,  or  deny  that 
that  is  a  conscientious  objection  which 
leads   men  to  forego  for  their  children 
the  advantages  offered  by  these  instita- 
tions.    The  extent  to  which  this  feeling 
exists  may  give  rise  to  a    difference  of 
opinion.     For  my  part,  I  had  rather  not 
enter  into  any  statistical   statements  in 
order  to  meet  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but,  according  to  the  information 
with  which    I  have  been   furnished,  I 
think  he   has    greatly  exaggerated  the 
failure  of  these  Colleges,  in  which  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a   large   number  of  stn- 
dents  of  different  creeds,  living  together  in 
social  intercourse  and  religious  harmony, 
and  without  any  conflict  of  opinion,  thai 
to  that  extent  realizing  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  which  founded  the  Col- 
leges.    I  should  deeply  regret  anything 
which  should  interfere  with  the  progress 
of  these  institutions,  or  deprive  Ireland  of 
the  benefit  which  I  believe  they  confer, 
and  of  the  advantages  of  a  good  secular 
education  which  they  hold  out.    I  may 
here  observe  that  there  is  an  important 
distinction  between  the  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  and  practice  on  the 
highest  class  of  education,  and  on  popular 
education  in  Ireland.     In  the    national 
schools  an  excellent  education  is  given  to 
the  children ;  but  if  there  exists  any  con- 
scientious objection  on  the  part  of  parents 
to  send  their  children  to  Uiem,  there  are 
other   schools  to  which  they  may  send 
them ;  and  when  boys  leave  these  and  the 
national  schools,  they  start  in  life  on  a 
footing  of  perfect  equality.     A  boy  edu- 
cated in  a  school  where  there  is  denomina- 
tional religious  teaching  is  liable  to  no 
disadvantage,  as  compared  with  the  boy 
educated  at  a  national  school,  provided 
the  secular  instruction  is  equal  in  both. 
But  that  is  not  so  with  regard  to  University 
education.     A  student  leaving  a  Boman 
Catholic  College  in  Ireland  cannot  obtain  a 
degree,  and  he  is  therefore  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage as  compared  with  the  student 
leaving  Trinity  College  or  the  Queen's 
University.     To  that  extent  I  think  there 
is  a  reasonable  ground  of  complaint,  and 
it  is  one  the  justice  of  which  the  Govern.* 
ment   admit.     In  England   some  years 
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ago  a  degree  eonld  onlj  be  obtained 
through  the  medium  of  our  two  great 
UniTerutiefl.  The  UniverBity  of  London 
was  afterwards  established  with  a  charter, 
which  comprised  at  first  two  Colleges, 
UniTerBiij  and  King's  Colleges,  founded 
on  diametrically  opposite  principles ;  Uni- 
Tonity  College  giving  no  direct  religious 
inrtmction ;  while  Sing's  College  was  in 
olose  connection  with  the  Established 
Ohnioh,  and  gave  religious  instruction  in 
aoooidance  with  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church.  The  Uniyersity  of  London  com- 
prised both  these  Colleges,  and  gave  de- 
grees to  students  of  each,  but  it  has.  gone 
much  beyond  that.  Schools  and  colleges 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  have  been 
aflUiated  to  it,  and  degrees  have  been  con- 
ferred on  students  educated  in  them  pro- 
vided they  come  up  to  the  standard  of 
examination  fixed  by  the  governing  body 
of  the  University.  The  University  of 
London  has  gone  even  further  than  this 
for»  under  its  present  regulations,  it 
nceiyes  candidates  for  its  degrees  from 
lay  school,  or  from  students  educated  at 
borne,  provided  they  have  attained  that 
dagree  of  knowledge  which  is  equal  to 
the  standard  fixed  by  the  governing  body 
of  the  University.  In  England,  therefore, 
there  is  a  system  of  perfect  equality  as  re- 
gards degrees.  It  has  been  in  operation 
lome  time,  the  Koman  Catholics  have 
largely  availed  themselves  of  the  opportu- 
aity  of  taking  degrees  in  the  University  of 
London,  nor  is  the  province  of  the  Univer- 
nty  necessarily  confined  to  England.  I  be- 
lieve that  one  or  two  colleges  in  Ireland 
are  affiliated  with  it.  At  all  events,  it 
is  ready  to  receive  candidates  from  Ire- 
land as  well  as  from  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  and  it  is  also  willing, 
on  payment  of  a  moderate  sum  to  cover 
ezpenaes,  to  send  examiners  to  Ireland  in 
order  to  examine  students  there.  There- 
fore that  is  done  now  indirectly  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  enable  to 
be  done  directly.  Speaking  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  I  see  no  reason  why, 
the  principle  being  already  conceded, 
eirouitous  and  expensive  means  should  be 
tiken  for  effecting  indirectly  what  might 
be  done  directly  or  why  those  of  our  fel- 
low-subjects in  Ireland  who  cannot  avail 
themselves  of  the  advantages  of  University 
education  and  obtain  a  degree  under  the 
present  system  should  not  be  free  to  ob- 
tain those  advantages  which  their  co-re- 
ligionists possess  in  England.  The  only 
question  is  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that 


object  is  to  be  attained.  In  his  previous 
notice  of  Motion  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  pointed  to  one  mode  —  namely, 
the  granting  of  a  charter  of  incorpora- 
tion, with  the  power  of  conferring  de- 
grees, to  the  Eoman  Catholic  University 
of  Ireland.  He  afterwards  withdrew  that 
notice  and  substituted  his  present  Motion, 
and  I  *am  glad  he  did  so,  because  to  an 
Address  to  the  Crown  praying  it  to  grant 
such  a  charter  the  Government  could  not 
have  consented.  Let  me  observe  that  that 
would  not  really  meet  to  the  full  extent 
the  inconvenience  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes,  because  there  are  Protestants 
as  well  as  Eoman  Catholics  who  allege 
thoy  have  conscientious  objections  to  the 
system  of  education  in  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges. If  a  Eoman  Catholic  University 
obtained  a  charter  empowering  it  to  grant 
degrees,  that  might  be  sufficient  to  remove 
the  complaint  of  the  Eoman  Catholics  ; 
but  it  would  require  to  be  supplemented 
by  other  measures  before  the  inconvenience 
now  existing  in  Ireland  could  be  fidly 
obviated.  But  there  is  also  an  objection 
to  the  multiplication  of  such  bodies.  By 
multiplying  them  you  run  the  risk  of 
having  different  standards  of  qualifica- 
tion for  candidates,  and  the  degrees  lose 
much  of  their  value.  It  is  a  different 
thing  to  have  degrees  conferred  by  in- 
dividual Colleges  and  by  a  central  Uni- 
versity dealing  impartially  with  all  can- 
didates and  *  subjecting  them  to  a  uni- 
form and  searching  examination  to  test 
their  proficiency.  Let  me  again  refer 
to  what  was  said  by  Sir  James  Graham 
in  moving  for  leave  to  introduce  the 
Bill  for  the  establishment  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  Adverting  to  the  future  pro- 
bability of  a  University  growing  up  on  the 
foundation  of  these  Colleges,  he  observed-— 

"  I  think  that  the  advantages  in  favour  of  a 
central  University  decidedly  preponderate.  I  think 
a  central  Uniyersity  affords  a  common  arena  in 
which  from  all  these  Colleges  the  youth  of  Ire- 
land may  assemble,  and  contend  in  honourable 
and  honest  rivalry  for  those  exhibitions  and  prizes 
and  those  honours  which  are  consequent  upon,  and 
result  from,  superior  intellect  and  superior  attain- 
ment. I  think  the  national  character  of  such 
an  institution  can  only  bo  exalted  by  such  fair 
and  honourable  rivalry  and  competition ;  and  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  Universities,  whatever  their 
number  or  excellence,  if  scattered  through  the 
provinces,  to  confer  equal  advantages  upon  the 
country  with  those  which  would  result  from  such 
a  central  institution,  nor  could  you  hope  to  attain 
from  them  that  great  moral  effect  and  that  bene- 
ficial influence  in  after  life,  which  would  be  pro- 
duced by  the  youth  of  one  academical  establish- 
ment meeting  at  a  central  point  the  youth  of 
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anotlMr  and  rival  ettabliBhroeot,  and  thus  con- 
tending (without  referenoe  to  creod  or  party  dis- 
tinction) for  those  honours  and  those  distinctions 
which  great  intellect,  combined  with  great  merit 
and  great  attainments,  are  sture  to  bring." — 
[8  Hanwrd,  lux.  359.] 

I  entirely  agree  in  the  opinion  there  ex- 
pressed by  Sir  James  Graham,  and  Il^ink 
the  House  will  not  be  disposed  to  sano- 
tion  a  scheme  for  multiplying  the  number 
of  bodies  oonferring  degrees.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  were  constituted  a  University  to 
complete  the  scheme  contemplated  by  Sir 
James  Graham.     There  was  a  difficulty  in 
interfering  with  the  long- established  sys- 
tem of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  and  there- 
fore there   are  now  two   Universities  in 
Ireland  by  which  secular  degrees  are  con- 
ferred.     [Mr.   Whitesiob  :    Maynooth.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  reminds  me  also 
of  Maynooth,  but  that  is  a  purely  eccle- 
nastioal  institution.   The  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  said  that  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  Presbyterians  are 
both  provided   with    distinct   University 
education;   but  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  distinct  University  for 
the  Presbyterians.     There  is,  indeed,  the 
academical  College  at  Belfast ;  but  that  is 
%holly  of  a  clerical  character.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
there  is  any  separate  and  distinct  Univer- 
sity for  the  Presbyterians,  and  I  think  it 
is  undesirable  that  there  should  be  such 
an  institution.     What  is  the  mode,  then, 
in  which,  upon  the  best  consideration  that 
can  be  given  to  the  subject,  the  object 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  House  has 
been  called,  and  which  we  are  desirous  of 
promoting  as  far  as  we  can,  should  be 
attained?     Her    Majesty's    Government 
think  it  would  best  be  effected  by  an  en- 
largement of  the  powers  of  the  Queen's 
University  in  Ireland,  by  amending  its 
charter,  so  as  to  remove  the  restriction 
which  now  prevents  it  from  granting  de- 
grees to  any  students  except  those  who 
have  passed  through  the  course  of  instruc- 
tion in  one  or  other  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges, and  thus  adopting  a  system  ana- 
logous to  that  found  to  work  satisfactorily 
in  the  University  of  London.     The  par- 
ticular mode  in  which  that  should    be 
carried  out  may   require  some  conside- 
ntion.      It  may  be  that  it   should  be 
done   by    affiliated  Colleges,   or    by  ac- 
cepting candidates  from   wherever   they 
come,  provided  they  reach  the  required 
standard  fixed  for  attaining  degrees.    Ad- 
mitting, therefore,  that  there  is  a  just 
JSfr  George  Qr$y 


ground  of  domplaint  to  a  certain  extent 
on  the  part  of  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  and  desiring  to  meet  that  co^^ 
plaint  and  place  them  on  a  perfect  footing 
of  equality  with  their  fellow-subjects  in 
England,  wo  are  prepared  to  consider  the 
means  by  which  the  grievance  to  wbiek 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  may  be  re- 
moved.    I  only  hope  that  this  course  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  may  be  met 
in  a  corresponding  spirit  by  those  for  whoa 
the  benefit  is  intended,  and  that  there  will 
be  absolute  freedom  allowed  to  thalsttf 
of  all  denominations  to  send  their  sons  to 
whatever  College  holds  out  the  greiteit 
advantages,  without  undue  favour  or  p8^ 
tiality  to  any.    I  trust  that  every  grouod 
of  complaint  as  to  obtaining  Univenitj 
degrees  being  removed,  there  will  be  sn 
earnest    rivalry  between  these  different 
institutions  in  Ireland  in  promoting  the 
highest  class  of  education,  and  I  bdieie 
that  those  which  confer  the  best  education, 
which  set  up  the  highest  standard  of  in- 
struction, and  which  possess  the  abkrt 
professors  will  in  the  long  run  receive  moit 
encouragement.      I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  leave  this   matter  in  tbe 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  if  he  does 
so  I  can  only  say  it  is  our  desire  to  deal 
with  it  in  the  spirit  in  which,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  I  have  met  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE :    Sir,  the  question 
now  before  us  being  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance, I  think  we  ought  clearly  to  un- 
derstand what  is  the  policy  about  to  be 
inaugurated  by  the  right  hon.  G^itlemiin 
(Sir  George  Grey).      I  concur  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghae), 
that  there  can  be  nothing  more  interesting 
to  the  Parliament  of  a  free  country  than 
the  education  of  those  who  may  hereafter 
direct  the  councils  and  frame  the  laws  of 
the  land  of  their  birth ;  and  I  also  agree 
that   education   does  not  consiBt  in  the 
mere  reading  of  books,  but  in  Hiatinstnio- 
tion  which  strengthens  the  faculties  and 
liberalizes  the  mind  of  youth,  and  brings 
it  into  harmony  with  the  institutions  on 
which  the  welfare  and  greatness  of  the 
country  depend.     When  I  saw  the  b<a. 
Member's  original  Notice  of  Motion  I  un- 
derstood it.     It  was.  a  direct  Motion  fi)r 
granting  a  charter  to  a  Boman  Catholic 
seminary  in  Dublin.     That  was  an  intelli- 
gible proposition.     But  when  I  read  his 
re-modelled  Motion  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  a  substitute  for  a  direot 
Motion,   and  designed  to  enable  a  Ifi- 
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nioter  of  the  Grown  to  make  a  yague 
ipeedi,  not  defining  anything  precisely  or 
eertainly,  but  which  might  be  useful  on 
the  present  occasion.  If  I  were  to  choose 
between  the  indefinite  conception  of  the 
light  bon.  OenUeman  and  the  direct  pro- 
pMftl  of  the  grant  of  a  charter^  I  should 

refer  the  charter,  for  the  reasons  which 
shall  shortly  mention.     But,  before  the 
House  sanctions  this  new  proposal,  I  ven- 
tore  respectfully  to  offer  a  few  observations. 
The   hon.  Gentleman  (the  O'Donoghue) 
declares  in  his  Motion  that  objections  are 
entertained  to  the  present  system  of  Uni- 
fersity  education  in  Ireland  by  a  large 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.    This 
must  mean  that  these  objections  are  enter- 
tained by  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
•ubjeots  who  desire  to  enter,  and  are  fit  to 
enter,  a  University.    A  mistake  may  be 
Bade  on  this  point.    A  book  lately  pub- 
lished entitled  An  Analym  of  the  laie 
Cmnt$  of  Ireland  shows  that,  whereas  the 
najority  in  the  class  of  peasants  and  small 
ftrmers  is  lai^y  on  the  side  of  the  Roman 
Oatholiea,  the  majority  in  the  other  classes 
ii  almost  equally  large  on  the  side  of  the 
Froteetanta.    In  the  profession  of  the  law 
the  Protestants  are  as  three  to  one ;  in  the 
other  liberal  professions  they  are  in  the 
same  proportion;    among    the    principal 
merchants  and  manufacturers  it  is  also  the 
;    and  I  find  likewise  that  it  is  so 
the  skilled  artizans  in  Belfast.  Now, 
the  great  body  of  the  peasantry  are  provided 
for  by  that  system  of  national  education 
from  which  it  has  been  found  hitherto  to  be 
impossible  to  persuade  the  right  hon.  6en- 
tteman  and  his  Colleagues  to  depart.     It 
may  be  asked,  then,  why  should  we  have 
another  University?     There  are,   as  the 
House  has  heard,  three  Queen's  Colleges 
so  called,  and  the  University  to   which 
they  are  attached.    There  is,  besides,  the 
College  of  Maynooth,  and  also  the  Univer- 
sity whieh  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
If  they  will  look  back  a  little  the  House 
will  see  presently  what  I  think  is  the  real 
objeet  of  this  Motion.     I  do  not  complain 
of  it  in  the  least — I  only  wish  it  to  be 
elearly  understood  what  it  is  the  House  is 
idled  to  do.    In  my  understanding,  the 
proposal  involves  a  reversal  of  the  whole 
polioy  on  the  subject  of  education  ad- 
Tocated  by  Sir  Hobert  Peel,  Sir  James 
Qraham,   and  by  every  person  who  has 
lai  on  the  Treasury  Bench  for  the  last 
twenty  ^ears.    It  ma^  be  right  to  reverse 
that  polioy,  but  tiiat  it  will  be  a  reversal 
nobody  oan  doobt     When   I  had  the 


honour  of  holding  the  office  of  Attorney 
(General  I  remember  Sir  James  Ghraham 
interrogating  me  very  sharply  as  to  whe- 
ther I  had  it  in  contemplation  to  propose  a 
charter  of  incorporation  for  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic College  in  Dublin.  So  sharp  was 
the  interrogatory  that  it  almost  seemed  to 
insinuate  I  had  entered  into  a  plot  to  do 
something  secretly  against  the  institutions 
of  the  country  or  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  I  satisfied  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  I  had  no  intention  of  drawing  up  a 
charter.  I  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
thing  from  Lord  Derby,  or  anybody  else— 
but  the  scrupulously  conscientious  view 
taken  on  this  subject  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  stimulated  him  to  question  me 
very  closely  as  to  whether  I  had  such  a 
dark  design  in  contemplation.  It  will  be 
well  that  the  House  should  understand  the 
nature  of  this  question,  and  I  will  address 
myself  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Members  in 
particular.  I  wish  to  trace  out  for  them 
how  this  question  stands,  and  what  will 
be  the  result  of  the  inauguration  of  a  new 
educational  policy.  When  the  University 
of  Dublin,  about  seventy-five  years  ago, 
was  opened  to  Nonconformists  and  Ro- 
man Catholics,  a  panegyric  was  pro- 
nounced upon  the  Liberal  policy  in  the 
Irish  Parliament  by  the  late  Mr.  Grattan. 
Sir  Powell  Buxton  was  educated  in  our 
University;  and  many  gentlemen  who  could 
not  at  that  time  obtain  a  degree  in  this 
couutry  did  us  the  honour  of  paying  us  a 
visit.  A  question  arose  at  that  time  in 
the  Irish  Parliament  what  should  be  done 
for  the  education  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
clergy;  and  a  plan  exactly  similar  to 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  contemplates  was  suggested — nameljr, 
the  establi^ment  of  an  institution  in 
which  members  of  that  one  religion 
only  should  be  educated.  The  Boman 
Catholic  laity  of  Dublin  thereupon  met 
and  drew  up  a  petition,  which  they 
sent  to  Mr.  Grattan  for  presentation, 
and  which  seems  by  anticipation  to  answer 
everything  that  has  been  said  to-night  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  it  thev 
declare,  among  other  points,  that  in  their 
opinion  the  greatest  misfortune  which 
could  overtake  the  nation  would  be  the 
separation  of  the  youth  of  the  country  into 
two  classes,  one  confined  to  one  College 
and  the  other  to  a  different  one.  Upon 
the  presentation  of  that  petition,  and  upon 
the  arguments  of  such  men  as  Mr.  Grattan, 
the  Parliament  of  Ireland  refused  to  sanc- 
tion the  erection  of  a  College  in  an  exclu- 
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live  spirit.    Accordingly,  until  1815,  lay 
pupils  were  admissible  at  Maynooth.    By 
degrees,  however,  it  became  more  and  more 
exclosive,  until,  as  the  House  is  aware,  it 
is  now  confined  entirely  to  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  Bome.     Sir  Robert  Peel,  in 
my  opinion,  most  correctly  arguing  that  the 
State  has  the  most  lively  interest  in  the 
education  of  so  important  a  body,  increased 
the  grant  to  the  institution ;  so  that  there, 
at  any  ratiB,  I  presume  there  can  be  no 
grievance  whatever.     For  some  years  past 
^rther  improvements  have  been  made  in 
Trinity  College,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Eoman 
Catholics    themselves    that    they  should 
be  prevented  from  sending  their  sons  to 
that   University.      The   late   Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  hold- 
ing the  opinion  that  University  education 
ought  to  be  further  extended  in  Ireland, 
founded  the  three  Colleges  of  which  the 
House  has  heard,  and  at  that  time  there 
was  in  the  House  a  number  of  Roman 
Catholic  Gentlemen  of  great  ability  taking 
part  in  our  debates.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  has  fallen  into  a  misstatement 
when  he  supposes  that  any  special  advan- 
tages were  given  to  Presbyterians  or  to 
Nonconformists  over  the  Catholics  in  these 
Colleges.     There  was  no  distinction  made 
by  the  Government  or  the  law  between 
the  Colleges  of  Belfast,  Cork,  or  Galway. 
[The  O'DoKOOHTTB  said,  the  Presbyterians 
in  Belfast  controlled  in  that  College.]     It 
is  true  that  a  distinction  has  grown  up 
as  to  certain  results  in  the  College  of  Bel- 
fast, as  compared  with  Galway  and  Cork  ; 
but  it  is  because  the  sharp-witted  people 
of  the  North  saw  in  the  College  the  very 
thing  which  they  wanted,  and  they  sent 
their  sons  to  it,  instead  of,  as  they  for- 
merly did,  to  Scotland.  The  Presbyterians 
in  Belfast,  I  believe,  built  contiguous  to 
the  Queen's  College  a  large  hall  in  which 
they   provided   religious    education,    and 
what  it  has  been  possible  for  them  to  do 
would  be  equally  in  the  power  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  at  Cork  or  Galway.     The 
Presbyterians  of  the  North  supplemented 
the  endowment  of  the    State,  and  they 
have  simply  reaped  a  rich  reward  of  their 
own   common  sense,      I  am  aware   that 
these  Queen's  Colleges  are  now  condemned 
by  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  Ireland,  Archbishop  CuUen ;  but  I  am 
in  a  condition  to  inform  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  an  interesting  fact  connected  with  them. 
The  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  be- 
fore it  determined  the  sites  of  those  Col- 
JUr.  WhiMde 


leges,  sent  out  two  gentlemen.  Sir  J.  Lar- 
com  and  a  firiend  of  my  own,  Mr.  Major, 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Counsel,  upon  whose 
authority   I   mention  the   circumstsnce, 
to  travel  over  the  country  and  ascertain 
the  places  in  which  the  colleges  on^ 
properly  to  be  placed.     They  arrived  st 
Armagh,  and  two  persons  appeared  befora 
them.     One  was  the  late  venerable  and 
venerated  Primate  of  Ireland,  who  tdd 
them  they  ought  to  found  a  College  ati^ 
magh,  and  he  was  satisfied  he  could  mab 
it  a  valuable  and  useful  institution.    He 
had  scarcely  gone  when   Dr.  Croly,  the 
Roman  CathoUo  Primate,  appeared,  who 
also  laboured  to  persuade  them  to  fonnd 
a    College  there,   being    persuaded  thst 
it  would  be   most  useful  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics.     I  put  before   the   House,  and 
before  Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen,  this 
instance  of  a  prelate  of  the  same  rank 
and  authority,  equally  eminent  for  wisdom 
with  Dr.  Cullen,  advocating  the  estaUish- 
ment  of  the  very  Colleges  which  are  now 
authoritatively    denounced.      Dr.     Grolj 
was   one  of  the   bishops  elected  by  the 
native  clergy,  and  lived  among  the  mer- 
chants of  Belfast,  by  whom  he  was  greatlj 
liked  and  respected,  and  when  a  vacancy 
occurred  he  was  appointed  Roman  Catholu 
Primate.     I  quote  his  opinion  regarding 
the  value  of  these  itstitutions  as  one  that 
may  fairly  be  bome  in  mind  at  a  time 
when  we  are  asked  to  overthrow  them, 
for  it  is  idle  to  disguise  that  the  object  of 
this  Motion  is  to  overthrow  these  College!. 
For  ray  own  part,  I  would  rather  consent 
to  the  straightforward  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  than  to  the  course  indicated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.     If  the  charter  be 
granted,  unless  we  are  greatly  deceived 
by  what  we  have  read    in   the   papers, 
the   threat  uttered  by  the    Legate    and 
Archbishop  Cullen  will  be  carried  out— 
a  threat — namely,  of  withholding  the  sao* 
raments  of  the  Church  from  all  who  send 
their  pupils  to  any  other  than  that  College, 
which  will  then  be  under  his  supervision* 
An  interesting  and    instructive    passage 
occurs  in  the   evidence  given  before  the 
House  of  Lords  by  the  late  Dr.  Doyle,  to 
whom  I  have  formerly  referred.     Having 
given  his   evidence  in  a  patriotic  spirit, 
one  of  the  Committee  asked  him,  "  How 
shall  we  always  be  able  to  secure  Prelates 
as  patriotic  as  yourself?"     The  answer 
was,  "  You  are  perfectly  safo  there ;  the 
Papal  interference  you  dread  is  a  myth; 
we  are  elected  by  the  parish  priests,  and 
consecrated  by  the  native  bishops,   aiid 
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wkat  flie  Pope  does  ia  merely  formal." 
But  what  happened  ?    I  am  told  that  Dr. 
Callen  had  not  a  single  vote ;  and  yet  that 
eminent  person,  after  a  thirty-five  years* 
wdenoe  in  Rome,   comes  over  and  at 
mee  oyerthrows  the  liberal  policy  which 
had  been  adopted  by  snch   men  as  Dr. 
}rolj,    Archbishop  Murray,  and   others. 
Fhe  House  will   remember   that   Royal 
}ommissions  were  appointed  for  the  re- 
brm  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cam- 
nidge,  and  Dublin,  which  effected  very 
MMisiderable  alterations.    I  remember  hav- 
ing a  conversation  with  the  late  Mr.  Fagan, 
when  he  was  Member  for  Cork — and  he  was 
I  man  who  always  talked  on  these  matters 
m  a  spirit  calculated  to  have  great  weight 
with   Protestants.     He   said  to  me  that 
thoogh  the  University  of  Dublin  had  done 
much,  it  had  not  done  enough ;  that  the 
Boman  Catholics  desired  to  be  brought 
into  a  more  intimate  connection  with  the 
Univwsity,    to   be  enabled  to   enjoy  its 
boooors  and  degrees  more  fully.     It  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  inferior  degrees 
osly  are  given  to  Roman  Catholics.  Though 
•11  gmdnates  at  Trinity  College  cannot  ob- 
tain fellowships  or  belong  to  the  governing 
body,  they  take  all  degrees,  they  are  elec- 
ton^  they  vote,  but  they  cannot  form  part 
of  the  governing  body.     I  suppose  I  shall 
bare  a  number  of  them  supporting  me  at 
tbe  next  election — at  least  I   trust  so. 
Veil,  the    first  thiog  done   consequent 
190&  the  Commission   was  to   establish 
Bon-fimndation  scholarships  which  Roman 
Citholios  can  hold,  and  which  are  very 
good  things.     I  have  received  a  letter  from 
the  Borsar,  in  which  he  tells  me  there  is 
00  limit  to  the  number ;  they  are  given 
ii  often  as  meritorious  men  present  tiiem- 
nItss  for  them.    Mr.  Fagan  said  that  we 
bid  not  done  enough,  that  something  more 
ttnat  be  done.     My  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  (Lord  Naas)  was  at 
tbit  time  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
be  lat  down  to  work  the  matter  out.     A 
Bomber   of  valuable    studentships    were 
Mtabhsbed  of  £100  a  year  for  seven  years, 
^^niag  from  the  date  of  the  Bachelor's 
^ree.    They  are  tenable  along  with  the 
^-foundation  scholarships,  and  the  holder 
Jt>y  travel  or  do  what  he  pleases  during 
bit  tenure.     I  am  informed  that  several 
j^^^Qian  Catholic  gentlemen  have  defeated 
^r  classmates  and  obtained  these  sub- 
'^tial  honours.     Roman  Catholics  have 
^W  open  to  them  at  the  University  a 
^Qmber  of  important  posts  about  the  Uni- 
^^ty.    The  Law  Professorship  is  open 


to  them,  the  Natural  Philosophy  Professor 
ship,  the  two  Mathematical  Professorships, 
the  History,  Astronomy,  Arabic,  Civil 
Engineering,  Geology,  Mineralogy,  French, 
ItaHan,  Political  Economy,  and  other 
Professorships.  The  Sizarships,  thirty  in 
number,  are  open  to  them,  the  non-foun- 
dation scholarships,  which  are  unlimited 
in  number,  and  the  fourteen  studentships 
also.  The  Roman  Catholic  gentry  still 
enter  the  University  in  about  the  same 
numbers  as  ever.  There  have  been  edu- 
cated some  of  the  most  eminent  men  who 
have  sat  in  this  House.  Mr.  Wyse,  Chief 
Baron  Wollff,  Mr.  Shell,  and  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell's  sons  were  brought  up  there  ;  and 
when  was  it  discovered  that  their  religion 
was  in  jeopardy?  What  shall  we  say  of 
Mr.  Justice  Eeogh,  who,  by  the  way,  has 
just  had  the  incredible  folly  to  deliver  a 
lecture  on  Milton,  in  which  he  described 
some  of  his  prose  works  as  being  equal  to 
his  verse,  and  has  been  denounced  for  it 
by  the  head  of  his  Church,  who  equally 
denounces  these  Colleges,  and  frankly  avows 
his  determination  to  put  an  end  for  ever  to 
mixed  education  in  Ireland  ?  According  to 
that  authority  no  Roman  Catholic  is  to 
enter  our  University  again ;  and  even  as 
matters  stand,  it  is  doubtful  whether  the 
sacrament  should  not  be  withdrawn  from 
those  who  have  sent  their  sons  to  the  Uni- 
versity. Similar  sentiments,  I  believe, 
have  been  uttered  by  other  bishops  in  re- 
gard to  the  Queen's  Colleges.  And  these 
are  what  are  called  liberal  and  enlightened 
sentiments!  If  I  were  asked  what  I 
would  refuse  to  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
the  University,  I  would  say,  "  Nothing." 
Let  them  come  freely  and  enjoy  the  full 
benefits  of  the  University :  their  religious 
opinions  will  never  be  interfered  with,  nor 
is  it  true  to  say  that  the  heads  of  the  Uni- 
versity are  intolerant  men.  I  only  wish 
that  tibe  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  should 
enjoy  all  the  benefits  of  the  University 
and  that  they  should  harmonize  with 
it.  I  cannot  see  without  the  greatest  pain 
the  attempt  which  is  being  made  to  estab- 
lish, as  it  were,  a  State  within  a  State- 
to  lay  down  the  rule  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  and  Protestant  youth  of  the  coun- 
try shall  be  separated  from  their  cradles  to 
their  graves.  It  is  a  proposal  against  which 
I  shall  never  cease  to  contend.  I  ought 
to-night  to  have  presided  at  the  final  de- 
bate of  the  Historicfid  Society  in  our 
University.  In  that  Society  were  first 
heard  the  eloquent  voices  of  Burke,  and 
Flood— there  Curran,  Orattan,  Bushe,  and 
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Flonket  made  their  first  oratorical  eaaaya, 
and  there  now  Protestant  and  Boman  Ca- 
tholic youth  mingle  and  interchange  their 
Bentiments  in  manly  emulation.  In  the 
debate  fixed  for  to*night  I  see  that  two  of  the 
speakers  are  Protestants  and  two  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. Such  societies  as  these  Historical 
Societies,  the  athletic  games  of  our  youth, 
and  the  other  amusements  in  which  students 
mingle  freely  together,  I  call  a  most  im- 
portant part  of  education;  and  now  we 
are  told  by  the  head  of  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Church  that  it  is  highly  wrong  and 
immoral  to  send  the  Catholic  youth  of  the 
country  to  places  where  they  can  mix  with 
the  Protestant  youth,  with  whom,  up  to 
the  present  time,  they  have  been  in  daily 
intercourse.  Are  the  Eoman  Catholic 
youth  to  be  driven  from  this  Univer- 
sity because  they  can  get  a  better  edu- 
cation somewhere  else?  Can  you  get  a 
better  astronomer  than  Sir  William  Hamil- 
ton ?  Can  you  have  a  better  teacher  of 
medicine  than  Dr.  Stokes  ?  I  admit  that 
it  was  wrong  to  debar  Nonconformists 
from  taking  degrees  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge; but  in  our  country  we  correct- 
ed that  mistake  half  a  century  since. 
If,  then,  it  is  not  to  obtain  a  better 
education  elsewhere,  I  ask  what  is  the 
object  of  the  Motion  ?  I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  their  consciences  to  answer  whe- 
ther the  object  is  not  this — to  separate  the 
youth  of  Ireland  into  two  classes,  and  to 
send  the  Protestants  to  one  College  and 
the  Eoman  Catholics  to  another,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  placed  one  whom  I  re- 
member the  late  Dr.  Whately  saying  he 
had  known  at  Oxford — Dr.  Newman  ?  It 
is  impossible  to  say  that  there  is  any  ne- 
cessity for  such  an  institution.  There  is 
a  College  for  Eoman  Catholic  clergy;  there 
are  three  Colleges  for  Eoman  Catholic 
laity ;  and,  besides  that,  there  is  the  other 
great  University  to  which  they  have  ac- 
cess. Before  granting  a  charter  to  this 
new  University,  which  I  take  to  be  the 
real  drift  of  the  Motion,  I  would  wish  the 
House  to  consider  who  are  to  be  the  visi- 
tors, who  is  to  be  the  President,  what  are 
to  be  the  powers  of  the  Crown  ;  because  if, 
as  I  am  told,  there  are  to  be  no  visitatorial 
powers  and  no  right  of  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  I  do  not  understand 
what  the  college  is  to  be.  I  am  sorry  that 
this  Motion  should  have  been  brought  for- 
ward on  the  eve  of  a  general  election.  It 
would  have  been  better  to  have  brought 
it  forward  at  an  earlier  period,  when  we 
could  have  had  plans  and  details  fully 
Mr.  Whitmd0 


stated,  and  when  we  should  nothave^ 
the  indefinite  statement  of  the  zi^t  koa. 
Gentleman  as  to  what  he  may  do  whea  he 
consults  the  anthorities  and  has  asked  the 
opinions  of  all  those  who  are  engaged  is 
the  great  work  of  education.    I  hope  he 
will  not  omit  to  inquire  what  ii  the  ml 
opinion,  in  the  depths  of  their  hearti^  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  gentry.    Are  they  <tf 
opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  that  line 
of  separation  now  drawn  which  their  fore- 
fathers so  strongly  denounced  in  1795  ?  I 
am  asked  how  is  that  my  afiair  ?    I  con- 
tend that   it  is  the  affair  of  all  of  ns. 
We  are  all  bound  to  ask  what  is  best  &r 
us  and  for  our  countrymen.     In  conclu- 
sion, I  would  remind  the  House  and  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the   Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.    Chichester  Fortescue)  that 
when  a  Motion  was  introduced  firom  thii 
side  of  the  House  which  seemed  to  treodi 
upon  the  sacred  ground  of  mixed  edoos- 
tion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  qwskiog 
for  the  Government,  declared  he  ooold 
never  give  his  support  to  any  system  of 
sectarian  education.  Upon  two  subsequent 
occasions  the   same  principle  was  vehe- 
mently asserted,  and  when  we  asked  for  a 
grant  of  books  to  the  ragged  schools  it 
was  refused  because  it  was  said,  and  troly 
said,  that  the  Commandments  were  taught 
there.     I  admit  there  was  a  principle  in 
those  cases.     But  how  is  that  principls 
reconcilable  with    what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  to  do  ?    Is  the  poliey 
that  which  has  been  announced  of  endea- 
vouring to  separate  the  respectable,  loysl^ 
dutiful  subjects  of  the  Crown  in  Irelsnd 
who  are  Eoman  Catholics  from  their  Pro- 
testant brethren,  by  confining  them  to  one 
College,  while  their  fellow-subjects  of  a 
different  creed  are  to  go  to  anoUier  ?     It 
seems  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  bdief 
that  all  these  yoimg  men  can  be  actuated 
in  after  life  by  the  same  hope,  and  desire^ 
of  contributing  to  the  good  of  a  oomoAoa 
country.  Believing  that  to  be  a  dangerous 
principle,  I  think  the  House  i^ould  coa' 
aider  long  and  well  before  it  assents  to  it0 
adoption. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  had  ever  heard  a  speech  which 
caused  him  so  much  astonishinent  as  thai 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dublin  University.    Why,  he  had  over 
and   over  again  heard   that   right  hoo. 
Gentleman  use  all   his  eloquence  to  ^ 
nounce  a  system    of  mixed  education— 
[Mr.  Whubsids  :    That  is  a  miatake.]— ' 
and  now  he  came  forward  to  object  to  s 
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propoaitioii  whieh  was  tabstantially  agreed 
to  by  the  Secretary  of  Btate,  to  allow 
GathoUoa  to  obtain  a  Catholic  education 
for  tbeit  ehildren.  Taking  the  case  of 
the  Dublin  Uniyersity,  he  (Mr.  Monsell) 
did  not  mean  to  say  one' word  against  the 
learning  and  the  merits  of  the  Professors 
of  that  body,  which  he  admitted  reflected 
credit  upon  the  country ;  but  eyery  single 
educator  of  youth  in  that  University  must 
be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  most  of  them  were  Protestant  clergy* 
men.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  notion 
of  a  foir  system  of  mixed  education  for 
Boman  Catholic  youths  was  to  send  them 
to  be  taught  by  Protestant  clergy  in  a 
Protestant  University.  How,  after  that, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  presume 
to  offer  advice  to  Koman  Catholic  gentry 
or  parents  passed  belief.  He  would  just 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
as  a  test  of  his  sincerity.  Would  he  vote 
for  a  measure  to  admit  Roman  Catholics 
to  the  governing  body  of  the  University  ? 

Ms.  WHIT£SID£ :  Certainly  not,  be- 
cause  it  would  be  directly  contrary  to  the 
foandation  of  the  University. 

MJa.  MONBELL:  That,  then,  is  the 
only  reason-^a  scrupulous  respect  for  the 
authority  of  law  and  the  foundation  sta- 
tutes. Passing  ttom  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  practical  working  of  the 
present  system  of  granting  University  de- 
grees in  Ireland,  All  would  agree  that 
it  was  desirable  to  elevate  the  people,  and 
he  would  test  the  present  system  by  its 
results.  There  was,  undoubtedly,  among 
the  great  mass  of  Catholics  in  Ireland 
a  conscientious  objection  against  send- 
ing their  children  to  the  Queen's  College 
or  to  Trinity  College.  They  were,  there- 
ftnre,  compelled  to  allow  their  children  to 
forego  the  advantage  of  University  de- 
grees. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  class  of  persons  in  Ireland 
who  would  be  likely  to  send  their  children 
to  a  University  was  very  small,  and  re- 
ferred to  extracts  fh>m  a  pamphlet  to  prove 
his  statement.  A  reference  to  the  Census 
of  1861,  however,  showed  that  of  the 
class  which  was  composed  of  professional 
men,  landed  proprietors,  and  others  of  the 
proprietary  classes,  the  proportion  was 
5,339  Catholics,  5,799  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  1,200  Presbyte- 
rians. Of  those  receiving  superior  educa* 
tion  in  universities,  seminaries,  and  schools 
in  Ireland  there  were  6,292  Catholics, 
5,261  ttiembero  ef  the  Church  of  Ifogland, 
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and  749  Plresb^terians.  According  to  the 
best  information  he  could  obtain  the 
number  of  Roman  Catholics  who  took 
degrees  in  Ireland  was  not  more  than 
twenty-five  or  thirty  a  year  out  of  a  popu- 
lation of  four-and-a-half  millions.  In  the 
superior  schools  they  would  find  that,  of  the 
pupils  above  fifteen  years  of  age  receiving 
education,  42  per  cent  were  Roman  Catho- 
lics, 80  per  cent  belonged  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  25  per  cent  were  Presbyte* 
rians ;  these  figures  clearly  leading  to  the 
inference  that  the  number  of  Roman 
Catholics  taking  degrees  would  be  largely 
increased*- and,  indeed,  would  exceed 
those  of  other  religions — ^if  parents  could 
send  their  sons  to  the  University  without 
violating  their  conscientious  convictions. 
He  would  now  go  to  a  subject  which  was 
well  worthy  of  consideration.  What  was 
the  object  for  which  the  Queen's  Colleges 
were  established  ?  They  were  founded  in 
order  to  get  the  education  out  of  the 
hands  of  tiie  priests  as  far  as  possible,  to 
secure  united  education,  and  to  raise  the 
intellectaal  standard.  Ko  one  would 
suspect  him  of  complaining  that  the  priests 
were  allowed  to  participate  in  the  educa* 
tion  of  youth,  but  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  those  colleges  had  not  succeeded 
in  taking  tlie  education  out  of  their 
hands.  It  must  be  rather  startling  to 
the  advocates  of  the  scheme  to  find 
that  78  per  cent  of  the  whole  number 
of  the  Catholic  youth  were  receiving 
education  at  the  hands  of  the  religious 
orders.  He  was  afraid  that  he  should 
greatly  shock  the  feelings  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  when  he  stated  that 
the  Professors  and  Heads  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  and  even  Members  of  the  Senate, 
were  not  altogether  pure  in  this  matter. 
He  found  that  Sir  Robert  Kane,  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  College  at  Cork,  though  his 
language  might  have  led  one  to  anticipate 
a  difiWrent  result,  had  sent  his  own  son  to 
be  educated  in  a  Jesuit  seminary ;  and  the 
same  course  had  been  pursued  by  other 
members  of  the  governing  bodies  of  those 
colleges.  In  the  same  way  it  would  be 
found  that  those  gentlemen  who  advocated 
in  the  loudest  manner  the  system  of  united 
education  would  endeavour,  when  they 
had  to  decide  in  the  case  of  their  own 
children,  to  secure  for  them,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  intellectual  advantages,  instruc- 
tion in  that  religion  which  they  believed 
to  be  the  true  one,  and  educated  them 
as  iMFoU  for  tte  other  worid  as  fbr  tUs. 
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During  the  last  fifty  yean  the  Oatholios 
had  had  miioh  to  do  to  provide  for  the 
absolute  neoessities  of  worship,  and  they 
had  been  unable  to  provide  adequate 
means  of  education.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  cast  any  refleotion  upon  the  superior 
Bohools  in  Ireland,  but  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  education  imparted  at 
these  institutions  was  not  of  so  high  a 
character  as  could  be  wished.  It  was  im- 
possible  it  should  be  otherwise.  In  the 
case  of  Eton,  Winchester,  and  other  public 
schools  in  England,  the  masters  of  these 
schools  themselves  came  from  the  Univer- 
sities ;  and  a  keen  competition  was  main- 
tained between  the  pupUs,  not  only  at  the 
schools,  but  also  at  the  Universities.  But 
the  Catholic  youth  of  Ireland  had  no  such 
ftimulus  to  emulation.  He  was  informed, 
oonsequently,  that  at  these  superior  schools 
the  study  of  Qreek  was  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible ebb.  Latin  composition,  too,  was 
neglected ;  and  even  mathematics,  for 
which  the  Irish  youth  had  so  remarkable 
a  capacity,  were  taught  in  anything  but  a 
satii^actory  manner.  The  higher  system 
of  education,  therefore,  introduced  into 
Ireland  by  the  institution  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  could  not  but  be  regarded  as  a 
complete  failure,  and  he  might  mention 
that  he  recollected  Earl  Russell  saying  that 
he  believed  that  unless  the  system  were 
altered  it  would  become  not  only  "  null 
but  noxious."  He  then  came  to  the  ques< 
tion  as  to  what  was  to  be  done,  and  here 
he  might  say  he  that  could  not  concur  in 
the  opinion  that  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  was  indefinite. 
He  believed  that  they  ought  to  have  a 
common  University  for  the  purpose  of 
granting  degrees,  and  they  ought  also  to 
have  colleges  from  which  the  students 
could  come  to  compete  for  those  degrees. 
In  the  case  of  the  London  University 
two  Colleges  were  founded.  University 
College  was  founded  upon  the  principle 
of  the  mixed  or  secular  system,  and 
King's  College  upon  the  exclusive  or 
denominational  system.  The  students 
of  those  two  CoUeges  competed  for  de- 
grees and  honours;  but  the  secular  sys- 
tem of  the  one  College  did  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  denominational 
system  of  the  other.  The  proposal  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  respect 
to  Ireland  was  precisely  similar,  and  he 
thought  that  such  a  system  would,  on  the 
whole,  be  the  best  one,  and  it  was  the 
aystem  that  prevailed  in  most  of  the  civil* 
Mr.  ManaeU 


ized  nations  in  Sorope.  Sneha  plan  would 
not  only  seoore  to  the  stadents  a  high 
intellectual  cultivation,  but  might  also  he 
accompanied  by  perfect  moral  control  He 
believed,  too,  that  the  day  was  not  ht 
distant  when  the  system  would  be  extended 
to  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  though  the  Col- 
leges might  still  retain  a  distinct  and  de- 
finite system  of  religious  instruction.  He 
thought  that  by  adopting  such  a  ooone 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  conferred 
the  greatest  blessings  upon  Ireland,  sod 
would  conduce  to  Uie  dissemination  of  a 
higher  intellectual  education  throughout 
the  country  than  at  present  existed.  He 
believed  that  the  results  would  not  only 
be  remarkable  on  account  of  the  moral  and 
religious  training  of  the  youth  of  the 
country,  but  also  an  account  of  the  intel- 
lectual  results  of  having  a  great  national 
seminary  belonging  to  that  religion  whieh 
the  mass  of  the  people  professed. 

Mb.  HENNESS  Y  wished  to  say  a  woid 
or  two  upon  what  he  considered  the  ex- 
traordinary statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univenify 
of  Dublin.  The  right  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  told  the  House  that  Dr.  Crdy 
was  friendly  to  the  Queen's  Colleges. 

Ms.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  what  he 
had  said  in  respect  to  Dr.  Croly  he  had 
stated  upon  the  authority  of  one  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Education,  who  had 
been  sent  round  the  country  to  asoertaln 
the  views  of  the  bishops  with  regard  to 
the  best  sites  for  the  Colleges,  and  who 
had  given  evidence  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  HENNESS  Y  would  refer  to  what 
the  late  Sir  E.  Peel  said  in  respect  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  Catholic  bishops,  inclad- 
ing  Dr.  Croly.  On  the  2drd  of  June, 
1846,  when  the  question  of  the  Queen'a 
Colleges  was  under  discussion  in  that 
House,  Sir  B.  Peel  noticed  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  Catholic  bishops  were  unam- 
mously  against  the  measure ;  and  to  a 
petition  presented  to  that  House  dedaring 
that  the  principles  of  the  proposed  col- 
leges were  contrary  to  religious  faith  and 
morals  the  signature  of  Dr.  Croly,  as  well 
as  the  other  Catholic  bishops,  was  attached. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  the  exa- 
mination to  which  he  referred  was  sub* 
sequent,  in  point  of  time,  to  the  events  in 
question. 

Mk.  HENNESSY  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  Dr.  Croly  never  al- 
tered the  opinion  expressed  in  the  peti- 
tion. The  Eoman  Catholic  bishops  had 
been  from  the  beginning,  and  were  fio^ 
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nnaziimoiu  agaiDstthe  Colleges,  and  ivfaen 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that  it 
was  Dr.   Collen  who  had  prodaoed  this 
change  it  was  clear  he  was  imperfectly 
informed  on  the  subject.     The  Govem- 
ment  had  taken  an  extraordinary  oourse. 
They  had  acknowledged  the  truth  of  the 
allegations  of  the  B«M>lution,  and  so  far 
the  Eoman  Catholics  were  bound  to  thank 
them.  The  Home  Secretary  had  suggested 
a  remedy  for  removing  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body,  and 
had  suggested  that  a  Boman  Catholic  TJni- 
Tersity  should  haye  an  opportunity  of  send- 
ing students  to  be  examined  by  the  Queen's 
University  for  degrees.    The  students  of 
Carlow  College  could  come  to  London  and 
be  examined  by  the  London  UniTcrsity 
for  a  degree.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  proposed  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
University  of  Ireland  should  be  turned  into 
a  second  Carlow  College ;  but  such  a  pro- 
posal would  not  find  the  same  favour  with 
the  Roman  Catholic  body  which  it  had 
found  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell).    Such  a  proposal 
amounted  to  an  assertion  that  the  same 
conscientious  scruples  were  still  to  con- 
tinuei  because    such    a  proposition  had 
been  made  over  and  over  again,  and  had 
been  invariably  objected  to.    The  Roman 
Catholic    bishops   were   unanimously    of 
opinion  that  the  education  given  in  such 
a  University  ought  to  be  denominational. 
The  University  of  Quebec  was  Roman 
Catholic.      The  examiners  and  teachers 
aud  the  governing  body  were  exclusively 
Boman   Catholic;  and  so  it  must  be  in 
every  University  which  hoped  to  satisfy 
the  claims  of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
and  laity.    So  long  as  any  compromise 
did  not  satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
it  was  a  failure.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Qum,  the  Secretary  of  State,  proposed  to 
give  degrees  to  any  well  ordered  school. 
He  would  teU  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  compromise    he   had  proposed 
would  be  a  total  failure — the  only  result 
of  such  a  scheme  would  be  to  degrade 
the  Queen's  University,  and  would  not 
satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  body.    The 
majority  of  the  Protestant  bishops  of  Ire- 
land, like  the  CathoHc  bishops,  were  op- 
posed to  the  mixed  system  of  education, 
snd  the  heads  of  all  denominations  shared 
in  the  same  objection.    The  Church  of 
England   had  Trinity    CoUege,  and   he 
should  be  sorry  to  see  it  thrown  open, 
^nie  mixed  education  party  were  powerful 
enough  to  be  represented,  and  he  should 


like  to  see  one  or  two  colleges  for  them. 
Next  came  the  Roman  Catholics  wlio 
wanted  a  denominational  University,  and 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  really  de- 
sired to  meet  their  just  dUums,  they 
would  place  them,  in  regard  to  the  advan- 
tagro  of  education,  on  precisely  the  same 
footbg  as  all  other  rdigious  denomina- 
tions, and  who  would  be  satisfied  by  no- 
thing less. 

LoBD  DUNEELLm  said,  he  desired  U> 
o£Fer  a  few  observations  in  order  that  his 
vote  might  not  be  misunderstood.  He  waa 
sorry   to   hear   the  hon.  Member    who 
brought  this   subject  before    the    House 
(The  O'Donoghue)  in  a  speech  which  had 
been  justly  commended,  go  out  of  his  way 
to  depreciate  the  Queen's  Colleges  and  the 
Queen's  University  of  Ireland.     He  (Lord 
Dunkellin)  begged  leave  to  differ  from  bis 
hon.  Friend  in  toto  in  that  respect.    He 
could  not  agree   that  these  institutions 
were  generally  unpopular  in  Ireland,  or 
that  the  education  given  by  the  coUegea 
was  not  of  a  sufficiently  high,  good,  and 
practical  character.    Nor  could  he  admit 
that,  tested  either  by  the  numbers  upon 
the  books,  or  the  number  of  degrees  taken 
by  the  students,  the  colleges  were  a  failure. 
The  Queen's  University  flourished  in  spite 
of  the  great  opposition  with  which  it  had- 
been  encountered,  and  there  had  been  a 
steady  and  marked  increase  in  the  pupils 
at  the  colleges.    It  was  worthy  of  remark 
that  as  the  Roman  Catholic  dement  had 
increased  so  did  the  Protestant    It  was 
not  altogether  fair  to  judge  of  the  useful- 
ness of  the  Colleges  by  the  degrees.    A 
great  many  of  the  students  belonged  to 
the  higher  middle  dass,  who  were  obliged 
to  enter  upon  the  duties  of  life  without 
going  through  the  full  curriculum  which 
would  qualify  them  to  take  their  degrees. 
The  question  was,  did  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges afford  a  good,  sound,  practical  edu- 
cation, suited  to  enable  their  pupils  to 
fight  their  way  through  life  with  crodit  to 
themselves,  and  credit  to  them  who  edu- 
cated them  ?    He  asserted,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  they  did  so.    If  they 
looked  to  the  competitive  examinations 
which  had  taken  place  within  the  last  few 
years  for  the  India  service,  for  the  civil 
service,  for  the  army  and  navy,  they  would 
find  that  prises  had  been  carried  off  by 
those  who  were  educated  at  the  Queen's 
Colleges.    He  also  differed  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  popularity  in  which 
these  institutions  were  held  in  the  coun- 
try.   The  Galway  College  had  flourished 
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in  the  fiiee  of  all  oppoeiti<m,  and  waa  enu- 
oently  popular.    Turning  to  the  more  im- 
mediate question  before  the  House,  as  to 
whether  a  charter  shoold  be  granted  to 
the  Catholic  Uniyerntj,  he  asked   why 
was  it  required  ?    He  understood  it  was 
required  because  a  great  portion  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  conscien- 
tious objections  to  profit  by  the  means  of 
Uniyersity    education    already    existing. 
He  should  bo  the  last  to  disregard  the 
conscientious  objection  of  any  creed.     If 
conscientious   objections   prevented  them 
from  going  to  Trinity  College,  Dublin — 
if  conscientious  objections  prevented  them 
firom  attending  the  Queen's  University — 
let  them  have  an  University  of  their  own. 
He  thought  what  had  been  proposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend    the  Secretary   of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  fairly  met 
all  objections,  and  placed  Eoman  Catholics 
in  a  position  with  regard  to  diplomas  and 
degrees  to  which  they  could  not  object. 
He  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hen- 
nessy)  take  exception  to  the  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Monsell).     The  question    of  the  charter 
was  promoted  by  Roman  Catholic  gentle- 
men on  the  ground  that  at  present  their 
sons  were  debarred  from  University  edu- 
cation.    They  objected  to  Trinity  College, 
because  the  professors  were  Episcopolian 
degymcn;    and  to  Queen's    College,  be- 
cause the  professors  there  might  be  of  no 
religion ;  but  at  the   Catholic  University 
the  sons  of  Roman  Catholics  would  study 
under  professors  of  their  own  creed,  and 
be  watched  and  fostered  with  all  the  care 
of  a  fond  parent,  and  ofter  going  through 
a  curriculum  of  intellectual    labour  and 
moral   supervision   they    might   compete 
with    students    brought    up     elsewhere. 
This  would  place  them   in   fair,  honest, 
generous  competition  with  their  compeers ; 
and  in  this  free  practical  nineteenth-cen- 
tury education  it  would   bo  for  Roman 
Catholic  gentlemen,  if  they  could,  to  dis- 
tance their  competitors.     He  would   not 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tralee,  if  he  thought  that 
it  would  injuriously  affect  the    Queen's 
Colleges  ;  but,  believing  that  no  such  con- 
sequences would  ensue,  he  would  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, though  ho  by  no  means  concurred  in 
the  censure  he  cast  upon  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity or  the  Queen's  Colleges. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  wished  to  have  a  grievance 
Lord  DunkeUm 


for  the  Bake  et  a  giievaaee;  cm  the  eon- 
trary,  he  waa  riwaji  most  anxuma  to  meet 
any  fair  proposal  to  aooede  to  the  wisbei 
of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  in  a  frank  and 
cordial  spirit,  even  if  at  first  sight  it  did 
not  meet  his  views  adequately,  to  gin 
every  weight  to  the  good  intentions  hj 
which  it  was  animated,  and,  if  possible, 
develop  it  satiafaotorily  to  all  paiiies.   It 
was  with  that  view  that  he  addressed  bin- 
self  to  the  consideration  of  the  views  ex- 
pressed and  the  scheme  sketched  oat  hj 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretsij  k 
State  for  the  Home  Department    Befbte 
doing  so  he  would  make  one  observatioQ 
with  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  King^s  Comity. 
The  hon.  Member  had  truly  stated  ^ 
the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  and  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  authorities  throughout  fiia 
world  had  unanimously  expressed  an  opi- 
nion that  University  education  should  ba 
denominational,  because  they  held  tint 
religion  should  be  interwoven  with  erery 
branch  of   education.      But    while  tiwy 
held  that  education,  which  meant  instrn^ 
tion,  teaching,  developing  the   faoultiei^ 
improving  the  mind,  should  be  denomiu- 
tional,  the  tests  of  education  need  not  be 
denominational,   but  might  be  united  or 
mixed.     That  was  the  case  in  Belginm; 
and  in  1851  the  principle  was  formally 
approved  in  France.     How  far  did  the 
necessity  for  some  measure  such  as  that  pro- 
posed exist  in  Ireland  ?    Such  a  necessity 
did  exist ;  for  while,  according  to  the  sta- 
tistics quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Limerick,  Koman  Catho- 
lics embraced  from  25  to  40  per  cent  of 
the  better  classes  and  professions  they  pos- 
sessed University  degrees  in  the  preportion 
of  only   14  per   cent.      Then  came  the 
question,  How  was  the  difficulty  to  be 
met?     The  one  which  he  considered  the 
most  perfect  and  the  most  applicable  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  was,  that  as  they  had 
in  Trinity  College  an  University  that  wsa 
essentially  Protestant,  they  should  esta- 
blish an  University  that  should  be  essen- 
tially Roman  Catholic.     At  the  same  time 
he  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  wholdoonne 
of  modem  legislation  in  this,  as  well  as  tn 
other  countries,   tended  to   change  thoee 
ancient  institutions  which  existed  when 
the  whole  country  was  of  one  religioo, 
and  to  make  the  test  of  education  applica- 
ble to  all  religious  denominations.    He 
owned,  therefore,  that  there  was  a  strong 
reason  to  induce  the  Government  to  declare 
that  the  test  should  be  one  for  all  deoomi- 
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iitioiM^  and  that  there  sbonld  not  be  any 
onger  a  denominational  examining  Uni- 
enity.    This  principle  had  been  i^opted 
rith  great  raccesa  by  the  University  of 
iondony  to  which  be  himself  and  other 
bmben  of  that  House  belonged.    There 
rwe  two  ways  of  constituting  such  a 
FidTeraity  as  to  embrace  all  parties  and 
n  religions.     One  was  the  system  which 
lad  been  adopted  originally  by  the  London 
ImTernty — that  of  affiliating  colleges;  and 
he  other  that  which  had  ultimately  been 
•nied  oat  by  that  Uniyersity,  by  which 
he  Senate  was  simply  nominated  in  the 
bit  instance  by  the  Oovemmenti  and  all 
Ibidents  came  up  to  be  examined  as  units. 
[f  the  latter  plan  were  adopted  in  Ireland 
itwonld  not  be  acceptable  to  the  great 
body  of   the  Boman  Catholics,   because 
tUs  serious  difficulty  had  been  felt — the 
My  which  directed  and  controUed  the 
fMminations  necessarily,  although  indi- 
nettj,  directed  and  controlled  the  course 
of  education,  and,  as  the  different  affiliated 
bnnohes  were  not  at  all  represented  on  the 
Senate,  the  latter  might  unwittingly  place 
on  its  examination  lists  subjects  and  books 
wUch  might  be  objected  to.  In  illustration 
of  this,  he  might  mention  that  the  Senate 
of  the  London  Uniyersity  having  appointed 
Mi/$  Ethie$  as  a  necessary  subject  of 
nunination,  the  Eoman  Catholic  students 
pMitively  declined  to  prove  Faley's  prin- 
ciple of  utility  as  the  criterion  of  actions, 
anl  a  compromise  was  effected  by  the  Exa- 
tmoera  allowing  the  Catholic  students  to 
eonidte  those  principles.    But  the  method 
vhich  had  been  adopted  in  France  by  the  law 
ef  1852  on  the  subject  of  education  was  an 
exoellent  one.   By  that  method  the  Senate 
of  the  French  (General  University  was 
iBide  to  consist  of  twenty-eight  members, 
end  every  great  body  in  the  State  was 
oleially  represented  in  it.     The  Govern- 
>unt  was  represented  by  the  Minister  of 
AiUic  Instruction,  the  Boman  Catholics 
I9  &  Bishop  or  Archbishop  elected  by  his 
MOcagues,  the  Protestants  by  a  member 
deeted  in  their  consistories,  the  free  col- 
1m  by   official   members,   and  so   on. 
^that  precedent,  or  something  in  the 
»&e  spirit,  were  adopted  in  constructing 
tte  University  body  in  Ireland,  by  what- 
^  name  it  was  to  be  called,  he  believed 
It  would  meet  the  wishes  of  nearly  all 
thowere  interested  in  the  subject.    He 
■poke  usually  only  his  own  sentiments, 
*^t  he  had  some  reason  to  say  that  in 
^^n^eesing  that  opinion  he  expressed  the 
^Wion  of  a  large  body  of  those  who 


might  be  considered  to  some  extent  to 
represent  the  Boman  Catholics  of  Ireland. 
If  the  granting  of  TJniversitv  degrees  and 
the  framing  of  the  course  of  examination 
necessary  to  attain  them  were  to  be  the 
work  of  a  body  upon  which  aU  classes 
would  be  necessarily  and  adequately  re- 
presented it  would,  he  believed,  give 
satisfaction  to  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland;  and  he  also  believed  that  the 
proposal  sketched  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contained  the  principles  upon 
which  that  plan  might  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  believed  that  the 
House  had  been  taken  by  surprise  by  the 
evidently  foregone  conclusion  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  found  some  institu- 
tion in  the  nature  of  a  Boman  Catholic 
University.  The  question  was  being  dis* 
cussed  without  adequate  information  as  to 
the  plan  proposed.  Unless  some  further 
information  was  afforded,  he  should  think 
it  his  duty,  on  the  first  practicable  day,  to 
move  that  the  Government  should  furnish 
the  House  with  the  details  of  the  plan 
they  contemplated.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Whiteside)  had  explained  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  educational  in- 
stitutions of  Ireland  which  either  created 
or  perpetuated  the  exclusion  of  which 
complaint  had  been  made.  As  to  the  com- 
plaint of  inequality,  it  was  only  just  to 
preceding  Governments  and  to  Farliament 
to  say  that  this  inequality  was  not  of  their 
making,  but  was  due  entirely  to  the  Fa- 
pacy.  The  Boman  Catholic  Bishops  in 
Ireland  were  instructed  by  the  Fapacy  to 
object  to  the  Queen's  University,  and  for- 
bid the  youth  of  Ireland  from  availing 
themselves  of  the  educational  facilities 
offered  by  the  University  of  Dublin.  He 
was  apprehensive  that,  unless  great  care 
was  tsJcen  in  the  organization  of  the  con- 
templated University,  the  same  principlo 
of  exclusion  which  had  been  practised  at 
Maynooth,  by  which  the  Boman  Catholio 
laity  had  been  excluded  from  that  college, 
would  be  practised,  and  the  contemplated 
university  would  become  as  exclusively 
Boman  Catholic  as  Maynooth  was  now 
exclusively  ecclesiastical — as  exclusively 
Boman  Catholic,  and  probably  Ultramon- 
tane, in  its  teaching  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  had  explained  that 
the  National  Schools  of  Ireland  had  be- 
come, which  he  informed  the  House  wero 
now  largely  under  the  control  of  the 
regular  orders  of  the  Church  of  Bome. 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  great  admirer  of  the  Jesuits  and  of  the 
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other  regular  orders  of  the  Papacy,  and 
consider^  the  laws  of  this  coun^  against 
the  existence  of  these  orders  in  the  United 
Kingdom  very  absurd.  The  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  well 
known.  In  justice,  however,  to  preceding 
Governments  and  preceding  Parliaments, 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  must  be  permitted  to 
observe  that  the  modern  history  of  Europe 
and  the  recent  experience  and  conduct  of 
European  Governments,  especially  those 
of  France  and  Italy,  redeemed  the  conduct 
of  preceding  Parliaments  of  this  country 
from  the  imputation  of  ignorance  and 
bigotry  in  the  safeguards  which  they  had 
raised  against  the  n\^chinations  and  prac- 
tices of  these  Eoman  orders.  Eoman 
Catholic  Members  themselves  were  full  of 
complaints  of  the  state  of  Ireland  itself, 
though  it  was  favoured  by  the  presence  of 
these  orders.  In  this  country  the  feeling 
would  be  that  there  was  nothing  to  ac- 
count for  this  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  except  the  pressure 
which  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon  suc- 
cessive Governments  by  an  organization 
of  which  the  authorities  of  the  Church  of 
Borne  were  cognizant.  He  believed  that 
this  announcement  would  be  received  with 
surprise  by  the  country.  Ho  had  on  a 
former  occasion  adverted  to  a  very  re- 
markable document  issued  by  the  Papacy, 
and  the  circulation  of  which  by  Eoman 
Catholic  prelates  had  been  forbidden  in 
Prance ;  and  ho  now  begged  leave  to  read 
some  of  the  propositions  which  would  be 
inculcated  on  those  who,  under  the  plan 
of  the  Government,  would,  by  virtue  of 
this  TJtramontanc  tuition,  become  candi- 
dates for  degrees.  The  fifteenth  Proposi- 
tion condemned  by  the  Pope  in  the  Sylla- 
bus which  was  attached  to  the  Encyclical 
Letter,  dated  the  8th  of  December,  1864, 
was— ' 

**  Every  man  is  free  to  embrace  and  profess  the 
religion  he  shall  belieye  true,  guided  by  the  light 
of  reason." 

Thus  the  Government  were  about  to  pro- 
vide for  granting  degrees  to  those  who 
should  be  thoroughly  impregnated  with 
the  belief  that  the  primary  maxim  of  re- 
ligious freedom  is  a  damnable  error.  The 
eighteenth  proposition  condemned  by  the 
Papacy  in  the  same  document,  was  the 
opinion  that — 

"  Protestantism  is  nothing  more  than  another 
form  of  the  same  true  Christian  religion  in  which 
it  is  possible  to  please  God  equally  as  in  the 
OathoUc  Church.'^ 

Mr,  NewdegaU 


The  convene  of  this  proposition  was  an- 
other item  of  the  religions  instmction  which 
the  Government  were  about  to  declare  a 
qualification  for  a  degree,  and  this  in  the 
cause  of  liberalty  and  freedom.  In  con- 
nection with  the  propositions  he  had 
quoted,  as  condemned,  no  later  than  De- 
cember last,  by  the  Papacy,  he  would  beg 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  77th— 

*<  In  the  present  d«y  it  la  no  longer  neceiwj 
that  the  Catholic  religion  shall  be  held  ai  the 
only  religion  of  the  State,  to  the  exclusion  of  iQ 
other  modes  of  worship." 

'*  78th :  Whence  it  baa  been  wisely  provided 
by  law  in  some  countries,  called  CSatboiie,  that 
persons  coming  to  reside  therein  shall  enjoy  the 
free  exercise  ox  their  own  worship." 

Now,  let  the  House  remember  that  the 
converse — the  doctrines  the  exact  oppodte 
of  these  opinions  he  quoted — are  emphati- 
cally asserted  by  the  Papacy  by  the  con- 
demnation of  these  opinions,  which  are 
the  opinions  upon  which  the  legislation  of 
this  country  is  founded  and  upon  which 
the  GoTemment  pretend  to  act  The 
37th  proposition,  which  is  condemned  bj 
the  Papacy  in  the  Syllabus,  is  as  foUows— 

"  National  Churches  can  be  established  after 
being  withdrawn  and  separated  from  the  astho- 
rity  of  the  Roman  Pontiff." 

Hence  the  existence  of  the  Church  of  this 
country  as  by  law  establish^  will  be 
treated  as  a  moral  offence  in  the  religions 
teaching,  upon  proficiency  acquired  under 
which,  the  Government  propose  to  confer 
degrees ;  and  this  is  exemplified  by  the 
preceding  propositiou,  the  36th — 

"  The  definition  of  a  National  Council  does  not 
admit  of  any  subsequent  discussion,  and  the  eifil 
power  can  settle  an  af&iir,  as  decided  by  loeh 
National  Council." 

By  the  condemnation  of  this  propoeition, 
the  Papacy  at  once  defies  the  power  of 
Parliament,  and  exacts  compliance  from 
those  of  the  Roman  Catholic  communion. 
Again,  and  in  a  higher  sense,  the  54th 
proposition  is  condemned — 

**  Kings  and  princes  are  not  onljr  exempt  ftom 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Church,  but  are  laperior 
to  the  Church  in  litigated  questions." 

Thus  are  all  condemned  who  maintain 
Her  Majesty's  rightful  supremacy,  and  the 
independence  of  the  Administratiye  power 
of  this  and  every  other  countty,*  while 
the  24th  proposition,  which  is  condemned, 
stands  thus — 

"  The  Church  has  not  the  power  of  aniiiog 
herself  of  force,  or  anj  direct  or  indirect  temporal 
power." 

Here  is  a  direct  assertion,  by  the  condem- 
nation of  the  oonverse  proposition,  of  the 
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rigA  of  the  Roman  Pontiff  to  temporal 
power  in  this  and  every  other  State,  and 
of  the  right  to  use  force  to  establish  and 
maintain  that  poirer.  Sach  are  the  doc- 
trines issued  BO  late  as  the  8th  of  Decem- 
ber last  by  the  Papacy,  for  l^e  inculcation 
of  which  upon  the  youth  of  Ireland,  as 
matters  of  religion,  the  Oovemment  of 
Her  Majesty  are  making  provision,  and 
for  proficiency  in  which  they  are  about  to 
confer  degrees ;  and  this,  I  suppose,  they 
will  say,  in  the  cause  of  Liberalism  and 
freedom.  It  would  appear  strange  to  the 
people  of  England  that  so  soon  after  these 
propositions  were  enounced  by  Borne, 
that,  on  the  plea  of  liberalism,  a  step 
should  be  taken  to  afford  an  opportunity 
of  educating  the  youth  of  Ireland  in  these 
most  intolerent  principles.  The  people  of 
England  would  be  inclined  to  believe  that 
the  Church  of  Bome  already  exercised  a 
power  on  this  country  which  rendered  it 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  resist 
for  any  length  of  time  her  decrees.  What 
means  the  people  of  England  might  adopt 
for  the  defence  of  their  own  independence, 
and  the  freedom  of  their  fellow  subjects 
of  Catholic  faith,  he  knew  not;  but  he 
felt  that  they  ought  to  be  informed  that 
there  existed  a  power  in  the  United  King- 
dom capable  of  exacting  first  from  one  Go- 
vernment and  then  from  another  conces- 
sions, not  in  the  sense  of  modern  civiliza 
tion  and  enlightenment,  or  in  the  spirit  of 
progress — ^for  all  these  the  Pope  had  for- 
mally rejected  and  condemned  in  the  same 
documents  from  which  he  had  quoted — 
but  in  the  sense  of  the  exclusion  and  of 
the  bigotry  which  characterized  Bome  in 
tho  Middle  Ages.  He  lamented  the  de- 
cision which  the  Govemment  had  come 
to ;  but  he  would  not  in  the  present  state 
of  the  House  attempt  to  test  its  opinion. 

The  CHANCELLOB  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
seems,  as  is  rather  common  with  his 
speeches,  intended  to  act  on  the  nerves  of 
the  House.  He  has  made  a  selection  of 
most  startling  and  alarming  propositions 
from  a  document  recently  issued  by  the 
Court  of  Bome,  but  which  appear  to  me 
to  have  very  little  relevancy  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  8o  feur  as  the 
language  of  those  propositions  is  applic- 
able to  the  present  discussion,  it  ought, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  to  be  an  encouragement 
to  ns.  to  go  forward  steadily  in  the  path 
in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
George  Grey)  has  announced  that  we  mean 
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to  tread,  because  the  more  harsh,  rigid, 
and  restrictive  our  measures  may  be  to- 
wards the  Boman  Catholic  community  in 
this  countnr,  the  more  we  leave  them 
under  the  airect  influence  of  Bome,  and 
throw  them  into  the  hands  of  those  in  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  who  profess  ex- 
treme opinions.  I  so  far  sympathise  with 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  contemplate,  in 
common  with  the  great  majority  of  this 
House,  those  propositions  with  great  aver- 
sion, and  I  deeply  regret  their  issue  from 
any  centre  of  religious  authority.  They 
have,  however,  on  me  an  effect  directly 
opposite  to  that  which  they  appear  to 
exercise  on  the  hon.  Member  for  19'orth 
Warwickshire,  and  I  would  wish,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  remove  all  tendency  to 
look  with  favour  on  such  propositions  by 
endeavouring  to  attach  our  Boman  Catholic 
fellow  subjects  more  distinctly  and  more 
closely  to  Englishmen  generally,  and  to 
the  interests  .and  habits  of  this  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  thought 
the  declaration  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
most  have  taken  the  House  by  surprise. 
Now  the  first  effect  of  our  surprise  is  to 
produce  attention;  but  surprise  has  not 
produced  attention  in  the  hon.  Member, 
for,  if  he  had  listened  ever  so  cursorily  to 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  him  to 
have  described  it  as  the  announcement  of 
an  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  are  about  to  found  a  Boman 
Catholic  University.  The  most  pointed 
part  of  that  speech  was  directed  to  this 
proposition — that  the  Govemment  did  not 
think  it  fit  or  expedient,  so  far  as  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Govemment  is  concerned, 
to  accede  to  any  plan  for  the  foundation  of 
a  Boman  Catholic  University.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Whiteside)  did  certeinly  seem  to  look 
on  with  some  sort  of  qualified  approbation 
at  the  proposition  to  found  such  a  Univer- 
sity. He  greatly  preferred  that  plan,  he 
said,  to  the  one  proposed  by  the  Govem- 
ment. Under  these  circumstonces  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  will 
employ  some  portion  of  the  approaching 
recess  in  settling  the  difference  which  ap- 
pears to  exist  between  them  in  that  respect. 
But  although  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  said  he  looked 
with  comparative  favour  on  the  idea  of  giv- 
ing a  charter  to  a  Boman  Catholic  Univer- 
sity, yet  the  whole  of  his  agument  was  not 
only  not  in  favour  of  a  charter  to  a  Boroau 
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Catholic  Univeraity,  but  it  was  distinctly 
to  this  effect — ^that  the  Boman  Catholics 
were  extremely  well  treated  in  the  UniTer- 
sity  of  Dublin — ^that  with  that  good  treat- 
ment they  ought  to  be  content,  and  should 
desire  nothing  more.     That  was  the  pith 
of  his  entire  speech.     Let  me  not  be  sup- 
posed to  speak  with  any  disrespect  either 
of  the  constitution  or  the  administration 
of  the  University  of  Dublin.     I  believe 
its  constitution  is  liberal  according  to  the 
conditions  of  its  foundation,  and  that  its 
administration,  as  far  as  I  may  presume  to 
give  an  opinion  on  that  point,  is  conducted 
in  the  spirit  of  that  constitution.     Never- 
theless it  is  one  thing  to  be  admitted  indi- 
vidually into  an  institution  founded  upon 
the  principles  of  a  religious  communion 
different  from  your  own,  and  another  thing 
to  have  your  children  educated  within  the 
walls  of  an  institution  founded  upon  the 
rules  and  laws  of  your  own  religion.     I 
want  to  know  what  right  we  have  to  find 
fault  with  those  Roman  Catholics  who  pre- 
fer the  latter  system.   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  prefers  the  latter  system  ; 
and  I  am  sure  that  if  he  lived  in  a  country 
where  the  only  choice  offered  him  was 
that  of  sending  his  children  to  a  Boman 
Catholic  University,  where  they    would 
receive    their   instruction  at    the    hands 
of   Boman  Catholic    teachers,  he  would 
say   distinctly,  and  I   think   justifiably, 
"I  greatly  prefer  to  have,   and  I  shall 
use  every  effort  to  obtain,  the  means  of 
having    my  own    children   educated    in 
my  own  religion  from   the  mouths  and 
under  the  infiuence  of  teachers  belonging 
to  my  own  Church.*'  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  a  pointed  question  to  the  Go- 
vernment.    He  asked  us,  ''  How  can  you 
possibly  justify  your  refusal  to  make  any 
concession  to  the  Church  Education  So- 
ciety conformably  with  the  intention  you 
have  announced  to-night  with  regard  to 
the  Boman  Catholics?''     Why,  Sir,  the 
intention  announced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to-night  is  to  remove  from   the 
Boman  Catholics  certain  disabilities  under 
which  they  at  present  labour — disabilities 
of  a  positive  character;   not  merely  the 
want  of  honorary   distinctions,   but   the 
want  of  degrees,  the  absence  or  default  of 
which  subjects  them  either  to  a  longer 
probation  before  they  can  enter  a  profes- 
sion in  which  they  are  to  earn  their  liveli- 
hood, or  else  involves  their  repulsion  from 
that  profession  altogether.       What  does 
that  state  of  things  amount  to  ?    Disguise 
it  how  you  may,  it  is  the  imposition  of 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


civil  disabilities  on  account  of  reli^as 
opinion — on  account  of  religioas  opinion, 
which  is  not,  I  grants  perhaps  oniversally 
entertained  by  Boman  Catholic^  there  are, 
I  rejoice,  many  Boman  Catholics,  and  I 
wish  there  were  many  more,  who  do  not 
object  to  the  united  edacation  given  in 
I  the  Queen's  Colleges ;  but  there  are  many 
I  Boman  Catholics,  as  has  been,  distinctly 
I  proved,  who  either  object  absolutely  \a 
;  that  system,   or  prefer  a  system  which 
I  they  think  more  perfect.      That  is  an 
I  opinion  which  they  hold  as  part  of  their 
religious  belief  and  obligation,  and  for  it 
they  are  at  this  moment  subjected  to  ciril 
disabilities.     And  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  announced  is  not  that  there  is 
to  be  a  Boman  Catholic  University,  bat 
that  that  civil  disability  is  to  be  remofed. 
Has  there  been  any  question  raised  to- 
!  night  like  that  raised  on  behalf  ^  the 
-  schools  of  the  Church  Education  Society  ? 
No.     What  is  demanded  on  behalf  of  that 
Society  is  a  share  of  the  public  money; 
and  if  the  present  Kotion  had  invohed 
any  such  distinct  demand  upon  the  public 
purse,  then,  so  far,  the  parallel  sought  to 
be  established  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  had  some  show  of  jn»- 
tice.     But,  with  regard  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
a  very  broad  assertion.     He  said  that  all 
those  who  belonged  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  departing  irom  the  decla- 
rations,   and  attempting   to  reverse  the 
policy  of  the  last  thirty  years.    Now,  the 
Queen's  Colleges  were  not  recommended 
to  Parliament  nor  adopted  by  Parliament 
as  embodying  a  perfect  system  of  edacft* 
tion,  but  simply  as  the  best  arrangement 
which  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  then 
permitted.     Lord  Bussell  distinctly  stated 
at  the  time  that  in  his  opinion  the  plan, 
as    far    as   respected    positiye    religions 
teaching,  was  very  defective.      Another 
Member  of  the  present  Government  spoke 
in  somewhat  the  same  sense,  at  the  same 
time,  however,    giving  his  vote  as  Lord 
Bussell    also  gave  his,   for   the  seheme 
proposed  by   Sir  Bobert  Peel,    on   the 
ground  that  it  was  adapted  to  the  peca- 
liar    circumstances    of    Ireland.     It  is 
quite    a    mistake    to    suppose    that  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  pronounced   these   Colleges 
to  be  a  system  so  perfect  that  nothing 
could  be  allowed  to  stand  in  competition 
with  it.    He  pointed  out  the  great  want 
of  academical  institutions  in  Ireland,  and 
then    addressed  himself   in    a    practical 
spirit  to  how  that  want   could  best  be 
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sapplied.    He  said  that  if  they  were  to 
have  academioal   institutioiiB  in  Ireland 
he  saw  no  other  mode  of  securing  that 
adrantage  but  by  the   eBtablishment  of 
some  such  Bystem  as  that,  and  he  justi- 
fied it  by  the  peculiar  and  unfortunate 
religious  difierences  there  existing.  Again, 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  Baid,  that  upon  the  whole, 
he  thought  that,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumetances  of  Ireland,  they  stood  a  better 
chance  of  suooess  by  adopting  a  system 
under  which  the  religious  education  would 
be  placed  on  the  footing  that  he  proposed 
than   by    attempting  to   found    separate 
theological  establishments  or  by  appointing 
separate  theological  professors    for  each 
College ;  and  he  went  on  to  show  that  the 
view  of  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Inglis,  who 
denounced  what  he  deemed  the  want  of 
positive  religious  teaching  in  these  Col- 
lies, and  who  desired  that  there  should 
be  a  full  infusion  of  the  religious  ele- 
ment   in    its    instruction,    really    came, 
when  properly  examined,  to  nothing  less 
than  the  forcing  upon  a  Eoman  Catholic 
community  of  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
of  England !    It  would,  indeed,  be  much 
against  the  will  and  desire  of  the  present 
Goyemment  if  it  were  to  be  supposed  that, 
in  acceding  to  the  general  wish  expressed 
by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee,  they  were  expressing  any  change 
of   their    intentions    in    reganl    to    the 
Queen's   Colleges.      To    those    Colleges, 
before  they  were  called  into  actual  exis- 
tence, an  epithet  was  applied  in  that  House 
the  seYcrity  of  which  had    never  been 
mitigated,  and  no  doubt  the  religious  ele- 
ment was  not  included  in  their  teaching 
directly  and  authoritatively.  *  Bnt  1  am 
sure  that  no  one  who  recollects  the  nature 
of  the  discussion  which  took  place  in  1845 
-—I  go  further,  and  say  that  no  one  who 
knows  the  character  of   the    illustrious 
statesman  by  whom  the  plan  of  those 
colleges  waB  propounded^would  for  one 
moment  dream   that   there  efer  was  an 
intention  to  place  them  in  opposition  to 
the  inculcation  of  religion  in  its  most 
distinct  and  definite  form.     I  believe  that 
in  the  case  of  Belfast  the  facilities  which 
he  offered  have  been  fully  made  use  of,  and 
that,  practically,  religious  education  has 
been  given  there  in  connection  with  these 
Colleges.     I  can  speak  not  only  on  my 
own  behalf,  but  I  am  sure  also  on  behalf 
of  my  Colleagues,  when  I  say  that  most 
happy  shall  we  be  to  see  a  similar  disposi- 
tion to  turn   those  facilities  to  account 
shown  by  the  authorities  of  the  Boman 


Catholic  Church,  and  likewise  to  find  the 
Queen's  Colleges  not  only  flourishing  as 
they  do  now,  but  striking  their  roots  more 
widely  and  deeply  in  the  affections  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  people  of  Ireland.     But 
we  have  this  fact  before  us — ^that,  with 
these  Colleges  existing,  there  is  a  great  gap 
to  be  filled  up.    There  is  a  large  portion  of 
the  Boman    Catholic  community  which 
does  not  accept  academical  education  on 
the  terms  upon   which  it  is  at  present 
offered ;  and  I  believe  we  are  acting  in  the 
spirit  of  the  policy  of  1845  by  adopting 
the  practical  means  we  propose  for  sup- 
plying the  existing  lack.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy), 
who  presented  an  exception  to  the  general 
tone  of  the  speeches  made  by  the  Irish 
Members  to-night,  announced  on  his  own 
authority  that  under  no  circumstances  can 
there  be  the  adoption  of  anyx)ffer  less  than 
that  of  the  foundation  of  an  exclusively 
Boman  Catholic  University — exclusive,  I 
mean,  not  in  the  sense  of  shutting  its  doore 
against  all  pupils  save  those  of  that  per- 
suasion, but  in  respect  to  Government  and 
direction.     But  that  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  contradicted  by  other  Irish  Members, 
and  particularly  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  0*Beilly),  who 
is,  perhaps,  not  less   accustomed  or  less 
authorized  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
munion to  which  he  belongs.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Monsell)  and  other  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland,  have  also  accepted  in  the  most 
kindly  spirit  the  prefers  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  given  to  Government  every 
encouragement  to  proceed  with  the  plan 
they  have  announced,  by  holding  out  the 
expectation,  not  only  that  it  will  be  favour- 
ably received,   but  likewise   that  it  will 
have  great  effect  in  meeting  the  existing 
want.     One  or   two  important  points  of 
detail  have  been  alluded  to  in  the  debate. 
The    hon.    Member    for    Longford   (Mr. 
O'Beilly)  said  he  thought  it  would  be  most 
desirable  that  the  different  colleges  which 
might  be  affiliated  to  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity under  an  enlarged  charter  should 
be  represented  in  the  Senate  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  that  not  according  to  the  ac- 
cidents of   individual  character,   but  by 
some  fixed  rules  which  should  secure  the 
permanence  of  that  repreeentation.    No 
doubt  it  wiU  be  desirable  that  when  the 
Queen's  University  undertakes  the  enlarged 
filnctions  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
sketched  out  it  Bhould  be  under  the  go« 
vemment  of  a  body  proportioned  to  the 
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extent  of  those  fdnctions ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  would  be  premature  now  to 
enter  into  a  detailed  consideration  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Senate  of  the  Uni- 
Tersity  might  be  best  made  to  harmonize 
with  the  work  it  has  to  perform.  But  I 
might  venture  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's 
GoTcmment  are,  as  it  is  obvious  they 
must  be,  open  to  the  force  of  the  genend 
observation  that  has  been  made,  and  it  is 
quite  plain,  in  order  to  fulfil  the  usefulness 
it  is  intended  to  perform,  that  it  must  be 
BO  constituted  and  composed  in  its  govern- 
ing body  as  to  possess  the  confidence  of 
those  who  were  to  partake  of  it.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  has  also 
referred  to  a  similar  matter  to  that  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Longford,  which  is  also  one  of  great 
importance.  I  understood  them  to  say 
that  there  must  be  a  very  careful  selection 
of  the  colleges  or  bodies  that  are  to  be 
affiliated  to  the  University,  and  of  their 
power  of  sending  up  pupils  for  degrees ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  had  made  an  allu- 
sion to  the  change  that  was  recently  made 
in  the  composition  of  the  University  of 
London.  As  it  was  originally  founded  it 
received  no  pupils  except  from  a  limited 
number  of  colleges,  and  the  qualification 
of  the  colleges  was  much  regarded  as  a 
condition  previous  to  their  being  entitled 
to  send  up  young  men  to  the  examinations. 
Now,  I  believe,  the  constitution  of  the 
University  of  London  has  been  very  much 
enlarged  in  that  respect,  and  very  little, 
if  any,  distinction  is  now  drawn  between 
one  school  and  another.  I  understand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lim- 
erick and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
to  say  that  in  Ireland  such  a  system 
would  be  rather  injurious  than  beneficial. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  explained,  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  there  should  be 
any  restriction  as  to  the  persons  who 
might  present  themselves  for  examination, 
but  only  that  different  institutions  should 
be  represented  upon  the  Senate. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Well,  certainly  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. That,  of  course,  is  a  matter  which 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
consider  very  carefully,  because  it  must  not 
be  assumed  that  precisely  the  same  regula- 
tions which  are  at  any  given  time  desirable 
in  England  must  necessarily,  at  the  same 
moment,  be  expedient  in  Ireland.  I  do 
not  think  that  we  shall  see  any  fulfil- 
ls Chancellor  of  the  Mccheqtier 


ment  of  the  prophecy  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate),  that  great  alarm  will 
be  produced  in  this  country  by  the  pro- 
posal of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  which  is,  in 
point  of  fact,  only  to  place  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  in  the  same  positioa 
with  regard  to  academical  degrees  as  that 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England 
here  occupied  for  many  years,  without  any 
alarm  or  dissatisfaction,  or  any  prejadioe 
or  injury,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  to  any 
Member  of  this  community.     With  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  King's  County  (Mr. 
Hennessy),  I  think  that  the  speech  of  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  must  have  shown  that 
the  Government  were  not  disposed  to  re- 
ject rudely  and  without  consideration  the 
direct  proposal  to  found  a  Roman  Catholic 
University.      There  are  three  classes  of 
reasons  which  have  mainly  led  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  accede  to  that  suggestion. 
One  of  them  has  been  fairly  and  candidly 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford, 
who  admitted  that,  whatever  might  be  his 
own  preferences,  the  course  of  legislation 
and  of  events  is  adverse  to  the  foundation 
of  exclusive  Universities,  and  like  a  wise 
man  he  is  not  willing  to  place  himself 
needlessly  in  opposition  to  the  course  of 
legislation  which  now  prevails;  and  the 
second  is,  that  it  would  obviously  be  im- 
possible to  raise  the  question  of  granting 
a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
with  the  power  of  granting  degrees,  with- 
out involving  ourselves  in  many  of  those 
sectarian  difficulties  which  there  could  bs 
no  advantage  in  raising  with   regard  to 
such  a  subject.    But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
dwelt  strongly,  and  I  think  most  justly, 
upon  the  reason  which  is,  of  itself,  suffi- 
cient to  determine  the  course  whidi  the 
Government  ought  to  pursue.     You  have 
in  Ireland  already  two  Universities,  and 
by  granting  a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catiiolio 
University  you  would  create  a  third.    1/ 
you  had  a  University  of  the  Established 
Church    and    another   belonging    to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  each  with  a  power  oi 
granting   degrees,    the   Presbyterians  of 
Ireland  would  urge  a  plausible  and  pro- 
bably a  just  claim  to  have  a  University  to 
themselves.     [Mr.  Whitbside:  Oh,  no!] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  is,  no 
doubt,  entitled  to  great  weight,   bat  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  he  has  receired 
credentials  fully  authorizing  him  to  state 
in  this  House  the  views  of  the  Presby- 
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terians  upon  this  sabjeot.  I  apprehend  that 
when  their  representatiyeB  come  to  speak 
ibr  themselves  they  may  give  a  different 
opinion.    At  all  events,  it  is  a  contingency 
which  the  Government  were  bonnd  to  keep 
m  Tiew,  when  they  were  asked  to  grant  a 
charter  for  an  exclusively  Boman  Catholic 
UniTersity.    Would  it,  I  ask,  be  desirable 
that  Ireland  should   have    four  XJniver- 
dties?      Is  it  desirable,  in  countries  of 
limited  population,  to  multiply  Universi- 
ties ?     I  think  it  is  not.     In  Belgium — a 
eoantry  than  which,  perhaps,  none  in  Eu- 
rope is  more  distinguished  for  sagacity  in 
administration — ^it  has  been  found  neces- 
sary to  combine  all  the  local  ITniversities 
under  a  central,  with  one  fixed  standard 
for  the  conferring  of  degrees.    In  Scotland 
there  are  four  Universities.     It  is  found 
that  their  existence  is  rather  an  evil  than 
i  good,  and  it  is  found  so  impossible  to 
niie  the  examining  standard  to  such  a 
pomt  as  to  give  to  the  Scotch  degree  the 
eredit  which  we  should  desire  to  see  it 
enjoy,  that  many  eminent  men  connected 
with  the  teaching  body  of  the  University 
of  Edinburgh,  if  no  other,  would  be  pre- 
pufd  to  ac^e  to  a  proposal  which  would 
abite  the  nomiual  rank  of  the  institutions 
with  which  they  are  immediately  connect- 
ed for  the  sake  of  establishing  one  national 
pnivsnity  for  Scotland,  and  thereby  rais- 
ing the  Sootoh  degree  to  the  highest  point 
ofeminenoe    to  which    it   can   possibly 
^in.   That  is  a  very  important  practical 
^oonderation.      The  real  value  of  these 
kxnorary  titles  depends  upon  the  efficient 
>tnogency  of  the  examination,  and  it  is 
^zeeedingly    difficult    to    maintain    that 
Agency,  or  to  persuade  the  world  that 
yoQ  do  maintain  it,  when  the  University 
niUy  means  nothing  bat  a  college,  and 
when  those  who  have  taught  the  young 
^en  afterwards  examine  them  and  certify 
^  their  efficiency.  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
^  able  to  contend  against  this  difficulty, 
^  consequence  of  the  multiplicity  of  se 
P^te  colleges,   which  are  only  locally 
^^ected,   and  all  of  which  have  their 
"fptrate  traditions  and   separate  regula- 
^^;  but  if  in  Ireland  a  charter  were 
Plated  to  a  Boman  Catholic  University, 
which  would  be  only  a  college,  and,  per- 
^le,  a  charter  to  a  Presbyterian  Univer- 
?^,  which  would    be   only    a   college, 
^^i*tead  of  a  large  boon  you  would   be 
granting  only  a  very  small    one.    The 
i&eans  would  not  exist  of  elevating  the 
^^^mination    to    a   sufficient    height   to 
'^^■tain   the   reputation  of  the   degrees; 


consequently,  nobody  would  value  them, 
and  thus  the  vital  principle  of  academicil 
life,  that  stimulus  to  free  education,  would 
cease  to  operate  within  the  walls  of  those 
institutions.  It  is  a  matter  of  gratification 
to  the  Government  to  perceive  that  there 
appears  to  be  so  general  a  disposition  in 
the  House  to  recognize  the  reasonableness 
of  the  plan  which  has  been  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  certainly  am  of 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  right,  on 
account  of  any  possible  injury  which  may 
be  done  to  the  Queen's  College — and  I 
hope  that  none  will  be  done — to  continue 
that  which  really  amounts  to  the  imposi- 
tion of  civil  disabilities  for  religious 
opinions.  The  Queen's  Colleges  were 
wisely  devised  to  meet  a  purpose ;  but 
we  must  admit  that  the  colleges  were 
made  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  not 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  the  colleges. 
Our  duty  is  to  consider  how  consistently 
with  the  principles  of  wisdom  and  justice 
we  can  afford,  so  far  as  depends  upon  us, 
the  best  means  of  academic  learning  to 
our  fellow  subjects  across  the  water.  I 
believe  that  the  plan  explained  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  have  that  tendency 
in  a  sensible  and  very  powerful  degree ; 
and,  so  far  from  exciting  alarm  or  appre- 
hension, I  am  convinced  that  it  will  meet 
the  approval  both  of  this  country  and 
of  Ireland. 

Mb.  C.  MOOEE  thought  the  measure 
would  prove  satisfactory  improperly  carried 
out. 

Mb.  HKNXEY  said,  the  speech  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  contained  some  remarkable 
statements  ;  and  as  he  was  unfortunately 
old  enough  to  have  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions which  took  place  on  the  subject 
of  Irish  Colleges  twenty  years  ago,  he 
could  not  allow  the  question  to  pass  with- 
out making  a  few  observations  on  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  with  great 
force  and  truth,  the  difficulty  that  must 
be  felt  by  many  persons  in  sending  their 
children  to  places  where  there  was  no  re- 
ligious education  whatever ;  but  he  could 
not  reconcile  that  statement  with  the 
strange  praise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bestowed  upon  the  present  system  of  edu- 
cation, which  he  said  was  the  best  pos- 
sible system  for  the  people  of  Ireland, 
from  which  such  teaching  was  altogether 
excluded.  The  right  hon.  GenUeman 
might  be  able  to  reconcile  these  two  con- 
clusions, but  he  (Mr.  Henley)  was  not. 
If  there  was  one  thing  for   wliioh   the 
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hierarchy  of  another  religious  persuasion 
-was  entitled  to  credit,  it  was  for  the 
strenuous  manner  in  which  from  the  be- 
ginning they  had  stepped  forward  and 
denounced  the  system  of  mixed  or  god- 
less education  —  holding  out  as  it  did 
temptations  for  acquiring  a  good  academi- 
cal education — as  fatal  to  faith  and  to 
morals.  He  had  no  intention  of  giving  an 
opinion  upon  the  scheme  proposed,  or 
rather  sketched  out,  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  he  would  rather  wait  and 
see  whether  it  fulfilled  the  reasonable  ex- 
pectations it  had  raised,  before  he  bound 
himself  to  support  it ;  but,  all  events,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  appeared  to  think  it 
would  supply  a  large  portion  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  with  the  means  of  obtaining 
academical  degrees,  which  at  present  were 
out  of  their  reach,  except  upon  terms  to 
which  they  could  not  conscientiously  agree. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  proposed  Ca- 
tholic University  would  turn  out  something 
more  than  the  University  of  London  had 
done — namely,  a  mere  examination  ma- 
chine to  ascertain  the  fitness  of  students 
who  came  up  from  different  educational 
institutions  to  receive  academical  degrees ; 
but  he  rejoiced  that,  after  the  experience 
of  twenty  years,  they  were  now  taking 
another  step  towards  carrying  out  the 
principle  that  the  people,  whether  in  Eng- 
land or  in  Ireland,  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  education  which  was  not  based  upon 
religion.  The  admission  which  had  been 
made  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  thoroughly  in  favour  of  de- 
nominational education  as  opposed  to 
mixed  education — which  meant,  in  fact, 
education  without  religion.  The  time  was 
certainly  approaching,  although  he  could 
scarcely  hope  that  he  should  live  to  see  it, 
when  the  system  of  mixed  education 
would  be  altogether  swept  away,  and  de- 
nominational education  substituted  for  it. 
It  was  every  man's  natural  wish  that  his 
children  should  be  brought  up  in  the  re- 
ligion that  he  believed  to  be  right,  and 
not  that  they  should  acquire  mere  learning, 
unsupported  by  those  religious  principles 
which  would  render  their  education  use- 
ful to  themselves  and  to  their  fellow 
creatures.  Experience  had  shown  that  the 
godless  system  was  a  failure,  except  in 
one  instance  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  and 
in  that  instance,  through  the  Catholic 
element  withdrawing  itself,  the  mixed 
College  had  become  a  Presbyterian,  and, 
therefore,  a  denominational  College.  He 
Mr,  BmUy 


hailed  the  preamt  disousnon  as  a  step  in 
the  right  direction.  Onoe  establish  a  soond 
principle  and  it  would  soon  spread.  In 
the  first  instance  it  was,  perfaape,  well  thai 
the  godless  system — as  it  was  called — had 
been  tried.  He  thanked  God  that  it  had 
failed.  He  rejoiced  in  the  coarse  the 
debate  had  taken,  for  it  was  a  great  step 
towards  advancing  denominational  ednea* 
tion. 

Mb.  BRADY  said,  he  believed  that  the 
debate  of  that  night  would  be  memorable 
in  the  House  and  the  country,  and  thit 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  would  find 
acceptance  with  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  the  people  of  Ireland  were  readj 
and  willing  to  make  a  fedr  compromise, 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  a  state  of  things 
which  was  tjie  most  unpleasant  and  un- 
satisfactory that  had  ever  existed.  He 
hailed  the  tone  and  temper  of  the  Home 
that  night  as  most  'satisfactory,  and  con- 
sidered that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshiro 
(Mr.  Henley)  would  go  far  to  promote  the 
success  of  the  measure  the  Government 
intended  to  introduce,  and  to  secure  for 
it  the  due  consideration  of  the  country.  He 
looked  upon  the  exclusive  system  of  Uni- 
versity  education  as  doomed. 

Captain  STACPOOLE  expressed  satii- 
faction  with  the  measure  promised  by  the 
Government,  and  hoped  that  the  sugges- 
tion thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  O'Eeilly)  would  be  carried 
out.  

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  thought  that 
the  Government  had  made  a  step  in  the 
right  direction.  A  great  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  he  . 
had.  heard,  not  only  with  satisfaction,  hut 
with  admiration.  He  should,  howe?er, 
be  wanting  in  candour  if  he  did  not  say 
that  he  thought  the  conclusions  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  come  were 
not  entirely  satisfactory  —  those  oonda- 
sions  were  so  vague  that  he  found  it  dif- 
ficult to  deal  with  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  placed  two  alternatives  he- 
fore  them — either  to  enlarge  the  Queen's 
University  in  Ireland,  so  as  to  enahle 
persons  wherever  educated  to  go  up  for 
degrees  to  that  University ;  or,  secondly,  . 
so  to  affiliate  what  was  now  called  the 
Catholic  University  in  Ireland  to  the 
Queen's  University,  as  to  enable  students 
of  the  Catholic  Universitj  to  go  up  to 
the  Queen's  University  for  the  purpooe  of 
obtaining  degrees.     The  former  of  these 
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ilternatiTes  appeared  to  him  eminently 
QiuatiBfactory,  as  it  placed  the  GaUiolic 
nnivenitj,  which  had  been  formed  by  the 
lieads  of  the  Catholic  body,  and  possessed 
the  oonfidence  of  the  great  body  of  the 
CattiQUcs  in  Ireland,  on  the  same  footing 
with  every  petty  school  in  that  country. 
This  wonld  not  be  fitting  treatment  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  who  formed  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  population.    He  belieycd  that 
DO  sjatem  would  give  satisfaction  to  the 
bishops,  clergy,  and  lait^  of  Ireland  but 
thai  of  a  Catholie  XJniyersity,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  grapple  with  the 
difficolty  and  see  whether  they  could  not 
make    up    their    minds    to    give    them 
BQoh    a    University.      The    observations 
of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  were  worthy  of  at- 
tentive   consideration.     What  had  been 
cslled  the  godless  system  of  education  was 
strongly  to  be  reprobated,  for  no  scheme 
of  instruction  could  be  more  detestable. 
The  system  sketched  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the    Home  Secretary  —  that  of 
affiliating  the  Catholic  University  to  the 
Queen's  University  —  was  a  better  plan 
than  that  of  allowing  schools  in  any  place, 
and  of  any  or  no  religious  creed,  to  send 
up  their  pupils  for  degrees,  because  the 
former  would  necessarily  involve  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  Catholic  College  in  the 
Qneen's  University.     He  did  not  say  that 
he  should  be  willing  to  accept  that  arrange- 
ment ;  but  it  was  the  better  of  the  two 
alternatives  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seemed  to  suggest. 

Kb^^FROY  admitted  that  both  sides 
of  the  question  had  been  ably  and  fully 
stated,  and  concurred  in  everyUiing  which 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  by  his  right 
hen.  Colleague  (Mr.  Whiteside).    He  did 
not  think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  fairly  stated  the  views  of  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  when  he  brought  forward  the 
question  of   the    Queen's  Colleges.    He 
had  referred  to  the  spech  of  that  right 
hon.   Baronet,  when  he  found  that  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  so  far  from  stating  that  re- 
ligion was  to  be  made  part  of  the  system. 
Mod  that  if  they  wished  religious  instruc- 
tion to  be  given  to  the  people  in  these 
scademical  institutions,  provided  they  got 
the  consent  of  the  guardians,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  interfere  with  such 
an  arrangement.     He  was  not  at  present 
prepared  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government;  but  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  amending 
it  before  they  were  called  on  to  vote  upon 


it.  It  was  most  gratifying  to  him  that, 
with  the  single  exception  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Brady),  there  had  been 
general  testimony  borne  to  the  part  taken 
by  the  University  of  Dublin  in  respect  to 
education  in  general.  It  had  granted 
Koman  Catholic  degrees  in  every  branch 
except  those  connected  with  the  Church, 
and  given  scholarships  very  useful  and 
profitable  to  those  who  received  them;  and 
he  sincerely  regretted  that  the  time  had 
come  when  Eoman  Catholic  Members  felt 
it  necessary  to  separate  themselves  from 
that  University. 

The  0*D0N0GHUE  explained  that,  in 
the  observations  which  he  had  made  with 
reference  to  the  Queen's  Colleges,  he  meant 
to  say  that  these  colleges  did  not  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land. There  could  be  no  mistake  about 
the  fact  that  the  Government  had  admitted 
the  truth  of  the  proposition  laid  down  in  his 
Motion,  that  there  were  objections  to  the 
present  system  of  University  education  in 
Ireland,  and  though  they  had  not  thought 
fit  to  adopt  the  plan  which  he  thought  it 
best  calculated  to  remove  these  objections, 
still  he  admitted  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  was  one  which,  when  weU 
matured  and  developed,  might  possibly  be 
worth V  of  consideration.  He  felt  that  he 
shoula  not  be  acting  with  fairness  if  he 
did  not  express  his  thanks  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  candid  manner  in  which  they 
had  acted,  and,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion.    - 

Motion,  by  leave,  idthdrotmn, 

SECRET  SERVICE  MONET. 

MOTION   YOB  BETUBirS. 

Mb.  darby  GBIFFITH,  in  moving 
for  Betums  of  the  expenditure  for  Secret 
Service,  said,  he  was  induced  to  make  the 
Motion  in  consequence  of  a  debate  which 
had  taken  place  a  few  nights  ago  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  BEis  Motion  did  not 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  seoresy  of 
appropriation ;  all  it  asked  was  for  infor- 
mation as  to  the  proportions  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  which  each  department  re- 
ceived. He  was  surprised  to  find  that  the 
Government  intended  to  object  to  a  Mo- 
tion of  such  a  mild  and  inoffensive  charac- 
ter. That  this  might  be  preliminary  to 
still  further  inquiries  he  could  not  deny ; 
but  at  present  all  he  asked  was  the  propor- 
tions spent  by  the  different  Departments. 
He  had  heard  from  a  casual  source  that  the 
great  proportion  was  spent  by  the  Foreign 
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Office.  The  hon.  (Gentleman  ooncladed  by 
moving  for  a  Return  of  the  BumB  which 
have  been  paid  out  of  the  Secret  Service 
Money  by  the  Treasury  to  each  of  the  Se- 
cretaries of  State  on  his  declaration  in 
each  year  during  the  last  ten  years,  toge- 
ther with  the  amount  of  the  balance  of 
Buch  Secret  Service  Money  remaining  in 
the  hands  of  any  of  the  Departments 
of  the  Government  at  the  end  of  each  year. 
Mr.  VANCE,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
asked  whether  there  was  any  record  exist- 
ing of  the  manner  in  which  the  money 
was  spent  in  times  gone  by — say,  seventy 
or  eighty  years  ago — and,  if  there  were, 
would  there  be  any  objection  to  its  pro- 
duction ?  The  time  had  come,  he  thought, 
when  this  Vote  ought  to  disappear  from 
the  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoom  a  Re- 
turn of  the  sums  which  have  been  paid  out  of  the 
Secret  Service  Money  bj  the  Treasury,  to  each 
of  the  Seoretaries  of  State  on  his  declaration  in 
each  jear,  during  the  last  ten  years;  together 
with  the  amount  of  the  balance  of  such  Secret 
Service  Money  remaining  in  the  hands  of  any  of 
the  Departments  of  the  Government  at  the  end  of 
each  year.»'— (ifr.  Darby  GfrijfUh.) 

Mb.  peel  said,  he  objected  to  the  Mo- 
tion partly  because  some  of  the  informa- 
tion it  asked  for  was  already  in  possession 
of  the  House,  and  partly  because  the  in- 
formation itself  could  be  of  no  interest  or 
value  whatever.  As  to  the  amount  of  the 
balance  of  the  Vote  remaining  unexpended, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that  in  the 
Finance  Accounts,  which  stated  the  amount 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  which  re- 
mained unissued  in  the  Exchequer  year  by 
year.  If  the  other  information  aaked  for 
by  the  return  were  given,  it  would  afford 
no  insight  into  the  application  of  the 
money,  which  he  presumed  was  the  only 
point  which  the  hon.  Qentleman  would 
consider  of  interest  or  importance.  Only 
one  of  two  courses  could  be  consistently 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  Vote — either 
its  distribution  must  remain  secret  or  it 
must  be  done  away  with  altogether.  With 
regard  to  its  application,  there  was  the 
security  of  the  declaration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  it  was  applied  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  law  intended  it  should  be.  He 
did  not  know  how  any  improvement  could 
be  made  in  the  checks  now  provided  for 
the  proper  application  of  the  money.  The 
law  which  regulated  the  subject  was  passed 
in  1782.  Its  provisions  were  draughted 
by  Burke  himself  in  his  Bill  for  the  better 
regulation  of  the  Civil  List  ezpendituroi 

Mr.  Darlf  CMf**^ 


and  in  his  speech  on  eoonomioal  reform 
he  had  explained  the  principles  by  whidi 
he  had  been  guided.  If  the  HooBe  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  personal  declara- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the 
application  of  the  money  it  ought  to  refuse 
the  Vote  when  it  was  proposed  in  Commit- 
tee of  Supply ;  but  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion,  which  would  effect  no  manner  of 
result  either  way,  he  must  decidedly  object 

Me.  darby  GEIFFITH  asked,  who 
had  the  disposal  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
money  ?  [Mr.  F.  Pkbl  :  The  Foreign  Mi- 
nister.] The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oct* 
tleman  was  a  piece  of  lOnisteria!  sophis^ 
try.  It  was  absurd  to  compare  the  present 
times  with  the  stirring  and  contentioos 
period  of  1782.  He  would  most  certainly 
divide  the  House. 

Question  put: — ^The  House  divided:— 
Ayes  18;  Noes  45 :  Majority  27. 

SALMON   FISHERY  ACT  (1861)  AMEND. 
MENT  BILL— [BiiL  220.] 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eantidered. 

Clause  81  (Order  for  Entry  of  Water 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

Me.    CAVENDISH   BENTINCK  ob- 
jected to  the  wording  of  the  clause  as  of 
too  stringent  a  character,  and  moved  that 
twenty-four  hours*  imprisonment  be  sub- 
stituted for  seven  days. 

Mb.   LONGFIELD  hoped  the  Houi© 
would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  as  bo 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  there  ahoulA 
be  a  uniformity  of  legislation  for  Snglanl 
and  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BAEING  offered  to  insert 
"  three  days."  

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  ac- 
cepted that  Amendment,  and  withdreir 
his  Motion. 

Clause  amended  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added ;  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  B^  To-morrow, 

TURNPIKE  TOLLS  ABOLITION  BILL. 

[bill  128.]    sbcond  BBAnnre. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  WH  alley,  in  rising  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said  he  was 
aware  that  the  repeated  postponementB 
which  had  taken  place  had  greatly  inter- 
fered with  its  prospects  of  becoming  law 
this  Session.  The  Bill  had  been  prepared 
with  great  care,  and  he  believed  wonld 
meet  a  great  and  acknowledged  eyU  at 
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pwMcnt  ezisting.     He  wished  to  know  his  own  better  judgment.    This  claase  he 

what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Oovem-  now  proposed  to  repeal. 

ment  in  respect  of  this  subject.  ^^^^^^  ^^^^   ^^  q^^3^^^  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time." — {Mr,  Whalley.) 

^'*'7^i^!r:J^^^!!^d  .  .  ^  ^-  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that 
'  Sib  GEORGE  GREY  gave  the  hon.  Gen-  though  the  clause  to  which  the  Bill  of  the 
fleman  credit  for  the  pains  he  bad  taken  in  ^on.  Member  referred  was  inserted  in  the 
this  matter,  but,  as  it  was  impossible  at  this  original  measure  against  his  wish,  certain 
neriod  of  the  Session  to  pass  the  Bill,  the  opposition  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill  was 
hon.  GenUeman  would  do  well  to  with-  withdrawn  in  consequence  its  insertion. 
dnw  it  now,  and  he  hoped  he  would  have  This  fact,  coupled  with  the  circumstance 
tt  opportunity  of  introducing  it  again  m  that  there  had  been  but  Uttle  time  to  test 
the  ensuing  Session.  the  utility  of  the  measure,  compelled  him 
Motbn,  by  leave,  withdrawn,  to  decline  to  give  his  support  to  the  Mo- 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  dis-  tion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

*^^,  *  . ,  ,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  wtthdrttwn. 

Order  for  Second   Reading  read,  and 

UlLWAT  CONSTRUCTION  FACILITIES  *^^^^- 

ACT  (1864)  AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  87.]  ^^^^  withdrawn. 

SECOND   READING. 

f\^      f     a         AT>     A'         ^^A  PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read.  ^^^^^^  AMENDMENT  BILL-[B«.l  219.] 

Me.   WHALLEY    rose    to  move  the  committee. 

«  "^  ?^'^  f  ^^^  ^f'  7"*'!'  ^*  ti  Order  for  Committee  read. 
was  intended  to  get  nd  of  a  claase  that 

bad  been  surreptitiously  introduced  into  a  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Bill  which  passed  last  year.    That  Bill  "  That  Mr.   Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

was  the  meagre  result  of  the  labours  of  a  Chair." 

Gominittee  which  sat  nearly  half  of  last  Mb.  SCULLY  thought  that  the  mea- 

Mtibn.      One  conclusion  at  which   the  sure  had  been  pressed  on  with  undue,  if 

Committee  arrived  was  that  new  projects  not  indecent,  haste,  and  hoped  that  some 

for  railways  should  not  be  resisted  on  the  assurance  would,  at  all  events,  be  given 

SroQnd  of  competition.     That  Eesolution  that  it  would  not  in  future  years  be  treated 

wsa  rescinded  i^r  a  great  part  of  the  Ee-  in  so  hurried  a  manner. 

m  had  been  agreed  to.     The  right  hon.  3^^,^^^^^  ^^^  ^^ 

Uentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  brought  _..,,         :,      ,.    r.        -ll 

m  a  BiU  during  the  last  Session  of  Par-  -^ill  eonndwed  in  Committee. 

^ment  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  (In  the  Committee.) 

public  of  the  enormous  difficulties  and  cjauae  1  (Printed  Copies  of  every  Pro- 

impediments  which  attended  the  Dfosecu-  olamation,  &c.,  to  be  issued  under  last- 

tton  of  this  branch  of  commercial  enter-  mentioned  A.ct). 

^  and  that  me^re  provided  that  if  ^^  g^j^^Y  was  of  opinion  that  the 

aS'threSfryto^^^^^  onginalActwassufficien^^^ 

Mn^n   *"'"'.•""•'"?  "f"/  •"*"  ."  •""•  "X  its  proTimonB  without   the  Amendments 

compelled  to  incur  the  inoonvenienoe  and  *^     .  ■    ..  „  „„„„„♦  i»;ii 


a^     .r  J"      M     '"Y"" •""•""""  ""t  proposed  in  the  present  BiU. 

ttpense  attending  the  ordinary  passage  of  ?  g     ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that »  few 

gdway  BiUs  through  both  Houses  of  Par-  ^  j    j  ^^^^^^^^^  „„i    had  been  made 

W  Though  this  ijroposal  was  a  very  .    ^      ^j       ^  ^^^^  J^^^ 

looaerate  one,  the  associated  railway  com-  ^ 


PMJies  insisted,  in  ease  of  their  feeling  Clause  agreed  to, 

^mselves  aggrieved  by  the  construction  Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

isrsrs.~2'^^iirn;'in^s ,  ^rr^K^^'^^ri^^T 

<f»iBary  way  and  that  the  Board  of  Trade  ^^)  ^°*'  ^856,  as  amended  by  this  Act, 

«ould  be  divested  of  its  powers,  and  the  «K»>itin«ed). 

T'^t  hon.  Gentleman  was  compelled  to  Mb.  ESMOin)E  moved,  as  an  Amend- 

'"'^rt  a  danae  to  this  etflbet^  contrary  to  ment,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
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"sizty-fix"  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  in 
order  to  limit  the  duration  of  the  Act  to 
July,  1866. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Hne  33,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  and  until  the  end  of 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament." — 
(Mr.  Ennonde,) 

Mb.  SCULLY  thought,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  sobstitute  May  for  July,  the  former 
being  the  period  when  the  Mutiny  Act 
expired.  The  discussion  upon  the  Bill 
must  then  come  on  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session. 

Sir  EOBEKT  PEEL  said,  that  the  Bill 
was  only  for  two  years.  He  denied  that 
it  had  been  passed  through  in  any  unusual 
manner. 

Sir  QEOBGE  OBEY  said,  that  this 
Bill  by  no  means  stood  upon  the  same 
footing  as  the  Mutiny  Bill.  That  was  vir- 
tually a  permanent  Act,  which,  he  trusted, 
the  present  measure  was  not. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  32; 
Noes  17  :  Majority  15. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment,  to 
be  read  3®  To-morrow. 


COLONIAL  DOCKS  LOANS  BILL. 
[bill  226.]     SEOOim  BEiniNe. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time." — (Lord  Clarence  Paget) 

Mr.  HENLEY  asked  for  some  explana- 
tion of  its  object. 

Lord  CLAEENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  ;  and  it  was  proposed 
that  a  maximum  sum  of  £300,000  should 
be  appropriated  in  the  manner  indicated 
in  the  Bill.  The  prinoi^e  had  been  tried 
with  success  in  Hong  Along,  and  it  was 
now  intended  to  extend  it  to  other  colo- 
nies. It  was  hoped  that  by  means  of  the 
Bill  our  ships  would  be  provided  with 
docks  in  our  colonies. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  there  seemed  to  be 
no  security  provided  in  the  Bill  that  the 
docks  should  be  made.  He  hoped  that 
matter  would  be  attended  to  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  eommitted  for  2%ur9day. 
Mr.  JEemonde 


We^ekouemg. 
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Order  for  Committee  read. 

Account  No.  46  of  the  Finance  Acoounts 
[presented  Sth  June]  re/erred. 

Wats  Aim  Means  comidered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Beidved,  That  towards  making  good  the  Sop- 
ply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  be  issued  and 
applied  to  the  senrice  of  the  year  ending  the  $lit 
day  of  March  1866,  the  sum  of  £1,318,^26  16*.  9dL^ 
being  the  Sarplns  of  Ways  and  Means  granted  fi% 
the  serrioe  of  preceding  years. 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  gnnt«d 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  sam  of  £2S,8i2fi5S  8i.  ^, 
be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  tba 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  IreUnd. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Ib-morrew. 

EXCISE  ACTS. 

Constdered^in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That,  upon  the  delivery  for  home  Mo- 
sumption  of  any  British  compounded  spirits  wbieh 
may  be  warehoused  in  any  Customs  or  ExeiM 
warehouse  upon  Drawback,  there  shall  be  piid  Ar 
and  in  respect  of  and  in  addition  to  enrj  one 
hundred  pounds  of  the  Excise  Duty  payable  then- 
on  the  same  rates  as  are  directed  by  the  15th 
section  of  the  Act  paMod  in  the  28rd  year  of  tte 
reign  of  Her  Miuesty,  chapter  22  (as  ooutrned 
and  explained  by  the  5th  section  of  the  Act  ptaed 
in  the  2drd  and  24th  years  of  the  same  isigBf 
chapter  36),  to  be  paid  for  every  one  hoodnd 
pounds  of  Customs  Duty  payable  on  goodi  (not 
being  Tobacco  or  Sugar),  delivered  ibr  hone 
consumption  fh>m  any  Customs  warehonie. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  TiHnorrow, 


BANK  KOTBS  ISSUE  (sCOrLAKl)). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  direelsd  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  briof  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  \ma»  of 
Bank  Notes  in  Scotland. 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Buox* 
Bmur  and  Mr.  SxiBLnie. 


COlCPOUin)  SPIRITS  WARBHOUSDie. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved.  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Honse,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  r^ 
a  Bill  to  permit  the  Warehouaing  of  CoapovBd 
Spirits. 

Resolution  reported, 

^i\\  ordered  Xjo  be  brought  in  by  Mr.Ciuiroiu^* 
of  the  ExoHiqusB  and  Mr.  Pbsl. 
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INNS  OF  COURT  (r^^cmmiUed)  BILL. 
[bol  192.] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
bers not  being  present, 

House  A^jo^n^^  ^^  ^^  *^' 
Twelre  o'olook. 


HOTJSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  21,  1865. 

MINUTES.}— Sblbot  Coioiimi  —  Bsport^ 
Referees  on  Pri?ate  BiU  Committee  (No.  393). 

Wats  ahd  Miaks  —  Resolutions  [June  20]  rv- 
foried. 

PuBUO  Biijj — ReaoiuHans  reported  —  Exoise 
Aets;  County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiotion 
[Judges'  Salaries]. 

Ordfrtfd— Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)*; 
Indemnitj  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance. 

Firtt  Reading —  Bank  Notes  Issue  (Scotland)* 
[S39];  Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)*; 
Compound  Spirits  Warehousing  *  [233] ;  In- 
demnity [334] ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  * 
[235]. 

Second  Reading  —  Educational  and  Charitable 
Institutions  [97]  and  eommiUed  for  this  day 
three  months. 

Coneidered  a»  omendedr^VltieT  Canal  Transfer  * 
[211];  War  Department  Tramway  (DeTon)* 
[LordMj  [204]. 

Itird  /&a^tfi47— Parsonages •  [Lordt^  [205]; 
National  Gallery  a)abUn)*  [203];  Harwich 
Harbour*  [214]  ;  Carriers  Act  Amendment* 
[224J;  Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment [220]:  Falmouth  Borough*  [200]; 
Peace  PreserTation  (Ireland)  Act  (1856) 
Amendment*  [219.] 

Wiihdrawn  ^  Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  *  [93] ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)*  [171];  Municipal 
Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  [54]  ; 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes  [90];  Bank 
Notes  (Ireland)  [124] ;  Railways  Clauses [170]. 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (IRELAND) 

ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL^[Biu.  54.] 

SIOOND  RBADIMO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  BLAKE  rose  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  He  said  it  was  very 
simple  in  its  character,  and  its  proTisions 
would,  he  thought,  recommend  themselves 
so  much  hy  their  justice  that  it  would  he 
unnecessary  for  him  to  trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  House  at  any  length.     The 


hon.  Memher  read  several  of  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  and  drew  attention  more  particu- 
larly to  the  7th  and  12th  clauses.  The 
latter  was  to  place  the  appointment  of 
sheriffs  in  horoughs  in  the  hands  of  the 
corporations,  and  the  reason  for  the  change 
was  that  under  the  present  system  secta- 
rian and  personal  influences  were  unduly 
exercised.  In  the  city  of  Waterford  only 
two  citizen  Roman  Catholics  had  held  the 
office  since  the  time  of  James  I.  It  was 
true  that  some  country  gentlemen,  Roman 
Catholics,  had  held  the  office,  hut  it  was 
generally  held  by  Protestants,  though  un- 
ohjeotionable  persons ;  but  the  population 
numbered  eight  Roman  Catholics  to  one. 
The  Bill  he  did  not  expect  would  pass  this 
year,  but  he  hoped  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland  would,  during  the  recess,  do 
something  to  remedy  the  present  defects 
of  the  former  Municipal  Corporation  Acts, 
which  the  present  Bill  was  intended  to 
supply. 

Motion    made,  and   Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now   read  a  second 


»» 


time. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  had 
been  in  communication  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  in  its  present  shape 
it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  the  hon.  Member  that 
assistance  in  passing  the  meas>ire  he  re- 
quired. He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  any  intention  of  pressing  the  Bill 
at  present,  but  merely  wished  to  ventilato 
the  question.  With  regard  to  Clause  7,  a 
Bill  had  been  proposed,  and  which  had 
pasted  that  House,  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  Mon- 
sell)  secured,  to  a  great  extent,  the  object 
of  that  clause;  and  with  reference  to 
Clause  12,  which  proposed  to  take  tho  ap- 
pointment of  high  sheriff  of  corporate  bo- 
roughs and  counties  from  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  transfer  it  to  the  corporate 
bodies,  he  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  wish  to  have  such  a  change 
made,  considering  how  much  the  corpora- 
tions, both  in  England  and  Ireland,  were 
influenced  by  the  very  feelings  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to ;  and  which 
rendered  it  peculiarly  desirable  that  these 
appointments  should  be  made  by  somo 
authority  without  the  corporations.  He 
had  taken  some  pains  to  ascertain  whether 
there  was  really  any  grievance  in  Water- 
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ford  as  to  the  appointment  of  sheriffs,  and 
he  held  in  his  hand  a  Return  of  the  going 
Judges  of  assize  in  the  district  in  which 
Waterford  was  situated.  Each  of  these 
Judges  of  assize  was  Roman  Catholic,  and 
it  was  well  known  that  upon  the  recom- 
mendfttion  of  the  Jodges  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant made  the  appointment  to  the  office 
of  sheriff.  In  1861  a  Protestant  was  re- 
turned to  the  J  udge,  and  stood  first  on  the 
list,  and  he  was  appointed.  In  1862  a 
Roman  Catholic  was  placed  first  on  the 
list,  but  he  declined  ;  and  a  Protestant, 
who  stood  second,  was  appointed.  The 
same  thing  occurred  in  1860  and  in  1863. 
He  would  ask  was  there  any  sectarian 
spirit  eyident  in  this?  In  1864  and  1865 
the  shrievalty  was  offered  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics and  declined.  He  would  therefore  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  there  was  any 
real  hardship  under  such  circumstances,  or 
whether  there  was  any  real  grieyance  to 
complain  of.  If  Clauses  7  and  12  were 
removed  from  the  Bill,  it  would  be  more 
likely  to  ohtain  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  rest  satisfied  that  if  he  could 
lay  before  the  Government  any  case  in- 
volving a  real  grievance,  they  would  be 
happy  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  provide 
for  it  a  remedy,  and  he  trusted  that,  satis- 
fied with  that  assurance,  he  would  assent 
to  the  withdrawal  of  a  Bill  so  crudely 
framed  that  it  was  not  desirable  it  should 
pass  into  a  law. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  had  come  down 
to  the  House  with  the  intention  of  opposing 
the  Bill,  and  was  glad  there  was  a  pros- 
pect that  he  would  be  spared  the  trouble 
of  entering  into  any  lengthened  argument 
with  that  object.  The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  affect,  not  only  Waterford,  but 
other  cities  in  Ireland,  and,  among  them, 
Dublin,  whose  interests  would  be  preju- 
diced by  the  proposed  transference  of  the 
power  of  appointing  so  responsible  an  offi- 
cer as  a  sheriff  from  the  Govemment  to 
the  corporation.  Hitherto,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  most  eminent  citizens  of  Dublin 
had  been  chosen  to  fill  that  office  without 
any  distinction  of  creed  or  party. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witkdravm. 
Bill  wiihdravin, 

MEEU3HANT  SHIPPING  DISPUTES  BILL. 
[bill  90.]      SEOOKD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Mr.  DENMAN,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  the  measure 

Sir  Bohert  Peel 


had  been  drawn  up  under  the  auapices  of 
the  Newcastle  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
had  been  approved  at  a  large  meeting  of 
delegates  from  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  throughout  the  country.   That 
the  subject  with  which  it  dealt  was  one  of 
considerable  interest  and  importance,  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  a  great  many  peti- 
tions in   its  favour  had   been    presented 
from  all  our  principal  seaports,  with  the 
exception  of  London  and  Liverpool,  which 
were  not  so  active  in  the  matter  for  the 
good  reason  that  the  former  possessed  a 
Court   of  Admiralty    which    transacted  a 
good  deal  of  business  in  the  way  of  the 
settlement  of  shipping  disputes,  while  the 
latter  also  had  a  court  presided  over  by  a 
most  able  Judge  skilled  in  mercantile  law, 
by  whom  those  disputes  were  decided.  He 
had,  he  might  add,  received  a  number  of 
letters  on  the  subject,  one  or  two  eztracti 
from  which  would  fully  explain  the  natare 
of  the  grievance  of  which  the  mercantile 
shipping  interest  complained,  and  for  which, 
by  the  Bill,  it  was  sought  to  provide  a  re- 
medy.    In  a  statement  which   had  been 
forwarded  to  him  by  a  considerable  ship- 
ping firm  in  Newcastle,  they  described  the 
decisions  of  the    present  courts  for  the 
settlement  of  shipping  disputes  as  being 
so  unsatisfactory,  and  the  cost  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before   them    so  enormous,  that 
many  persons  preferred  submitting  to  any 
amount  of  injustice  rather  than  bring  or 
defend  such  actions  as  the  law  now  stood; 
referring,  in  illustration  of  their  statement, 
to  an  instance  which  had  come  under  their 
own  observation  in  which  the  Question  of 
the  damage   done  to  a  particular  vessel 
might  originally  have  been  settled  for  £6, 
had  ended,  after  considerable  litigation,  in 
the  ship  having  been  sold  for  £600  and 
£700,  which  amount  had,  no  doubt,  beeia 
completely  absorbed  in   costs.     He  had. 
also  a  communication  from  a  firm  of  emi* 
nent  ship  and  insurance  brokers  in  London, 
in  which  they  said  that  a  constantly  in- 
creasing number  of  shipping  disputes  was 
being  settled  by   unprofessional   persons, 
owing  to  the  difficulties  and  expense  con- 
nected with  the  present   system,      lianj 
persons,    they    went    on    to    atate,    who 
Buffered  injury  quietly  bore  their  loss  rather 
than  make  any  attempt  to  obtain  redress. 
The  existence  of  such  a   state  of  things 
was  naturally  looked  upon  by  the  shipping 
interest  as   a  grievance,  while   they  slso 
complained  that  the  Judges  by  whom  the 
mercantile  law  of  the  country  was  admin- 
istered were  apt  very  often  to  pronounce  a 
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deeiBiOD  upon  written  doeuments,  acting 
upon  their  own  Tiew  of  the  proTiBions  which 
thoM  doenmentB   contained,  without  any 
apedal  knowledge  of  mercantile  terms  or 
Biages.  The  suhject,  no  doubt,  was  difficult 
to  deal  with;  but  he  could  not  accept  any 
discredit  for  haying  brought  forward  this 
measure  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session; 
for  be  had  put  down  the  second  reading  on 
the  notice  paper  seyeral  times,  and  had  been 
twice  counted  out.     It  was  not,  therefore. 
Ilia  fault  that  the  measure  had  not  been 
vreased  on  the  notice  of  the  House  earlier. 
Having  stated  the  grieyances  which  were 
felt  in   regard  to  this  subject,  he  would 
briefly  inform  the  House  what  the  remedies 
for  those  grievances  were  which  the  Bill 
provided.     It  was,  in  the  first  place,  pro- 
posed that  the  measure  should  be  applied 
to  certain   districts  into   which   for  that 
purpose  the  country   would  be   portioned 
out,  and  which  should  include  our  great 
ibippiog  ports,  and  each  of  which  should 
eontiin  one  or  more  County  Court  district. 
The  Bill  further  provided  that  courts  should 
be  eoostituted  in  those  districts,  and  that 
they  should  consist  of  one  President  and 
Aneisors;  the  President  to  be  appointed 
hjthe  Lord  Chancellor,  and  to  be  selected 
nom  persons  holding  the  office  of  County 
Coart  Judge*  Commissioner  or  Registrar  of 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  or  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrate.   The  Assessors  might  be  persons 
iobiMmess  as  merchants,  manufacturers,  or 
sbipowners,  who  would  be  chosen  in  rotation 
for  the  duty  by  the  town  council  of  the 
boroDgh  within  which  the  sittings  of  the 
Court  are  appointed  to  be  held.     These 
^Messors  it  was  not  proposed  by  the  Bill 
^  remunerate,  but  then   they  would   be 
^nowed  certain  privileges — such  as  ezemp- 
ttoufrom  serving  on  juries — but  he  thought 
l^oe  office  would  be  considered  so  highly 
<K>noarable  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
J^  finding  gentlemen  to  act  gratuitously. 
The  advantage  of  the  selection  of  such  a 
®'^i  of  persons  as  Assessors  would  be  that 
yie  Judge  would  have  persons  experienced 
!^  business  in  the   district  in  which   the 
^Upote  might  happen  to  arise  to  assist 
'^im  in  construing  the  written  documents 
V^  which  he  had  already  referred.     There 
^ould  be  an  appeal  from  the  Courts  con- 
stituted under  the  Bill  in  those  cases  in 
^hioh  the  sum  involved  was  above  a  certain 
%mount;  and  the  result  of  the  operation 
%>f  the  measure,  he  believed,  would   be 
ebeap  and  speedy  decisions.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  been  unable  to  bring  the  Bill 
en  for  second  reading  at  an  earlier  period 


of  the  Session.  If  he  could  have  done  so 
he  should  have  moved  that  it  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  As  it 
was,  he  hoped  he  should  hear  from  the 
Government  that  they  were  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  subject,  and  should  for  the 
present  content  himself  with  moving  the 
second  reading  pro  formd. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Denman,) 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  he  could  coro- 
borate  the  statement  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  that  the  Bill  had  originated 
with  the  Newcastle  Chamber  of  Commerce^ 
where  the  evils  it  sought  to  remedy  were 
much  felt,  and  had  received  the  approval 
of  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  give  his 
serious  attention  to  the  subject,  with  a 
view  of  remedying  the  evils  complained 
of. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  admitted  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  was  deserving 
of  the  fullest  consideration  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — he  was  also  prepared  to  grant 
that  it  was  important  technical  knowledge 
should  be  at  the  command  of  a  Judge  who 
had  to  come  to  a  decision  on  cases  in  which 
such  knowledge  was  requisite ;  but,  then, 
he  was  not  of  opinion  that  the  Judge  ought 
necessarily  to  be  a  man  who  had  followed 
the  calling  out  of  which  such  cases  arose. 
The  Assessors  who  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  were,  he  found,  to  have 
votes;  so  that  they  would,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  be  Judges  in  a  cause  in 
which,  independent  of  other  considerations, 
they  might,  as  manufacturers  and  traders 
chosen  by  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough 
nearest  to  the  place  at  which  the  Court  sat, 
have  a  personal  interest.  This,  he  thought, 
involved  a  principle  which  could  not  be  ad- 
mitted. He  had  no  doubt  that  there  was 
under  the  present  system  great  delay  as  well 
as  expense  in  dealing  with  the  cases  which 
arose,  and  it  was  a  question  deserving  of 
consideration  whether  a  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Admiralty  should  not  go  circuit,  and  be 
assisted  by  Assessors,  rather  than  that 
novel  local  courts  should  be  established. 
It  would,  for  instance,  hardly  be  desirable 
to  refer  for  decision  to  a  court  in  which 
shipowners  might  have  a  preponderating 
influence  the  question  of  wages;  which 
could,  he  thought,  be  more  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  by  the  magistrates  on  the  spot. 
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Nor  was  he,  he  might  add,  auiie  sare  that 
the  parties  to  an  aetion  would  be  relieved 
to  any  great  extent  from  expense  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  almost  invariably  happen  that  when- 
ever a  collision  between  vessels  occurred 
those  interested  in  the  subsequent  proceed- 
ings would  be  found  to  be  residing  at  a 
distance  from  the  scene  of  the  occurrence. 
If,  however,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  allow  the  matter  to  rest  for  the 
present  Session  he  would  undertake  that 
it  should  receive,  during  the  recess,  the 
fullest  consideration,  and  possibly  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  able  to  propose  some 
satisfactory  measure  on  the  subject. 

Mk.  HENLET  thought  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  given  very  sa- 
tisfactory reasons  why  the  House  should 
not  proceed  further  with  the  measure.  It 
was  probable  that  owing  to  the  extension 
of  our  shipping  operations  the  number  of 
disputes  in  question  had  considerably  in- 
creased, and  it  was  of  course  desirable  that 
those  disputes  should  be  settled  as  expe- 
ditiously and  as  inexpensively  as  possible. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  the  Court 
proposed  by  the  Bill  would  form  a  satisfac- 
tory tribunal.  The  Court  was  to  consist 
of  A  Judge  and  four  or  five  gentlemen  who 
wero  to  act  as  his  Assessors  ;  but  they 
were  all  to  have  an  equal  voice  in  deciding 
both  questions  of  law  and  questions  of  fact. 
The  sound  principle  was  that  the  Judge 
should  lay  down  the  law,  and  the  juries 
decide  as  to  the  fact.  Nor  did  he  think 
that  the  Admiralty  Court  was  so  very  po- 
pular that  the  establishment  of  an  unlimited 
number  of  small  Admiralty  Courts,  as  was 
proposed,  would  be  regarded  by  the  country 
in  the  light  of  a  blessing.  He  was,  however, 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  intended 
to  turn  his  attention  to  the  subject,  for  it 
was  deserving  of  consideration  whether 
local  courts  might  not  be  constituted  with 
power  to  deal  with  cases  in  which  the 
amount  involved  was  under  £50.  Many 
of  them  would  probably  be  better  settled 
by  means  of  arbitration  than  by  any  other 
mode. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  though  he  should  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port any  measure  which  had  for  its  object 
the  localizing  and  cheapening  actions  in 
shipping  cases,  he  regarded  the  tribunals 
which  it  was  proposed  under  the  Bill  to 
constitute  as  altogether  novel,  combining 
together  as  they  would  the  duties  of  Judge 
and  jury.  To  the  establishment  of  such 
Mr,  Milner  Gih$on 


tribunals,  therefore,  he  would  not  give  bis 
assent,  while  he  could  asanre  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  TivorUm 
that  the  Government  were  anziona  to  afford 
every  facility  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  B.  MOORE  said,  he  bdieveil 
that  the  establishment  of  a  speedy  mode  of 
settling  those  suits  was  extremely  desinbla, 
and  he  thought  their  thanks  were  doe  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  bsd 
introduced  the  Bill,  although  it  might  not 
be  expedient  to  pass  it  in  its  present  fons, 

Mb.  cave  said,  there  was  no  dooirt 
that  some  such  Bill  as  that  was  demaoded 
by  the  mercantile  and  shipping  eommunitj 
of  this  country.     The  measure  might,  Im 
believed,  be  somewhat  better  framed,  Inrt 
it  appeared  to  him  that  its  principle  vsi 
perfectly  correct  —  namely,  the  principle 
that  a  mixed  tribunal,  consisting  of  both 
legal  and  commercial  gentlemen,  should  k 
established   for   the   settlement  of  ibsie 
eases.     He   thought,    however,   that  tbe 
Court  should  be  presided  over  by  a  lawyer. 
Legal  eduoation  was  essential.     He  koew 
an  instance  of  a  practical  man,  as  the  term 
was,  being  arbitrator  in  a  shipping  esse, 
and  re-opening  matters  of  fact  which  bid 
been  agreed  upon  on  both  sides.     On  tbe 
other  hand  there  was  as  much  hard  swear- 
ing   in   shipping,    especially  in    running 
down  cases,   as  in  horse  cases,  and  tbe 
presence  of  nautical  men  as  assessors  with 
diagrams,   who  could .  cross-examine  wit- 
nesses, as  to  the  wind,  tides,  and  ttek  tbe 
ships  were  on  when  the  collision  occnrred, 
would  be  very  useful.     The  Bill  was  erode 
and  imperfect,  but  might  be  the  preeanor 
of  a  really  useful  measure. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

BANK  NOTES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

[bill  124.]    SBCoin)  beadino. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  COLMAN  0*L0GHLEN,  in  moripg 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said,iU 
object  was  twofold — to  make  Bank  of 
England  notes  a  legal  tender  in  IrsUnd, 
and  to  do  away  with  some  restrictions  whieb 
now  injuriously  affected  banks  of  issiein 
the  latter  country.  As  things  at  prei**^ 
stood,  the  only  legal  tender  in  Ireland  «*> 
gold,  which  produced  inconvenience  when 
the  sum  to  be  paid  was  large  ;  and  in  tbe 
case  of  a  pressure  for  money  in  Ireltnd 
gold  had  to  be  aent  over  from  Loodoo. 
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CouQtrj  bftnks  in  Ireland  were  obliged  to 
pay  all  their  issues  in  gold ;  while  ever 
since  1834  a  Bank  of  England  note  was  a 
legal  tender  for  a  country  bank  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  a  monstrous  thing  that  a 
Bank  of  England  note,  a  legal  tender  at 
this  side  of  the  Channel,  ceased  to  be  so 
on  crossing  the  water.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  same  argument  would  apply  to  a 
bank  of  Ireland  note.  The  bank  of  Ire- 
land, howeyer,  was,  in  fact,  a  prifate 
bank,  while  the  Bank  of  England  had  al- 
ways been  in  close  connection  with  the 
GoTernment  and  had  more  of  a  national 
character,  and  everything  which  affected 
the  Bank  of  England  injuriously  affected 
the  whole  commercial  class  of  the  Empire. 
Another  reason  for  making  a  Bank'of  Eng- 
land note  a  legal  tender  in  Ireland  was  that 
it  would  promote  free  trade  in  banking  in 
that  country,  where  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
had  not  dealt  liberally  with  the  public  or 
the  other  banks  as  regarded  its  powers  of 
issue.  The  other  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  remedy  a  grievance  banks  of  issue  in 
Ireland  much  complained  of.  As  the  law 
now  stood,  every  bank  note  in  Ireland  was 
made  payable  at  the  place  where  it  was 
issued,  and  the  consequence  was  that  con- 
siderable quantities  of  gold  were  kept  lying 
idle  in  the  local  branches  and  the  formation 
of  branch  banks  was  discouraged.  He  pro- 
posed that  for  the  future  bank  notes  should 
be  made  payable  at  the  head  office  only,  as 
in  Scotland,  of  the  bank  which  issued  them. 
At  the  present  stage  of  the  Session  it  was 
hopeless  to  expect  that  the  measure  could 
pass.  The  Belfast  Banking  Company, 
however,  had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
principle  contained  in  the  Bill ;  the  Royal 
Bank  iu  Dublin  passed  a  resolution  in  fa- 
vour of  it,  and  other  establishments,  though 
they  had  not  taken  any  active  steps,  also 
looked  on  it  with  favour.  After  some  fur- 
ther observations  the  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  pro  farmA  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  Cohnan  0*Loghlm.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  had  been  his  fortune  more 
than  once  in  following  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen)  to  admit 
the  clearness  of  his  views  and  the  ability 
of  bis  arguments.  He  must,  however, 
dissent  from  his  proposal  that  this  Bill 
should  be  read,  even  pro  formA^  a  second 
time.    He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  objec- 


tion, undoubtedly  applicable  as  a  general 
rule,  to  every  proposition  that  the  House 
should  commit  itself  in  the  abstract  to 
views  of  legislation  admittedly  impossible 
to  be  carried  into  effect  at  the  time ;  nor 
would  he  object  to  the  Bill  as  an  attempt 
at  piecemeal  legislation,  for  that  was  the 
characteristic  of  most  of  our  financial 
measures.  But  there  were  many  special 
considerations  surrounding  the  main  pro- 
positions of  the  Bill  to  which  he  should 
find  it  most  difficult  to  give  bis  assent. 
The  Bill  touched  not  only  the  question  of 
currency,  but  also  the  question  of  legal 
tender,  the  most  delicate  and  difficult, 
probably,  of  all  the  considerations  con- 
nected with  this  extensive  subject.  In 
reference  to  this  question  he  must  say  that 
the  proposals  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were  altogether  premature.  There 
was,  no  doubt,  a  good  deal  of  force  in  the 
argument,  applicable  to  Scotland  as  well 
as  to  Ireland,  that  where  there  was  a 
limitation  upon  the  issue  of  notes,  a  limit 
practically,  though  indirectly,  was  imposed 
upon  banking ;  but,  supposing  even  that 
a  new  legal  tender  ought  to  be  established 
in  those  parts  of  the  kingdom,  it  would 
remain  a  question  of  very  great  import- 
ance, and  one  regarding  which  the  House 
at  present  was  totally  disqualified  from 
pronouncing  any  opinion,  whether  that  new 
tender  ought  to  be  the  English  bank-note. 
The  immediate  consequenee  of  establishing 
the  £5  English  note  as  a  legal  tender  in 
Ireland  would  be  that  the  action  of  the 
Bank  of  England  would  be  carried  into 
Ireland,  both  as  an  issuing  and  banking 
body.  The  Bank  of  England  had  not 
been  consulted  on  that  point ;  but,  as  far 
as  his  opinion  extended,  it  found  ample 
responsibility  and  ample  profit  in  discharg- 
ing the  very  weighty  and  multifarious 
duties  attaching  to  it  in  its  present  sphere. 
If  he  might  venture  to  anticipate  the  de- 
cision of  the  Bank,  it  would  pause  before 
it  accepted  such  a  new  responsibility ;  for 
this  was  nlain^-that  wherever  the  Bank 
of  England  note  went  the  Bank  must  estab- 
lish agencies  at  which  the  note  could  be 
cashed,  otherwise  the  very  note  by  law 
made  a  legal  tender  would  at  once  be  at 
a  discount.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  the  measure  would 
be  of  advantage  to  the  Bank  of  England, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  tend  to  prevent  a 
drain  of  gold  from  the  Bank  to  Ireland. 
But  the  Bank  of  England  did  not  care 
whether  it  paid  in  notes  or  gold,  its  power 
of  meeting  all  its  issues  being  amply  pro- 
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vided  for.  Although  the  Government  were 
far  from  paying  absolute  deference  on  such 
a  point  to  the  Tiews  of  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land, it  was  fair  to  remember  that  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  objected  to  this  measure  ; 
and  a  great  deal  of  consideration  would  be 
requisite  before  it  could  cTcr  be  adopted. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  deny 
that  there  were  various  points  connected 
with  the  currency  in  Ireland  rendering  it 
a  subject  deserving  of  attention,  but  the 
present  was  not  a  convenient  or  proper 
time  for  asking  the  House  to  affirm  a 
general  principle  such  as  that  laid  down 
in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  that  however  inge- 
nious might  be  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Bill,  or  the  arguments  put  forward  in 
its  support,  he  could  not  regard  as  a  pa- 
triotic proposal  the  suggestion  that  a 
great  corporation  like  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land should  be  brought  across  to  Ireland 
and  encouraged  to  enter  into  competition 
throughout  the  country  with  all  the  native 
banks.  This  very  subject  of  legalizing 
the  tender  of  a  Bank  of  England  note  had 
been  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  1858,  composed 
of  many  of  the  most  eminent  and  expe- 
rienced men  of  the  day,  with  whom  he 
had  enjoyed  the  honour  of  being  asso- 
ciated, and  the  unanimous  opinion  of  that 
Committee  was  opposed  to  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter.  The  directors  of 
the  Bank  of  Ireland  were  examined  before 
that  Committee,  and  they  simply  proposed 
that  their  notes  should  be  made  a  legal 
tender  in  Ireland.  The  late  Sir  George 
Cornewall  Lewis  thought,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  was  a  reasonable  propo- 
sition; but  such  an  enactment  had  never 
been  proposed.  No  practical  inconvenience 
resulted  from  the  present  arrangement,  for 
the  rate  of  exchange,  once  very  high,  had 
fallen  to  a  point  only  equalling  what 
would  be  requisite  to  cover  the  trans- 
mission of  gold  between  the  two  countries. 
The  question  was  one  that,  if  taken  up  at 
all.  ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet,  ho  thought,  would  act  wisely  in 
withdrawing  the  Bill. 

Lord  FERMOY  thought  that  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  it  was  futile  to  dis- 
cuss thia  important  question.  He  was, 
however,  glad  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  admit  that  the  whole  bank- 
ing system  of  Ireland  was  in  an  unsatis- 
factory state.  In  Ireland  there  was  a 
great  desire  to  develope  the  agricultural 
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resources  of  the  country;  bot  it  wm  io. 
possible  to  do  this  without  the  aid  of  i 
liberal  and  sound  system  of  banking.  Now, 
the  banking  system  in  Ireland  was  of  the 
very  opposite  character.  He  hoped  thit 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wonld 
turn  his  powerful  intellect  to  that  questioB 
with  the  view  of  altering  the  law  relatiDg 
to  it.  He  trusted  that  before  long  the 
whole  law  of  Ireland  would  be  revised. 

Mb.  BLACKBURN  was  also  glad  to 
hear  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  uj 
that  the  present  banking  systems  both  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  in  some  respeeti 
unsatisfactory.  He  (Mr.  Blackburn)  bid 
brought  in  a  Bill  last  night  upon  the  sob- 
ject  as  regarded  Scotland,  bot  without  tbe 
slightest  hopes  of  its  passing  into  a  law. 
The  general  feeling  appeared  to  be  in  fa- 
vour of  free  trade  in  banking.  He  trnatad 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqoer 
would  devise  an  effectual  remedy  for  tbe 
evils  complained  of. 

Sib  COLMAN  0*L0GHLEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdtaton. 
Bill  withdrawn, 

EDUCATIONAL    AND    CHARITABLE 
INSTITUTIONS  BILL— [Bux  »7.] 

SECOND   BBADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  LTGON,  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing  of  the  Bill,  said,  that  he  had  introdaced 
the  measure  at  a  much  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  but  this  was  the  first  opportu- 
nity that  had  presented  itself  of  moving 
the  second  reading.  The  measure  deilt 
expressly  with  institutions  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England,  and  Noncon- 
formists were  not  intended  in  any  way  to 
be  affected  by  its  provisions.  If  it  eoald 
be  shown  that  their  interests  were  touched 
in  any  way  by  the  Bill,  he  would  moit 
willingly  consent  to  any  alteration  of  the 
measure  that  would  remove  all  doubts  on 
that  point.  A  Bill  was  introduced  last 
Session  to  afford  facilities  for  Divine  eer- 
vice  in  collegiate  schools;  but  the  meaaare 
now  proposed  was  much  larger  in  its  scope, 
and  much  more  satisfactory.  Under  the 
parochial  system,  as  at  present  existing, 
it  was  impossible  for  any  clergyman  to 
perform  Divine  service  in  any  part  of  s 
parish  without  the  consent  of  the  incom* 
bent ;  and  hence  it  followed  that  the  in- 
cumbent had  the  option  of  prohibiting  th^ 
performance  of  Divine  service  in  any  msti- 
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tution  within  that  pariah.  The  poaaible  mis- 
chiefa  which  the  Bill  waa  intended  to  remedy 
had  not  occurred  in  many  placea,  though 
in  aome  qnartera  they  had  ariaen  ;  and  it 
waa  UBoai  deairahle  that  Parliament  should 
interfere  before  they  became  at  all  serious. 
Nobody  who  was  at  all  conversant  with  the 
diaeipline  and  management  of  such  schools 
as  Harrow*  Rugby,  or  of  the  proprietary 
colleges  formed  in  different  parts  of  Eng- 
land, conld  deny  that  it  was  desirable  for 
them  to  have  chaplains  of  their  own,  un- 
fettered by  the  responsibilities  resting  on 
those  charged  with  the  spiritual  superin- 
tendence of  the  parish.     The  experience 
of  the  late  Dr.   Arnold  abundantly  estab* 
liahed  how  valuable  an  adjunct  the  private 
ehapel  was  to  the  beneficial  influences  of 
the  school ;  and  his  view  had   been  con- 
firmed by  that  of  almost  every  other  head 
master.     There  were  institutions  also,  be- 
Mdea  achoola,  such  as  almshouses,  peniten- 
tiariea,  and  others  of  a  charitable  nature,  to 
which  aimilar  considerations  applied  ;  and 
of  those,  therefore,  cognisance  waa  taken  by 
the  proaent  Bill,  which  proposed,  instead 
of  leaving    the  chaplain   subject    to   the 
authority  or  caprice  of  the  incumbent  of 
the  parish,  to  place  him  directly  under  the 
juriadiction  of  the  bishop  of  the  diocese, 
to  whom,  and  to  whom  alone,  he  would 
then  be  responsible.      For   the  parochial 
aystem  he  entertained  the  deepest  respect, 
and  he  never  would  do  anything  to  weaken 
the  practical  working  of  the  system  ;  but 
the  Bill,  so  far  from  interfering  with  the 
aystem,  only  legitimately  extended  it.     All 
this  Bill  contemplated,  as  the  House  would 
see,  was  that  institutions  of  the   nature 
indicated,  when  a  chapel  connected  with 
them  was  licensed,  should  be  withdrawn 
from  the  parochial  authority,  and  made,  as 
it  were,  an  ecclesiastical  district  under  the 
immediate  jurisdiction  of  the  bishop.    The 
Church  Building  Acts  contained   a   pro- 
vision authorizing,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, a  district  to  be  formed  even  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  incumbent.     That, 
however,  was  an  extreme  course,  which  he 
did  not  propose  to  adopt.     His  proposal 
was  that  when  the  trustees  of  an  existing 
institution  applied  to  the  bishop,  stating 
the  nature  of  the  institution  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  chaplain  was 
to  he  appointed,  the  bishop,  if  he  thought 
fit,  and    not  otherwise,    might  issue  his 
licence,   whereupon  for  all   the  purposes 
mentioned  in  Clause  3  ;  namely,  the  cure 
of  souls   within  the  institution,  the   sole 
right  of  preaching,  performing  Divine  ser- 

YOL.  CLXXX.   [tezbd  sesiss.] 


vice,  and  administering  the  Holy  Commu- 
nion— the  institution  would  become  an 
ecclesiastical  district.  He  had  received 
many  communications  from  heads  of  Col- 
leges and  others  in  positions  of  authority 
in  favour  of  this  Bill ;  and  tho  advantages 
of  potting  an  end  to  tho  uncertainty 
entailed  by  changes  of  incumbents  must 
be  obvious,  bearing  in  mind  that  though 
one  incumbent  might  consent  to  the  per- 
formance of  Divine  service  in  an  institution 
within  the  parish,  his  opinions  were  in  no 
way  binding  on  his  successor. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* — {Mr,  Itygon,) 

Mr.  RBM1N6T0N  MILLS,  in  moving 
an   Amendment   that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  thot   day  three   months, 
said,  the  speech  of  the  hon.   Gentleman 
had  not  satisfied  him  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House.    He 
admitted  that  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill  were  different  from  those  of  last  yeor, 
but  the  object  appeared  to  be  the  same— 
namely,  that  these  schools  should  be  under 
the  control    of  bishops  of  the  Church  of 
England.     The  classical  and  mathematical 
education  given  in  manv  of  these  schools 
was  open  to  pupils  of  all  persuasions ;  but 
if  they  were  compelled  to  attend  religious 
service  on  the  Lord's  Day  the  children  of 
Dissenters  would  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantage of  attending  these  schools.      In 
many  of  these  schools  the  boys  were  not 
suflBcient  to  form  a  congregation,  and  it 
would  be  very  hard  to  deprive  the  master 
of  the  opportunity  he  now  enjoyed  of  as- 
sisting clergymen  in  the  neighbourhood  in 
the  performance  of  Divine  service.     In  the 
greater  portion  of  these  schools  the  pupils 
lived  in  the  town  with  their  parents,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  parents   to   take 
them  to  their  own  places  of  worship.    Nor 
could  he  see  the  advantage  of  compelling 
the  children  to  attend  a  chapel  in  or  con- 
nected with  the  school,  with  all  its  asso- 
ciations of  the  rod  and  tasks,  iic.  The  Bill 
placed  these  chapels  under   the  superin- 
tendence  of  the  bishops,  yet  they   were 
told  that  the   bishops  were  overworked, 
aud  that  a  dozen  new  bishops  would  not 
be  too  many.     A  Commission  had  recently 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  these  en- 
dowed schools,  and  it  would  be  quite  time 
to  consider  this  subject  when  Parliament 
was  called  upon  to  legislate  in  regard  to 
these  schools.     No  one  had  petitioned  for 
the  Bill,  and  he  begged  to  move,  that  it 
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be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." — [Mr.  Remington  Milk.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
'  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr,  WALTER  said,  that  as  his  name 
was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  he  shoild  like 
to  state  the  views  which  had  induced  him 
to  place  it  in  so  prominent  a  position.  It 
appeared  tahim  that  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  charge  of  this  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  opposed  the  second  reading 
(Mr.  Remington  Mills),  were  acting  on 
different  grounds.  So  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  had  never  contemplated  the 
schools  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  just 
alluded.  He  considered  this  Bill  as  a  pro- 
spective rather  than  a  retrospective  mea- 
sure. He  happened  to  know  that  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  was  required  on  principles 
of  justice.  It  was  well  known  that  there 
was  a  great  want  at  the  present  day  of 
large  public  schools  for  the  education  of  a 
class  of  persons  who  could  not  afford  the 
expense  of  going  to  the  large  old  educa- 
tional establishments.  Many  benevolent 
persons  had  combined  to  establish  schools 
of  that  character.  Acting  upon  the  de- 
nominational principle,  which  was  the  go- 
verning principle  of  education  in  England, 
they  wished  to  connect  their  school  with 
the  religious  denomination  to  which  they 
belonged,  and  in  the  case  contemplated  by 
this  Bill  that  denomination  happened  to  be 
the  Church  of  England.  Take  the  case 
of  persons  wishing  to  found  schools  for 
400  or  500  boys  upon  some  site  not  within 
or  near  a  town.  They  thought  a  country 
site  best  for  the  health  of  the  boys  ;  they 
bought  the  land  cheap  in  a  rural  district 
and  they  founded  a  large  institution.  But 
the  moment  they  began  to  build  a  chapel, 
or  to  provide  for  the  religious  services  of 
the  institution,  the  clergyman  of  the  parish 
might  step  in,  and  control  and  upset  their 
arrangements.  He  believed  that  the  Wel- 
lington College  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant institutions  founded  in  modern 
times  ;  yet  the  clergyman  of  the  parish  in 
which  it  was  situated  had  the  right  to  step 
in  and  interfere  with  the  religious  arrange- 
ments of  the  College.  He,  for  one,  did 
not  desire  to  interfere  with  the  status  quo 
of  the  old  endowed  schools  of  the  country, 
Mr.  Remington  Mills 


nor  with  the  varioua  interests  wbieh  had 
grown  up  around  them.     But  with  respect 
to  schools  of  the  kind  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded, he  thought  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  called  for  legislation  ;  and,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  justly  pointed  out,  al- 
though it  was  possible  that  the  particular 
incumbent  of  the  parish  might  work  har- 
moniously with  the  chaplain  or  master  of 
these  institutions,  yet  it  was  equally  pos- 
sible that  his  successor  might  bold  different 
views  and  might  raise  formal  objections  to 
the  religious  services  of  the  institution.   It 
was  essentially  necessary  that  some  prori- 
sion  for  the  religious  services  of  such  lar;g8 
schools  should   be  made,  for  the  parish 
church  might  not  afford  the  requisite  ae< 
commodation.     A  new   church  would  be 
necessary,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
R.  Mills)  would  not  be  in  favour  of  buildiog 
it  by  means  of  a  church  rate.     Church  ac- 
commodation, however,  of  some  kind  the 
pupils  of  such  an  institution  must  hsre, 
and  how  were  they  to  get  it  except  by  ma* 
chinery  of  this  description  ?     But  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that   every  clergy- 
man of  a  parish — that  any  haphassrd  in- 
cumbent, who  might  perhaps  be  seventy 
years  of  age — was  a  fit  person  to  admi- 
nister religious  instruction  to  500  boyi? 
Clearly  not,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  wootd 
be  the  last  person  to  make  such  an  asaer- 
tion.     He  was  sure  that  if  a  Dissenting 
College  were  to  be  established  the  boo. 
Gentleman  would  be  the  first  person  to 
demand    that  adequate  means  shoold  be 
afforded,  such  as  were  provided  by  the  Bill 
for  the  religious  instruction  of  members  of 
the  Established  Church.      He  asked  for 
nothing  more  for  the  Churcb  than  what 
the  Dissenters  would  enjoy  without  ques- 
tion.    The  clergyman  of  the  parish  might 
be  a  very  good  man,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  might  be  utterly  unfit  to  bafe 
any  control  over  an  institution  of  this  kind, 
and  such  institutions  ought  therefore  to  be 
looked  upon  as  extra- parochial  places  and 
put  under  the  charge  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese.    With  regard  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  he  could  not  see  what  objection  could 
be  raised  to  it.  If  the  net  included  too  many 
places  within  it,  that  was  a  matter  open  to 
objection  and  discussion.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  disturb  the  status  quo  in  respect  to  any 
school  to  which  clergymen  might  now  hsfO 
access,  or  by  which  the  claimants  to  the 
rights  of  a  school  would  be  interfered  with. 
It  was  perhaps  too  late  this  Session  to  pa9> 
the  measure,  but  he  thought  that  the  case 
of  the  institutions  to  vrhich  he  had  alluded 
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required  legislation  upon  the  most  ordinary 
principlea  of  justice  and  oommon  sense. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  that  the  Bill 
would  place  the  chaplains  of  schools  in  a 
position  of  rivalry  with  the  incumbents  of 
the  parish.  The  founder  of  these  schools 
contemplated  the  teaching  of  the  child,  and 
not  the  appointment  of  the  master  as  chap- 
lain. The  measure  would  create  an  empire 
within  an  empire.  Why  did  not  the  lion. 
Member  bring  in  the  Bill  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session  ?  Last  year  the  Bill 
came  on  for  discussion  in  a  similar  manner 
at  the  fag  end  of  the  Session.  Believing 
that  the  measure  would  violate  the  founda- 
tion deeds  of  charities  and  unsettle  the 
rights  of  Dissenters  in  these  schools,  he 
supported  the  Amendment,  and  would 
cheerfully  divide  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
generally  admitted  it  would  be  impossible 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session,  and 
that  the  only  object  in  discussing  it  was 
that  its  principle  should  be  fully  under- 
stood, and  thus  the  way  prepared  for  future 
legislation.  It  appeared  that  some  griev- 
ance had  led  to  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  and  it  was  one  suffered  by  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  because  they 
belonged  to  a  State  Church.  In  fact,  in 
some  respects  they  were  more  fettered  than 
the  Dissenting  bodies.  There  was  nothing 
to  prevent  Roman  Catholics,  Independents, 
Quakers,  or  Mormonites  from  establishing 
a  school  according  to  the  religious  principles 
of  their  respective  persuasions — the  law 
did  not  interfere.  But  if  Churchmen  esta- 
blished a  school,  it  was  possible  for  some 
legally  authorized  person  to  interfere  with 
the  religious  teaching  which  the  parents 
might  wish  to  be  given.  He  did  not  think 
that  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
should,  on  some  consideration  of  *'  Church 
and  State  "  policy,  lose  the  liberty  enjoyed 
by  other  persuasions,  and  he  was  favourable 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  so  far  as  it 
granted  that  liberty.  There  was,  however, 
a  danger  to  be  guarded  against,  and  care 
must  be  taken  that  the  rights  of  Dissenters 
should  not  be  interfered  with.  It  was 
not  unnatural  that  the  measure  should  be 
regarded  with  suspicion  by  the  Dissenters. 
There  were  several  educational  establish- 
ments which  their  children  had  the  right 
to  attend,  and  others  as  to  which  their 
rights  were  in  doubt  or  dispute.  It  was 
necessary  that  nothing  should  be  done  to 
weaken  the  present  rights  or  claims  of  Dis- 
senters, and  such  a  measure,  if  brought  for- 
ward at  all,  should  be  introduced  by  the  Go- 


vernment. If  it  were  now  withdrawn,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  take  it  up  in 
another  Session,  he  ought  to  see,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  it  was  not  advisable  that 
parents  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  deprived  of  the  rights  enjoyed  by  other 
sects,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  great  care 
should  be  taken  not  to  put  the  Noncon- 
formists in  a  worse  position  than  they  now 
enjoyed. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  could 
not  concur  in  the  grounds  on  which  the 
objections  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  were  founded,  but  he 
agreed  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
proceed  further  with  the  measure  nt  the 
close  of  the  Session.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Lygon)  explained  that  he  had 
brought  it  in  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, but  that  he  had  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  asking  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
principle  until  the  present  time.  If  there 
really  was  a  practical  grievance,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter),  he  should  be  sorry  to  object 
to  the  application  of  any  proper  remedy.  He 
understood  it  to  be  alleged  that  in  publio 
schools,  such  as  Harrow,  Rugby,  and  Wel- 
lington College,  Divine  service  could  not 
be  performed  by  the  master  or  any  chaplain 
attached  to  the  schools  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  incumbent,  and  that  this 
consent  was  not  always  given.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
said  that  the  Government  ought  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  next  Session  to  remedy  the 
grievance ;  but  all  he  (Sir  George  Grey) 
could  say  was  that  not  one  word  had  ever 
been  addressed  to  him  as  to  the  existence 
of  any  grievance  or  inconvenience  of  this 
kind.  He  was  not  aware  of  any  practical 
difficulty  in  the  performance  of  Divine 
service  in  such  institutions.  At  Harrow  he 
was  sure  there  was  none.  Dr.  Arnold  con- 
tinually performed  Divine  service  in  the 
school  chapel  of  Rugby,  and  several  vo- 
lumes of  most  valuable  sermons  preached 
by  him  at  Rugby  had  been  published.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  slighest  difficulty 
had  occurred  at  Rugby  which  this  Bill 
would  remove.  If,  however,  there  was 
any  case  of  this  kind — and  he  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  that 
there  was  one  such  case — ^if  the  incumbent 
of  any  parish  exercised  any  right  which 
he  might  possess  of  refusing  his  licence  to 
a  clergyman  to  officiate  in  a  public  school 
that  might  be  a  reason  for  an  alteration 
of  the  law.  But  the  present  measure  went 
much  beyond  that.     It  included  within  its 
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profisiont  erery  endowed  school  in  England 
connected  bj  its  foundation  with  the 
Church  of  England.  It  would,  therefore, 
include  almost  all  the  great  grammar 
schools  of  the  country.  He  had  received 
a  letter  that  day  from  a  gentleman  in  one 
of  the  northern  dioceses,  stating,  that  the 
Bill  would  apply  to  148  schools  in  that 
diocese,  and  would  therefore  virtually 
enable  the  Bishop  to  interfere  with  148 
parishes  within  his  diocese.  Why  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  this 
Bill  go  so  much  beyond  the  object  he  had 
in  view,  and  thus  excite  so  mucli  more 
opposition  than  a  more  limited  measure 
would  receive  ?  It  was  stated  that  many 
of  these  endowed  schools,  although  con- 
nected by  their  foundation  with  the  Church 
of  England,  were  attended  very  largely  by 
Dissenters  ;  and  it  must  not  bo  forgotten 
that  the  exercise  of  the  powers  conferred 
by  this  Bill  would  have  the  effect,  or  might 
have  the  effect,  if  attendance  at  pivine 
service  should  be  enforced,  of  causing  the 
children  of  Nonconformists  to  be  withdrawn. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  principle^f  the  Bill 
as  it  had  been  explained  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walters), 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
measure  deserved  more  consideration  than 
could  be  given  to  it  at  the  present  period 
of  the  Session.  He  suggested  last  year, 
on  a  similar  occasion,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  he 
stated  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  consent  to  that 
course,  he  would  support  the  second  read- 
ing. He  was  ready  to  make  the  same 
offer  on  the  present  occasion.  What  the 
House  wanted  to  know  was  the  particular 
nature  and  extent  of  the  grievance  com- 
plained of,  and  then  apply  the  remedy 
without  going  beyond  the  necessities  of 
the  case.  Last  year  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  Collins),  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill,  admitted  the  reason- 
ableness of  his  proposal.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Lygon)  went  to  a  division, 
he  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  second  reading, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  measure  was 
not  to  be  proceeded  with  this  Session,  and 
that  if  it  were  again  introduced  next  Ses- 
sion it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  COLLINS  would  recommend  his 
hon.  Friend  to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  because,  although  there 
appeared  to  be  an  almost  unanimous  feel- 
ing that  something  ought  to  be  done,  yet 
it  was  impossible  the  Bill  could  be  properly 
Sir  George  Orey 


considered  this  Session.     Wdlingtoa  Col- 
lege was  not  the  only  instance  in  which  « 
Bill  of  this  kind  was  required.     There  was 
a   school  containing  some    500    boys  at 
Lancefield,  and  were  they  to  be  compelled 
to   go   to   the  parish  chorch  ?     In  some 
cases  the  churcli  only  contained  accommo- 
dation for  200  or  250  persons  altogether ; 
and  were  the  parents  to  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  incumbent  to  say   whether   there 
should  be  a  chapel  attached  to  the  school 
or   not  ?     Some  legislation   was  wanted, 
but  as  soon  as  any  measure  was  broaglit 
in  to  benefit  the  Chorch  of  England  the 
hon.   Member  for    Sheffield   appeared  to 
consider  it  his  doty  to  thwart  it. 

Mb.  LTGON  said,  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. The  reason  why  the  measure  bid 
been  deferred  to  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  was  that  he  had  been  anxious  to 
obtain  the  co-operation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter).  Hii 
hon.  Friend  took  some  time  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  that  was  the  reason  whj 
he  had  not  been  able  sooner  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  which  he  had  laid  on  the 
table  in  February.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
so  general  an  admission  of,  the  necessitj 
of  some  legislation  on  this  subject. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  49 ;  iNoei 
35  :  Majority  14. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2%  and  eofnmitted  for  this  day 
three  months. 

RAILWAYS  CLAUSES  {re-eommitU^  BILL 
[bill   170.1      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  bass  said,  that  this  was  the  se- 
cond Bill  on  the  same  subject,  and  a  grest 
many  of  the  clauses  which  were  of  adnn- 
tage  to  the  public  in  the  former  Bill  were 
not  to  be  found  in  this.  Now,  the  subject 
was  one  which  required  much  more  cod- 
siderntion  than  it  was  possible  to  gire  it 
at  this  period  of  the  Session.  Clause  10 
in  the  former  Bill,  which  related  to  taking 
possession  of  shops  and  dwelling-hooM 
provided  that  the  companies  should  give 
six  months'  notice  beforehand;  bot  the 
railway  magnates  had  succeeded  in  getting 
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it  danse  Btniek  out.  Again,  Clause  14 
if  the  old  Bill  gaye  oompensation  for  loss 
>f  trade— and  asBuredlj  there  could  not 
le  a  fairer  ground  for  compensation  — 
ind  yet  that  clause  had  been  struck  out. 
[n  Clause  21  of  the  first  Bill  restrictions 
vere  imposed  upon  the  creation  of  impedi- 
nenta  to  traffic ;  but  the  railway  companies 
indoeed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  strike 
rat  that  profision  also.  Clause  22  of  the 
»ther  Bill  provided  that  the  companies 
ibould  not  stop  up  a  street  without  the 
sonaent  of  the  street  authorities,  and  in  a 
preTioQB  clause  it  was  laid  down  that  a 
portion  of  the  street  should  be  left  open 
br  traffic  ;  but  both  clauses  had  been  cut 
Nit.  The  fact  was  the  railway  companies 
it  present  had  it  all  their  own  way.  What 
with  contractors  in  the  House  and  railway 
directors  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
baek»  those  companies  were  a  very  powerful 
i)ody.  For  similar  goods  and  similar  quan- 
tities of  them  it  would  be  thought  that  the 
lame  rates  should  be  charged ;  but  that 
raa  not  always  the  case  eyen  on  different 
parts  of  the  same  line.  Some  railways 
charged  only  half  what  was  charged  by 
ithers.  He  could  give  an  instance  with 
regard  to  one  trade,  in  which  the  difference 
)f  rates  made  a  difference  of  £50,000  a 
fear.  This  Bill  was  too  important  to  pass 
in  so  thin  a  House  and  at  such  a  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  he  should  there- 
fore more  that  it  be  re-committed  this  day 
month. 

LoBB  FERMOY  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. Their  constituents  out  of  doors 
bad  reason  to  complain  of  the  way  in 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
hid  dealt  with  the  Bill.  The  Bill  had 
been  subjected  to  so  many  alterations  that 
it  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  new 
ooe.  The  parishes  of  St.  Pancras  and 
Marylebone  had,  of  all  others  in  the  metro- 
polis, been  most  invaded  by  the  railway 
companies,  and  no  one  except  those  who 
Were  intimately  connected  with  the  traders 
of  the  metropolis  could  form  an  idea  of  the 
ibsolute  ruin  which  was  caused  by  those 
Mmpanies  running  a  line  through  a  popu- 
kraa  district.  He  had  known  many  ex- 
Mllent  and  industrious  tradesmen  in  St. 
Paneras  and  Marylebone  utterly  ruined  in 
eoDsequence  of  the  railway  companies  cut- 
trag  off  customers  from  getting  access  to 
their  shops.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this  Bill  had  been 
something  very  like  underhand  dealing 
with  the  House,  and  he  should  give  every 
possible  opposition  to  the  Bill  unless  his 


right  hon.  Friend  consented  to  reintroduce 
the  compensation  clause  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  former  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee/' — (Mr,  Bats,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HOESFALL  said,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.  The  Bill 
professed  to  give  the  public  protection 
against  the  railway  companies ;  but  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  circular  which  would 
put  an  end  to  that  delusion.  That  circular, 
which  was  signed  with  the  name  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Coates,  stated  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  of  the  railway  compa- 
nies had  discussed  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  with  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  those 
provisions  were  now  in  harmony  with  the 
views  of  the  railway  companies.  Of  course 
they  were;  for  the  clauses  in  favour  of  the 
public  had  been  struck  out.  It  was  said  that 
this  was  merely  a  Bill  for  the  consolida- 
tion of  previous  enactments,  and  yet  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  proposed  to  in- 
troduce would  not  be  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  though  the  provi- 
sion which  the  Amendment  embodied  had 
been  inserted  in  a  former  Bill.  In  the 
North  Staffordshire  Bill  a  clause  had  been 
inserted  which  subjected  railway  terminal 
charges  to  arbitration,  and  that  was  the 
very  principle  of  the  clause  which  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce  as  an  Amendment. 
That  was  the  sum  total  of  the  protection 
which  lie  proposed  to  give  the  public, 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  exception  to  it.  In  cases  of  diffe* 
rence,  who  was  to  decide  under  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
None  but  the  railway  companies.  But  let 
hon.  Members  picture  to  themselves  a 
trader  taking  a  case  into  Court  against 
railway  companies  with  their  millions  of 
capital.  What,  then,  could  be  fairer  than 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  North  Stafford- 
shire Bill,  and  to  have  arbitrators  appointed? 
Such  a  protection  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  the  public.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
would  consent  to  insert  a  clause  to  that 
effect  he  should  be  disposed  to  support 
the  Bill  ;  but  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
was  injurious  to  the  public  and  iniquitous, 
and  he  should  oppose  it. 
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Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  the  in- 
habitanU    of     the    metropolis     had    the 
greatest  poBBible   reason  to   complain  of 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Several  Bills  had  been  withdrawn  to-day 
on    the   ground  that  it  was   too   late  in 
the  Session  to   pass  them,  and  that  was 
the   course   which   ought   to    have   been 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  present  Bill ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  allowed 
himself  to  be  ovcrpersuaded  by  the  railway 
directors  who  were  now  sitting  behind  him. 
The  Metropolitan  Underground   Railway 
was  calculated  to  supply  a  grievous  want, 
hut  it  also    brought  to   light  a    grievous 
want,  and    that  was,    a   want  of    proper 
legislation  for    railways  running  through 
the    metropolis.      His     noble    Colleague 
(Lord  Fermoy)  had  stated  that  he  knew 
several    instances   of    persons    who    had 
been    ruined    by  the  construction  of  the 
metropolitan    railways.      The    law    was, 
that   persons    injuriously   affected   might 
obtain  damages   against   the   companies, 
and    many    persons     proceeded     against 
them  in  the  Sheriff's  Court  aud  had  been 
awarded  damages,    which  in   some  cases 
the    companies    paid.      But    at  last   the 
railway   authorities   took    heart  of  grace 
and   appealed   to    the  Court  of   Queen's 
Bench  ;  and  the  Court  decided  that  the 
judgment    of    the    Sheriffd'    Court    was 
right.     The  railway  companies  upon  this 
appealed  from  that  decision  to  the  Court 
oi  Error,  and  there  it  was  decided  that  a 
person  might  be  injuriously  affected  with- 
out  being  wronged.      And  now  the  law 
was,   in   such   a  case,    that   persons  not 
having  money  could  not  obtain  compen- 
sation because  they  could  not  go  to  the 
House  of  Lords.    One  would  have  thought 
that  to  Clauses  21  and  22  of  the  former 
Bill  there  could  have  been  no  reasonable 
abjection;  and  yet  these  clauses  had  been 
struck    out,    through    what    occult  influ- 
ences he  would  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
imagine.      He    had    himself   presented  a 
petition  iu  favour  of   these    clauses,  and 
especially    of   the    compensation    clause. 
They  were  told  that    the    Bill  contained 
nothing  new,  and,   therefore,  they  ought 
to  pass  it  as  a  matter  of  course.     But  if 
there  was   nothing   in  the  Bill  but  what 
was  law  at  present,    then    let    the    law 
remain  as  it  was  until  next  Session;  and 
let  nothing  be  introduced  by  a  side  wind. 
If  the    Bill    should  go    into  Committee, 
which  he    hoped  would  not  be  the  case, 
be  should  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  clause 
which,  ho  believed,   had   emanated  from 
Mr,  JTors/all 


the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trads» 
and  which  was  contained  in  the  •riginal 
Bill.  If  the  right  hoD.  Geniiemaii,  to 
whose  special  care  they  moat  look  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  had  deliberately 
adopted  certain  danses,  was  the  Hotsa 
to  submit  to  have  them  struck  out  at  the 
dictation  of  railway  companies?  If  the 
clauses  were  wrong  why  introduce  them 
into  the  original  Bill  ?  If  right,  wbj 
strike  them  out  ? 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  that  in  the  coarse 
of  last  Session  a  Bill  was  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  limiting  the  amount  of 
compensation  to  first-class  railway  pas- 
sengers to  the  small  sum  of  J&300.  The 
whole  power  of  the  railway  interest  wu 
broughjt  to  bear  in  support  of  that  Bill.  [Mr. 
MiLNER  Gibson  :  No  !]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  know  what  influences 
were  brought  to  bear  better  than  he  could, 
but  at  all  events  the  Bill  was  favourable 
to  the  railway  interests.  That  Bill  wsi 
thoroughly  considered  by  the  House,  sad 
thrown  out  by  a  very  large  majority.  Now, 
it  so  happened  that  in  one  of  the  Railway 
Bills  passed  last  Session  a  clause  was 
smuggled  through  the  House  limiting  the 
compensation  for  killing  a  mechanic  to— 
what  sum  did  the  House  think?  What 
was  the  value  of  a  mechanic's  life  in  the 
opinion  of  railway  directors  ?  [An  hon. 
Member  :  No;  of  the  Board  of  Trade.] 
Well,  it  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  too.  The  clause  to  which  be 
referred  was  in  the  Bill  of  the  Londoni 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway — and  he 
mentioned  the  circumstance  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  no- 
thing new  in  the  Bill.  Now,  he  would  ask, 
was  there  ony  general  railway  Act  in  force 
applying  to  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land in  which  the  compensation  for  killing: 
a  mechanic  was  reduced  to  £100  ?  And 
not  only  was  the  compensation  not  to  ex- 
ceed £100,  but  the  amount  to  be  awarded 
was  to  be  determined  by  an  arbitrator 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
not  otherwise.  Now,  in  a  Christian  country 
to  introduce  such  a  clause  was  the  most 
wicked  thing  he  ever  heard  of.  Cicero 
mentioned  that  it  was  one  of  the  moot 
questions  of  his  day  whether  in  a  storm 
one  should  throw  overboard  a  cheap  sIsto 
or  a  dear  horse.  Well,  he  supposed  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  consider- 
ing that  question.  In  the  Canal  Nafiga- 
tiun  Act  the  limit  of  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  a  horse  was  £50.  Assuredly 
a  valuable  horse  ought  in  the  eatimatioo 
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of  the  rigbt  bon.  Oentleman  to  rank  with 
t  meohanie,  and  therefore  they  had  better 
ndoee  the  compenBation  for  a  mechanic's 
life  to  £50.  Sach  a  clause  as  that  to  which 
be  bad  referred  would  alone  be  enough 
to  ahow  that  this  Bill  had  been  clearly  in- 
trodneed  in  the  interest  of  the  railway 
eompanies.  Hon.  Members  might  be  sure 
that  the  interest  of  those  companies  had 
been  eonsulted  to  the  detriment  of  the 
pobfie. 

Kb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  there 
waa  elearly  some  misapprehension  as  to 
the  nature  and  objects  of  this  Bill.  He 
waa  eharged  with  bafing  been  advised 
by  the  railway  companies  and  the  various 
parties  interested  in  order  to  determine 
what  eladses  the  Bill  should  contain.  Of 
coone  it  waa  right,  as  far  as  it  could  be 
done,  to  consult  all  parties  interested,  so 
as  to  know  what  they  had  to  urge.  But 
in  this  case  it  happened  that  the  only 
adroera  he  had  were  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment  and  the  decisions  of  that  House. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  condense 
and  aettle  the  clauses  which  had  been 
sanctioned  by  Committees  on  Private  Bills, 
and  which  were  of  such  a  character  that 
it  waa  thought  safe  and  proper  to  incor- 
porate them  in  a  general  Act,  so  as  to 
save  Parliament  the  trouble  of  repeatedly 
enacting  the  same  thing.  His  hon.  Friend 
objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  did  not 
contaia  a  great  many  provisions  which 
would  be  for  the  public  advantage.  He 
waa  quite  ready  to  admit  that  changes  had 
been  made  in  the  Bill  since  it  was  first 
introduced.  And  why  ?  Because  it  was 
found  after  some  consideration  that  clauses 
bad  been  introduced  which  it  was  believed 
had  not  been  sufficiently  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  to  justify  their  incorporation 
in  all  future  Acts.  The  clause  in  which 
the  Marylebone  vestry  took  such  great 
interest  had  been  introduced  into  only 
one  metropolitan  railway  Act,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  company  concerned 
gave  up  the  line  altogether,  because  the 
compensations  would  be  so  excessive  that 
it  was  out  of  the  question  to  think  of 
making  it.  The  Board  of  Trade,  there- 
fore, did  not  consider  themselves  justified 
in  introdacing  that  clause,  seeing  that  it 
bad  had  the  sanction  of  Parliament  only 
in  one  particular  Bill.  He  accepted  the 
doctrine  that  every  person  should  be  pro- 
tected from  injustice,  but  the  present  law 
was  supposed  sufficient  to  do  that.  ["No, 
no !  'n  Parliament  at  least  had  thought 
so.     Kow»  so  far  from  the  Bill  liaving 


been  framed  in  the  interest  of  the  railway 
companies,  he  had  received  a  deputation 
representing    the  railway  interest,  which 
had  asked   him  not  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.      Tho  Bill  had  been  introduced   in 
the  public  interest,  and  not  in  that  of  the 
railway  companies,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  acceptablo  to  the  House.     The  hon. 
Member  for    Liverpool    proposed    to  in- 
troduce a  new  clause.     [Mr.  Horsfall  : 
It  has  been  introduced  already  in  another 
Bill.]     It  was  new  matter  as  far  as  the 
object  of  tho  Bill  before  the  House  was 
concerned.     It  was  true  it  had   been  in- 
troduced in  one  Bill ;  but  that  was  not 
enough.     The  Government  did  not  pro- 
pose to  put  into  this  Bill  every  clause  that 
had  ever    been    introduced  in  a   private 
Bill,  but  only  such  as  had  unmistakeably 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament.     The 
Bill  was  intended  to  re-enact  such  clauses 
only  as  Parliament  had  affirmed  over  and 
over  again.      There  might  be  errors  in 
the  Bill,  but  those  errors  might  be  cor- 
rected in  Committee;  but  if  it  was  to  be 
opposed  at  this  period  of   the   Session, 
dause  by  clause,  he  quite  admitted  that 
that  was    an  argument  against  going  on 
with  the  Bill.     He  did  not  wish  to  take 
anyone  by  surprise,  but  the  measure  was 
not  volunteered  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  was  in  consequence  of  a  recommenda- 
tion of  a  joint  Committee  of  the  Lords 
and  Commons,  which  sat  in  the  beginning 
of  last  Session,  that  the  Bill  was  brought 
in.   ^hat  Committee  considered  the  ques- 
tion of   metropolitan  railways,  and   they 
recommended  that  as  soon  as  practicable 
a  Bill    should  be  introduced,    containing 
such  clauses  as  had  received  the  sanction 
and  approval  of  Parliament,    and   which 
should  apply  to  all  future  Bills.     If,  how- 
ever, the  feeling  of  the  House  was  that 
it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  carry 
such  a  Bill,  ho  would  not  stand   in  the 
way.      The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Horsfall)  wanted  the  House  precipi- 
tately to  enact  without  inquiry,  as  a  per- 
manent clause  for  the  government  of  all 
future  railways,  a  new  clause  somewhat 
similar  to  one  once  inserted  in  a  private 
railway  Act.     This  was  a  clause  settling 
for  the  future  the  mode  of  assessing  the 
terminal  charges  on  railways.     But  the 
hon.  Gentleman   was  the  Member  of  a 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  that 
particular  question.     It  was  his   duty  to 
bring  that  subject  under  the  consideration 
of  the   Commission,   and   recommend    to 
Parliament  what  he  thought  right  after 
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inquiry  by  the  Conimission.  But  the  hasty 
legislation  which  the  hon.  Member  now 
asked  for  was  not  prudent  or  justifiable. 
He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  did  not  wish  to 
prolong  the  Session  unnecessarily.  By 
not  passing  this  Bill  the  question  would  be 
left  where  it  was,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
must  be  held  responsible  for  declining  to 
protect  the  public  interests  covered  by  the 
Bill.  He  would  ask  leave  of  the  House  to 
withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
follow  the  course  which  all  his  Colleagues 
had  recommended  should  be  taken  with 
every  measure  that  had  come  before  them 
to-day  ;  and  therein  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  acting  with  great  discretion.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him 
(Mr.  Henley)  to  call  his  attention  to  this 
point.  The  House  had  been  informed 
that,  as  regarded  the  framing  of  this  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  held  no  con- 
Bultation  with  anybody,  but  had  framed  his 
measure  by  taking  those  clauses  which 
were  usually  found  in  railway  Acts. 

Mb.  milner  GIBSON  denied  having 
said  that  he  had  had  no  communication  with 
the  railway  authorities  in  respect  to  this 
measure.  He  had  certainly  intended  to 
Bay  the  very  reverse. 

Mb.  HENLEY  repeated,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  his  mea- 
sure was  framed  on  those  clauses  that 
were  usually  found  in  railway  Acts.  How 
was  it,  then,  that  every  provision  that 
operated  as  a  protection  to  the  public 'had 
been  struck  out  of  the  Bill  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  hand  ?  As  the  Bill 
originally  stood  there  were  five  or  six  pro- 
Tisions  which  gave  some  protection  to  the 
public  ;  but  they  were  now  gone.  Now, 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  in  in- 
troducing model  clauses,  to  take  care  to 
introduce  those  which  protected  the  public; 
the  railway  interest  was  quite  capable  of 
looking  after  itself.  The  title  of  the  Bill 
as  amended,  was,  "  A  Bill  for  consolidat- 
ing in  one  Act  provisions  frequently  in- 
serted in  acts  relating  to  Metrppolitan  and 
other  railways."  But  these  words  should 
have  been  added,  "  and  to  give  further 
power  to  certain  public  bodies  in  the  metro- 
polis to  obstruct  improvement,  and  enable 
railway  companies  further  to  oppress  the 
public."  He  was  thankful  that  the  mea- 
sure was  to  go  along  with  all  the  other 
Bills  already  discharged,  and  that  hon. 
Members  would  have  the  chance  of  getting 
away  sooner. 

Jfr.  Milner  fftison 


Mb.  ATRTON   aaid,  the   right    hoo. 
Gentleman    bad  given  no   explanation  of 
the  allusion  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Mn  M*Mahon)  to  the 
valuation  of  a  mechanic's  life  at  £100  in 
certain  oases  of  railway  accident.     Now, 
the  clause    in  question  was   really  of  ex- 
treme    benefit   to  the    working  classes. 
Whereas  the  railway  companies  had  power 
to  charge  at  the  rate  of  Id.  a  mile,  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  offered  to 
carry  working  men  at  certain  times  of  the 
day  at  the  rate  of  one  penny  per  joumej, 
upon  condition  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  company  should  be  limited  in  case  of 
railway  accident,  and  the  maximum  psj- 
ment  should  not  exceed  £100.     He  bsw 
nothing  in  this  arrangement  but  what  was 
highly  beneficial  to  the  working  man. 

Colonel  DUNNE  could  not  see  the 
advantage  to  the  working  classes  from  such 
an  arrangement,  and  asked  what  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  had  been  given  to  this 
valuation  of  a  working  man's  life  at  £100? 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 

Bill  mthdravm, 

SALMON  FISHERY  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILLHlBiLL  220.] 
THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  LAWSON  asked.  Whether*  there 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  alter  the  law  respecting  the 
Sol  way,  as  to  which  there  was  consider- 
able uncertainty  ? 

Mr.  peel  said,  the  Lord  Advocate 
intended  early  next  Session  to  introdoce  a 
Bill  making  the  law  on  that  point  quite 
clear. 

Bill  read  3^  and  passed. 

INDEMNITY  BILL. 
LEAYE.       FIRST    READING. 

Mr.  peel  moved  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  indemnify  such  persons  in 
the  United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to 
qualify  themselves  for  offices  and  employ- 
ments, and  to  extend  the  time  limited  for 
these  purposes  accordingly. 

Mr.  II  ADFIELD  asked.  Whether  it  was 
a  dignified  course  for  the  House  to  paM 
every  year  these  indemnity  Bills?  He 
believed  that  if  the  Government  had  taken 
up  a  measure  for  abolishing  the  old  quaii* 
fication  such  a  measure  would  have  paaaed 
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the  Upper  Hoqm  ;  but  the  Bill  he  had 
Bobmitted  had  been  rejected  by  the  other 
Hooae  of  Parliament  for  the  sixth  time, 
for  no  other  reason ,  that  be  could  oon- 
oeire,  except  to  punish  the  humble  in- 
diridual  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  peel  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  he  was  now  introducing  was  not  only 
to  grant  indemnity  to  those  officials  who 
had  not  taken  the  declaration  required  by 
the  Act  of  George  IV.,  but  also  to  grant 
it  to  those  who  had  not  taken  the  con- 
solidated oath  now  imposed  in  lieu  of  the 
former  oath  of  allegiance  and  abjuration. 
The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ference exclosiTcly  to  the  declaration  under 
the  Act  of  George  lY.,  and  even  if  passed 
it  would  not  have  dispensed  with  the  neces- 
sity of  this  measure. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  indemnify  such  persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  for  offices  and  employments, 
and  to  extend  the  time  limited  for  those 
purposes  respectively, ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Peel  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Bill  presenUd,  and  read  W  [Bill  234.] 


C0V80LIDATED  FUND  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodson,  Bill  to  apply  a 
som  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  aod  the  Surplas 
of  Waji  and  Meani  to  the  Serrice  of  the  year 
ending  thirty^first  day  ef  March  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-six,  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr;  Dodsok,  Mr. 
CHA5CELL0B  of  the  ExcHXQDXB,  and  M".  PxiL. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  1^. 


EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUANCB. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pmbl,  Bill  for  oontinuing 
various  expiring  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pxsl  and  Mr.  Chahoxllob  of  the  Ex- 

CBB^UXB. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  I"*.  [BiU  235.] 


COHPOUND  SPIRITS  WAREHOUSINO  BILL. 

Bill  **  to  allow  British  Compounded  Spirits  to 
be  warehoused  upon  Drawback/'  pregetUed,  and 
readl^  [BUI  233.] 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Four  o  clock. 


HOTJSE    OP    LORDS, 
Thuredayy  June  22,  1865. 
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Second  Reading — Fortifications  (Provision  for 
Expences)  •  7180) ;  Malt  Duty  •  ( 181 ) ;  Har- 
bours Transfer*  (182);  Trusts  Administra- 
tion  (Scotland)  *  (186) ;  Kingstown  Harbour  * 
(188);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)*  (189). 

Select  Cimmittee ^^ Report  —  Public  Schools* 
{S2), 

Committee -— Lxmhtio  Asylum  Act  (1853)  Ac. 
Amendment*  (160);  General  Post  Office  (Ad- 
ditional Site)*  (124) ;  Admiralty  Acts  Repeal* 
(165) ;  Admiralty  Powers,  dtc.* (166) ;  Dock- 
yard Ports  Regulation*  (167);  Small  Bene- 
fices (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amendment  (61). 

Report —  Public  Schools*  (32) ;  Lunatic  Asylum 
Act  (1853)  Ao.  Amendment  *  (ICO)  ;  Railway 
Debentures  Ao»  Registry  *  (191) ;  Locomotives 
on  Roads*  (164);  Mortgage  Debentures* 
(173);  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment* 
(106) ;  Smoke  Nuisances  (Scotland)  Acts 
Amendment  *  (136) ;  Procurators  (Scotland)  * 
(153). 

Third  Reading— VuhMo  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  *  (192)  ;  Trespass  (Scotland)* 
(146)  ;  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1858) 
Amendment*  (125) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation)*  (157)  ;  PiloUge  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  *  (154)  ;  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)*  (128) ;  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity  *  (158)  ;  Colonial  Mar- 
riages Validity  *(  159) ;  Defence  Act  (1860) 
Amendment  *  (152). 

SMALL  BENEFICES  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1860)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[bill   61.]      COMICITTEX. 

Bill  camidered  in  Committee  (aooordiog 
to  Order). 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE,  in  moying 
to  insert  a  neir  olause  after  Clanse  2, 
said,  that  it  was  in  harmony  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  one  to 
amend  the  Aots  relating  to  the  endow- 
ment of  district  parishes  and  huilding  of 
churches,  and  that  it  was  not  ohjected  to 
hy  the  Most  Rer,  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin).  As  the  law  now  stood  in  any 
case  where  a  district  parish  was  formed 
out  of  two  or  more  parishes,  and  the  bishop, 
by  the  power  he  now  possessed,  compelled 
the  incumbents  of  those  parishes  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  endowment  of  the  new 
parish,  or  in  case  it  was  made  out  of  a 
portion  of  one  parish,  then  the  incumben 
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of  that  parish,  and  they  alone,  had  the 
patronage  of  the  new  incumbency  in  such 
order  and  with  such  numher  of  turns  each 
as  the  bishop  might  think  fit.  It  might 
80  happen,  and  indeed  sometimes  did 
happen,  that  the  endowment  was  aug- 
mented bj  priyate  persons  in  the  form  of 
subscriptions  or  donations,  and  the  object 
of  this  Amendment  was  to  proyide  that  in 
the  case  of  any  person  subscribing  not  less 
than  £500,  the  bishop  might,  if  ho  chose, 
give  that  person  one  or  more  turns  in  the 
nomination  of  the  incumbent.  As  the 
clause  was  not  objected  to,  he  would,  with 
this  short  explanation,  moye  its  insertion. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Clause  inserted. 

Amendment  made  ;  the  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  To-Morrow  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.  (No.  205.) 

rentohabges  (ireland)  reyisiok  bill 

[h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  annual  Variation  of 
Rentcharges  in  liea  of  Tithe  in  Ireland,  and  its 
Applotment  in  certain  Cases — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Somsbhill  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  vrinted, 
(No.  20d.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'olook, 

till  To-morow,  half-past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
TJiuraday^  June  22,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  — New  Mbmbbb  Sworn— Henry 
William  Eaton,  esquire,  for  Coventry. 

SxLECT  CoMKiTXEB  —  Report — On  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  [No.  807]  ;    Mines  [No.  398] ; 

Thames  River  [No.  399]. 

PuBuo  ^lUJ^—Retolutions  in  CommUtce^^Tyxvii' 
pike  Acts  Continuance. 

Second  /^m^t'n^— Clerical  Subscription  [Lords] 

[199] ;    Consolidated    Fund    (Appropriation) ; 

Indemnity  [234]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance* 

[236] ;  Compound  Spiiito  Warehousing*  [233]. 

Committee — Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pen- 
sions) [183];  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit  •  (rtf-cowim.)  [228]  ;  County 
Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  [Lords']  [150]; 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  6)  * 
[209] ;  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  [225] ; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227]. 

Report — Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions) 
[133]  ;  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Public  Audit*  {re'Comm.)  [2281;  County  Courts 
Equitable  Jurisdiction  [Lords]  [150]. 

THE  PAYMASTER  GENERAL  AND  THE 
AUDIT  OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHAELES  DOUGLAS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether    it  be   the  Bystem 
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throughout  the  Oiyil  Servioe  that  two  per- 
sona are  seleeted  by  the  Treasury,  in  each 
office,  to  make  out  the  Liat  of  Payments 
to  be  made,  which  Lists  are  sent  to  the 
Paymaster  General,  who  pays  them  with- 
out question  if  signed  by  the  officers  duly 
appointed  to  sign,  and  the  Audit  Office 
passes  the  accounts  (of  some  offices)  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Paymaster  General  ?  Whe- 
ther those  officers  in  the  several  Depart- 
ments do  not  substantially  draw  cheques  on 
the  Paymaster  General,  as  the  Treasury 
banker,  which  are  honoured  by  him,  and 
passed  by  the  Audit  Office  as  a  matter  of 
course  ?  Who  audita  the  accounts  of  the 
drawers  of  cheques  ?  What  securities  are 
there  against  the  drawing  of  cheques  coa- 
trary  to  Treasury  authority,  and  possibiy 
not  for  the  Public  Seryice,  or  agunst  firaud, 
except  the  integrity  of  the  drawers  of 
cheques?  And  is  there  any,  and  what, 
security  for  the  discovery  of  fraud  by  an 
audit  of  the  accounts  in  the  account  of 
the  Paymaster  General  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  in  reply,  that  the  Question  of 
his  hon.  Friend  did  not  permit  of  being 
answered  in  that  House.  It  could  only 
be  answered  by  explanations  in  detail  of 
all  the  arrangements  connected  with  tbe 
drawing  of  money  and  the  audit  of  accoonts 
in  all  the  Departments  of  the  public  ser- 
vice ;  and  such  an  explanation,  if  given  by 
word  of  mouth  only,  would  not  be  intelli- 
gible to  the  House.  He  would,  however, 
give  his  hon.  Friend  a  partial  answer.  He 
should  be  happy  to  give  him  an  opportn- 
nity  of  considering  the  subject  more  at 
large,  leaving  it  to  him  to  determine  how 
far  he  would  prosecute  his  investigations; 
for  he  could  not  imagine  a  more  legiti- 
mate subject  of  inquiry  than  that  with 
which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  charge 
himself.  He  believed  he  should  be  right 
in  saying  that  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
any  one  system  prevailed  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Civil  Service.  The  pay- 
ments, the  accounts,  the  audits,  of  the 
diflPerent  Departments,  were  differently 
regulated ;  in  some  cases  by  precise  and 
stringent  provisions  of  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  in  others  by  the  authority  of  the  De- 
partment itself.  In  the  case  of  the  Navy, 
an  Act  of  William  IV.  provided  that  an  ac- 
count should  be  made  out,  signed  by  the 
Accountant  General  of  the  Navy,  and 
countersigned  in  the  manner  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  should  from  time  to  time 
direct.  In  this  instance,  therefore,  no 
question  of  selection  by  the  Treasury  could 
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uiie  at  all.  In  the  same  maimer  orders 
for  ih»  payment  of  money  istaed  by  the 
War  Office  were  signed  and  counter- 
signed;  but  in  that  case  there  must  be 
the  approval  of  the  Treasury.  Then  the 
rm^olations  of  the  Ciyil  Departments 
nuried  from  those  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Office,  and  the  names  of  the 
oOcen  who  were  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  signing  and  countersign- 
ing were  submitted  for  approval  to  the 
Treasury.  Whether  in  all  cases  there 
were  two,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Szehequer)  did  not  know,  but  he  thought 
it  very  possible  that  this  might  be  the 
gMieral  rule,  and  he  saw  nothing  un- 
rsMonable  in  the  plan  so  devised.  TJn- 
doabtedly  these  officers  would  draw  upon 
the  Paymaster  General,  and  their  drafts 
woald  have  the  effect  of  cheques  upon 
tiie  Fkiymaster  General.  Then,  his  hon. 
hiend  asked  who  audited  the  accounts, 
and  also  asked  what  security  there  was 
against  fraud,  except  the  integrity  of  the 
drawers  ^  Well,  the  Departments  had 
flieir  regulations  upon  this  subject,  and 
the  principal  security  against  fraud  or 
negligence  was  the  use  of  a  counter 
signature.  That  might  be  described  to 
be  the  system  in  which  all  our  payments 
were  regulated ;  and  he  believed  that  in 
Ihe  main  it  was  a  good  system.  It  was 
obvious  that  in  any  system  of  checks 
there  must  be  an  end  to  it  somewhere, 
and  somebody  there  must  be  from  whose 
Maolt  of  duty  the  public  must  suffer. 
Ihere  must  be  a  limit  to  the  multiplica- 
tioii  of  checks ;  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
nind  that  increased  security  was  by  no 
nieans  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  per- 
MMis  discharging  their  duty,  or  seeing  that 
it  was  discharged  by  others. 


NAVY— LOSS  OF  THE  "  BOMBAY." 

auxsnoN. 

ICb.  OWEN  STANLEY  said,  in  rising 
to  put  the  Questions,  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  notice,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
nindty  in  connection  with  the  loss  of  the 
Bcmhay,  he  must  preface  them  by  stating 
that  that  vessel  left  Monte  Yideo  for  prac- 
taoOy  and  having  sailed  about  fifteen  miles, 
ihe  placed  one  target  for  that  purpose. 
About  3.30  the  fire-bell  rang,  the  main- 
mast fell  at  4.15,  and  the  foremast  went 
at  6.5  ;  the  magazine  exploded  about  8.25, 
and  ninety-two  souls  perished,  not  by  fire, 
bat  by  drowning,  out  of  a  crew  of  620 


men,  and  two  officers  were  lost,  neither 
being  able  to  swim,  fie  held  in  his  hand 
a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Lieutenant 
Garr,  who  was  in  the  vessel,  and  in  which 
he  said — 

'^  I  am  8ure  no  man  who  could  swim  need  have 
lost  his  life  that  day;  those  who  could  not 
were  too  stupified  to  help  tiiemselres.  Though  a 
deal  of  gear  was  thrown  overboard  that  would 
have  floated,  manj,  many  poor  wretches  (marines) 
I  saw  who  could  not  swim  jumping  overboard, 
boots,  coats,  and  all.  I  saw  all  this  from  the 
quarter-deck  netting.  Had  the  breeze  been  as 
strong  as  it  was  an  hour  before,  half  those  saved 
would  have  been  lost.  Want  of  powers  of  swim- 
ming was  the  cause  of  their  deaths.  We  had  no 
men  in  their  beds ;  luckily  all  the  sick  were 
saved,  or  rather  saved  themselves." 

In  the  early  part  of  the  present  year,  he 
might  add,  twenty  cadets  of  the  mer- 
cantile marine  were  out  sailing  in  the 
river,  when  the  boat  was  upset,  and  ten  of 
them  were  drowned.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  there  was  any  special 
Keport  made  to  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
by  the  Admiral  of  the  station  as  to  the 
loss  of  ninety-two  Sailors  and  Marines 
from  the  burning  of  fier  Majesty's  ship 
Bomhay  off  Monte  Video,  on  the  14th  of 
last  December ;  if  he  can  state  the  number 
of  Marines  and  Sailors  who  were  drowned 
separately,  and  the  length  of  time  that 
elapsed  from  the  first  breaking  out  of  the 
fire  to  the  sinking  of  the  ship ;  if  there  were 
any  patent  Lifebelts  on  board  ;  and,  if  so, 
if  they  were  used  ?  If  there  is  any  order, 
rule,  or  system  in  the  Navy  or  the  Marine 
Corps  under  which  the  recruits  or  men 
are  taught  to  swim,  and  if  the  boys 
in  the  service  are  instructed  in  the  art 
of  swimming ;  and  how  many  the  crew  of 
fier  Majesty's  ship  Bomhay  were  on  the 
14th  of  December  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET,  in  reply, 
stated  that  the  cadets  on  board  the  Wor* 
cester  were  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  the  death  from  drown- 
ing of  the  ten  boys  at  Erith,  however  much 
it  was  to  be  regretted,  could  not  be  laid 
at  the  door  of  that  Department.  In  answer 
to  the  questions  which  had  reference  to 
the  loss  of  the  Bombay,  he  had  to  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  number  of 
those  who  perished  on  that  occasion 
amounted  in  all  to  ninety-one,  including 
two  officers,  forty-seven  seamen,  eight  boys, 
and  thirty-four  marines.  On  board  all  our 
training  ships  distinct  orders  were  issued 
by  the  Admiralty  to  the  effect  that  all  the 
boys  should  be  taught  to  swim.  Occasion- 
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ally  it  was  reported  that  some  boys  were 
BO  nervons  that  they  could  not  be  taaght, 
and  it  was  curious  that  one  of  the  boys 
who  was  drowned  in  the  case  of  the 
Bombay  was  a  boy  who  had  been  brought 
up  on  board  the  Excellent,  but  who  could 
never  learn  the  art  of  swimming.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  entering 
into  the  details  of  the  regulations  on  the 
sabjeot  which  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
Admiralty  for  the  boys  in  our  training 
ships  as  well  as  for  recruits  in  the 
marine  barracks,  but  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were  very 
stringent,  and  that  additional  instructions 
had  been  issued  that  they  should  not  be 
neglected.  With  regard  to  life-belts,  va- 
rious proposals  had  been  made  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  had  been  tried.  The  men 
had  in  some  instances  been  supplied  with 
cork  beds  with  the  view  of  saving  life  in 
the  event  of  the  occurrence  of  any  dis- 
aster, but  it  was  found  they  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  use  of  those  beds.  There 
were  at  present  life-belts  of  a  very  simple 
construction  in  use  in  the  Channel  fleet 
on  trial,  and  if  the  report  of  them  was 
favourable  they  would  be  generally  used. 
There  were  also  life-belts  at  our  Coast- 
guard stations,  and  the  usual  life-buoys 
on  board  every  ship.  The  total  number 
of  men  on  board  the  Bombay  had  been 
641,  of  whom,  as  already  stated,  ninety- 
one  were  lost.  The  length  of  time  be- 
tween the  discovery  of  the  fire  and  the 
blowing  up  of  the  ship  he  found  was  ex- 
actly four  hours  and  three  quarters.  He 
should  be  happy  to  give  further  informa- 
tion if  any  were  possessed  by  the  Admi- 
ralty, but  it  had  never  been  satisfactorily 
ascertained  how  the  fire  originated,  and 
all  the  other  facts  had  been  laid  before 
the  public. 

Mr.  OWEN  STANLEY  said,  he  wished 
to  add  that  last  year  the  Holyhead  lifeboat 
went  out  with  fifteen  men  on  board ;  the 
boat  was  upset,  but,  all  having  on  the  life- 
belts supplied  by  the  Royal  Humane  So- 
ciety, they  were  picked  up  by  a  steamer 
with  the  exception  of  one  man,  and  it  was 
supposed  that  he  had  been  struck  by  a 
spar. 

Mb.  cave  said,  that  he  might  reply  to 
that  portion  of  the  Question  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  been  able  to  answer. 
Boys  on  board  the  Worcester  were  taught 
to  swim,  and  since  the  accident  occurred 
some  time  ago  a  rule  had  been  made  that 
those  boys  who  could  not  swim  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  out  in  sailing-boats. 
Z(^d  Clarence  Paget 


EPISCOPAL  RESIDENOE  AT  BRISTOL. 

QUESnOK. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  laid, 
he  rose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  communica- 
tions from  the  City  of  Bristol,  or  whether 
their  attention  has  been  directed  to  any 
communications  made  by  the  City  of  Bris- 
tol to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissionen  re- 
specting the  claim  made  for  the  restoration 
of  an  Episcopal  Residence  at  Bristol; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  circumstanoes 
under  which  the  union  between  the  Sees 
of  Bristol  and  Gloucester  was  effected,  and 
whether  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  sale  of 
the  residence  purchased  for  Bishop  Monk, 
in  great  part  with  money  raised  by  taxa- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  Bristol,  and  the 
application  of  the  proceeds  to  the  erection 
of  the  Episcopal  Palace  at  Gloacester, 
without  providing  any  substituted  resi- 
dence at  Bristol,  is  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  terms  on  which  the  union  was 
made  ;  and  whether  there  will  be  any  ob« 
jection  to  produce  any  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  on  the  object  ?  He 
would  omit  the  clause  ''  in  great  part  with 
money  raised  by  taxation  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Bristol,''  because  the  fact  was  that 
the  City  of  Bristol  was  taxed  to  replace 
the  Episcopal  Residence  in  consequence  of 
its  destruction  in  the  time  of  the  Reform 
Bill  riots,  and  its  retention  might  lead  to 
misapprehension. 

Sia  GEORGE  GREY,  in  reply,  swd. 
he  was  not  aware  that  any  communication 
had  been  received  from  Bristol  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  certainly  his 
attention  had  not  been  directed  to  any 
communication  made  respecting  the  claim 
for  the  restoration  of  the  Episcopal  Resi- 
dence. He  was  generally  aware  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  union  of 
the  Sees  was  effected,  but  not  sufficiently 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
sale  of  the  residence  purchased  for  Bishop 
Monk,  and  the  application  of  the  proceeds 
to  the  erection  of  the  Episcopal  Palace  at 
Gloucester,  without  providing  any  substi- 
tuted residence  at  Bristol,  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  spirit  of  the  terms  on  which 
the  union  was  made.  But,  on  inquiry  at 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  Office,  he 
found  that  there  had  been  a  Correspon- 
dence, and  he  believed  that  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  its  production. 
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THE  THAMES  EMBANKMENT. 
QTTESnOK. 

Mb.  CAYE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Preddent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had 
complied  with  the  requisition  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  as  suggested  in  the  report  of 
MeasFB.  Coode  and  Rawlinson,  that  thej 
ahonld  draw  larger  quantities  of  material 
for  the  Thames  Emhaukment  from  the  hed 
of  the  river ;  and,  if  not,  what  course  he 
proposed  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  repHed,  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  on  the  subject,  and  the  Board  of 
Works  passed  a  Resolution  on  Monday 
last,  which  he  would  read — 

"That  80  long  as  the  material  raised  from  the 
liter  opposite  the  embankment  works  continues 
to  be,  in  the  opinion  of  the  engineer,  suitable  for 
the  pnrposes  of  the  embankment,  the  engineer  be 
instraeted  to  allow  no  other  material  to  come  on 
to  the  embankment  works,  except  for  the  backing 
i»f  tbe  embankment  wall,  the  cross  dams,  the  ma- 
terial required  for  puddling,  and  other  necessary 
purposes." 

He  had  to-day  received  a  private  commu- 
nication that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  were  now  acting  on  the  spirit  of 
that  Resolution,  and  that  the  referees,  to 
whom  the  question  of  the  suitableuess  of 
the  mfterial  was  referred,  had  reported 
that  the  material  dredged  out  of  the  river 
was,  in  the  main,  fit  to  be  used  in  filling 
in  the  embankment. 

SATURDAY  HALF-HOLIDAY  IN  GOVERN- 
MENT OFFICES.—QUESTION. 

Mk.  BUXTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  application  made  to  him  by  a  deputa- 
tion which  waited  upon  him  some  time 
nnce,  with  regard  to  affordiog  the  clerks 
in  the  several  Government  offices  the  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  a  half-holiday  on 
Saturday  afternoons  ? 

ViscoTxaT  PALMERSTON:  I  think, 
Sir,  the  subject  of  that  application  is  one 
vhich  is  very  deserving  of  consideration. 
There  may  b^  some  offices  in  which  the 
irhole  of  the  Department  could  not  be 
allowed  to  have  a  half-holiday.  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  is  in  communica- 
tion with  the  officers  of  the  different  De- 
partments in  order  to  see  how  far  a  half- 
ooliday  on  Saturday  afternoons  can  be 
made  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 


the  public  service.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
a  great  number  of  the  Departments  can 
allow  a  half-holiday. 

CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BILL  {Lord$). 
[bill   199.]      SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  the  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  ap- 
pointed   at    the    beginning    of    1864    to 
consider  and  revise  the  various  forms  of 
subscription  and    declarations  required  to 
be  taken  by  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church.      This   subject  of  Clerical  Sub* 
scription  is  one   that   has  recently   occu- 
pied a  good  deal  of  public  attention  and 
occasioned  much  discussion.   Motions  have 
have  been  made  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament on  the  matter.     In  the  House  of 
Lords  two  or  three  years  ago  a  Bill  was 
proposed,    the    object  of    which   was  to 
repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
as  required  a  declaration  to  be  made  of 
unfeigned  assent  and  consent  to  everything 
contained  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer. 
In  1863  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Mr.  Buxton)  made  a  Motion  of 
a    more  general    character,    asking   the 
House  to  declare  it   expedient   that   the 
terms  of  clerical  subscription   should   be 
relaxed.     Tho  Government  met  that  Mo- 
tion, not  with  a  direct  negative,  but  by 
the  Previous  Question,  and  that  course,  I 
think,   was    sanctioned    by    the    general 
acquiescence  of  the   House.      They  felt 
that  in  what  was  urged  by  my  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  number  and  complexity  of  tho 
various  forms  of  subscription  required  by 
law  from  the  clergy,  there  was  consider- 
able   force  ;   they   were  not  prepared   to 
say  that  no  alteration  should  take  place  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  felt  it  would 
be  inexpedient  for  the  House  to  make  any 
general  declaration  that  the  forms  of  sub- 
scription should  be  relaxed  without  being 
prepared  with  a  specific  proposal  as  to  the 
forms  of  subscription  that  ought  to  be  sub- 
stituted.    They  also  felt  that  before  any 
specific    alteration  was    proposed   it   was 
desirable  that  the  whole  subject  should  bo 
considered  and    fully  inquired  into  by  a 
Commission  appoiuted  by  the  Crown.     In 
conformity  with  that  opinion  Her  Majesty 
was  advised  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission 
to  consider  and  revise  the  various  forms  of 
subscription  and  declaration  to  be  made  by 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  on  their  appointment,  admission. 
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or  induetion  to  any  benefioe  or  office;  and  to 
report  their  opinion  bow  far  thej  might  be 
altered  consiBtently  with  doe  security  for 
the  declarant  adherence  of  the  clergy  to  the 
doctrines  and  ritual  of  the  Church.  The 
principle  of  subscription  was  not  at  all  in 
question.  It  was  assumed  that  the  Church 
had  a  right  to  require  from  those  who  de- 
sired to  enter  the  ranks  of  her  clergy  that 
they  should  publicly  declare  their  general 
agreement  with  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
and  their  readiness  to  conform  to  her 
ritual.  The  object  of  the  Commission  was 
to  see  how  far  those  objections  might  be 
removed  which  were  entertained  to  the 
great  variety  and  complexity  of  the  forms 
of  subscription  and  declarations  from  time 
to  time  framed,  and  now  by  law  required. 
In  selecting  the  Members  to  constitute 
that  Commission,  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Government  that  it  should  be  so  com- 
posed as  to  command  tho  general  con- 
fidence of  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  for  that  purpose  they  felt  it 
desirable  that  it  should  be  partly  com- 
posed of  clerical  and  partly  of  lay  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  They  were  also 
anxious  that  it  should  comprise  Members 
—  I  will  not  say  of  different  parties  in  the 
Church — but  of  the  different  phases  of 
opinion  that  we  know  are  entertained  with- 
in the  limits  of  the  Church,  by  persons 
equally  attached  to  her  doctrines  and 
formularies.  And  I  am  happy  to  believe 
that  we  succeeded  in  attaining  that  object. 
The  four  archbishops  of  the  Established 
Church  were  placed  on  that  Commission, 
together  with  several  of  its  bishops  and 
clergy,  occupying  different  grades  in  the 
Church,  and  with  them  were  associated 
twelve  laymen,  the  Commission  being  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. To  the  patience,  care,  time,  and 
attention  bestowed  on  this  important  sub- 
ject by  the  Commission  we  are  indebted 
for  tho  valuable  report  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  by  Her  Majesty's  commands 
laid  some  time  since  on  the  table  of  this 
House.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  re- 
commendations of  that  report  were  unani- 
mously agreed  to  by  tho  Members  of  the 
Commission — in  fact  the  only  name  that 
is  not  found  among  the  signatures  to  the 
report  is  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Heathcote],  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  only  reason  he  did  not  sign  was 
because  he  was  absent  from  the  country, 
and  at  the  time  suffering  from  severe  in- 
disposition.    We  are  all  happy  to  see  him 

/Sir  George  Orey 


among  us  again,  and  I  believe  it  is  the 
intention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  confirm  my 
statement  as  to  his  entire  concurrence  in 
the  report  of  the  Commission.  The  Report, 
after  setting  forth  the   different  forms  of 
subscription  and  declarations  now  made  by 
the  clergy,  and  the  laws  under  which  these 
are  required,  points  out  some  material  dif- 
ferences existing  between  the  subscriptioo 
and  declarations  made  by  the   clergy  in 
England  and  those    made  by  tho  dergj 
of  the  Irish    branch    of  the    Established 
Church.     After  having  pointed  out  this, 
the   first   recommendation   is    that  those 
distinctions  should  be  removed,  and  that 
the  same  declarations  which  are  required 
to  be  taken  by  the  clergy  of  this  coao- 
try,  should  also  be   taken  by  the  clergy 
of    the    Established    Church    in  Ireland. 
Their  next   recommendation  —  the   most 
important  one,  and,,  indeed,  the  main  ob- 
ject  of  the  Bill — is   that  on  every  oces- 
sion  on  which  a  subscription  or  declaratioD 
is  required  to  be    made  in    England  or 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  Articles  of 
Religion  or  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
the  existing  subscriptions  or  declarations, 
having  reference  to  the  doctrines  and  li- 
turgy of  the  Church,  should  be  discontinued; 
and  that  the  following  declaration  sboold 
be  substituted  for  them — 

''I,  A.  B.,  do  soleiDDl/  make  the  following  de- 
claration. I  assent  to  the  Thirty-nine  Aftieleiof 
Religion,  and  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and 
the  ordering  of  bishops,  priests,  and  deacons.  I 
believe  the  doctrine  of  the  United  Ghuroh  of 
England  and  Ireland  as  therein  set  forth  to  be 
agreeable  to  tho  Word  of  God,  and  in  poblie 
prayer  and  administration  of  the  Sacramenti,  I 
will  use  the  form  in  the  said  book  prescribed,  and 
none  other,  except  so  far  as  shall  be  ordered  \si 
lawful  authority." 

With  reference  to  these  last  words,  tbey 
point  to  the  power  exercised  by  the  Qaeen 
in  Council  of  ordering  special  prayers  for 
occasions  of  public  thanksgiving  or  cala- 
mity, or  such  other  like  occasions.  The 
other  recommendations  contained  in  the 
Report  have  reference  to  the  oaths  taken 
by  the  clergy.  I  need  not  go  into  them 
in  detail,  but  they  refer  to  the  time  at 
which  these  oaths  are  to  be  taken,  and  the 
substitution  of  a  declaration  in  certain 
cases  for  these  oaths.  Tho  main  reeom- 
mendation,  substituting  for  the  present 
system  a  general  declaration  of  assent  to 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church,  and  a  willing- 
ness to  conform  to  its  ritual  was  not  only 
unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Commission, 
but  has  also  met  with  the  general  concur- 
rence of  other  members  of  the  Bstablished 
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Chareh  both  olerioal  and  lay,  who  hod  had 
the  opportunitj  of  giving  oonaideration 
to  the  aubject.  The  OonTooations  both 
of  Ganterburj  and  York  hare  signified 
their  concurrence  in  the  most  formal 
manner  in  these  recommendations,  and 
although  there  is  no  general  assembly 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland  capable  of  ex- 
presaing  its  concurrence  in  an  equally  for- 
mal manner,  yet  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Established  Church  was  fully  represented 
on  tlie  Commission,  the  two  Archbishops 
hafiog  signed  the  Report  in  common  with 
the  other  Commissioners.  The  Bill  also 
comes  down  to  us  with  the  unanimous  con- 
corrence  of  the  House  of  Lords.  There 
is  «  great  weight  of  authority,  therefore, 
m  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  I  belicTO  it  is 
calculated  to  confer  a  great  and  essential 
benefit  upon  the  Established  Church.  I 
will  jnat  allude  to  the  notice  of  Amendments 

SWen  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ember  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Whiteside).  In  the  principle  of  those 
Amendments  I  entirely  concur,  and  if  they 
are  adopted  they  will  substantially  restore 
the  Bill  to  the  form  in  which  it  was 
originally  proposed  by  the  Government. 
They  will  correct  what  I  conceive  to  be 
a  mistake  which  has  been  committed  by 
the  other  House  in  regard  to  the  old,  obso- 
lete oath  of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and 
abjuration  required  to  be  taken  by  the  Act 
of  William  and  Mary,  instead  of  the 
consolidated  oath  of  21  &  22  of  Vic- 
toria, which  is  the  oath  taken  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  although 
it  is  not  at  present  exacted  from  the 
dergy  of  the.  Church  in  England.  If 
that  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
Bill,  and  if  it  should  be  assented  to  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it  will  be, 
1  think,  an  essential  improvement.  It 
n  roost  satisfactory  to  know  that  this 
Bill  has  met  with  such  nniversal  concur- 
rence, and  I  will  only  state  my  confident 
belief  that  if  these  recommendations  are 
adopted,  the  new  form  of  declaration  will 
easentialljr  secure  the  object  which  we  all 
have  in  view— namely,  that  there  should 
be  a  declared  agreement  on  the  part  of 
those  who  enter  the  Church  with  the  doc- 
trinea  of  the  Church,  and  an  avowal  of 
their  intention  to  conform  to  the  liturgy 
and  ritual  of  the  Church.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  adoption  of  these  recommenda- 
tions will  remove  objections  of  a  serious 
character,  founded  upon  the  variety  of 
subscriptions  and  declarations  now  re- 
qaired,  and  the  use  of  terms  on  which  very 


different  interpretations  are  placed  by  men 
of  great  authority.  These  objections  have 
had  a  tendency  to  prevent  the  entrance 
into  the  Church  of  men  of  the  highest 
character  and  of  the  most  undoubtcnd  at- 
tachment to  the  Church,  and  who  were 
fitted  to  shed  lustre  upon  the  Establish- 
ment, and  to  discharge  with  the  greatest 
advantage  the  high  duties  of  its  Ministers, 
I  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iS'tr  Oe&rge  Qrey.) 

Mr.  WHITESIDE :  Sir,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
value  and  utility  of  this  Bill.  I  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Govern- 
ment deserve  the  thanks  of  the  House  for 
the  manner  in  which  the  Commission  was 
constituted  which  was  empowered  to  inquire 
into  this  very  delicate  and  important  sub- 
ject. I  have  also  personally  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  oourteoua 
manner  in  which  he  has  considered  the 
Amendments  which  I  liavo  proposed,  and 
I  am  entirely  content  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  deal  with  them.  To  obtain  simplicity 
and  uniformity  in  the  Church,  and  at  the 
same  tinio  to  make  the  Bill  acceptable  to 
the  class  of  persons  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  is  a  great  gain  to  the 
Church.  The  closing  words  of  the  Com* 
mission,  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
alluded,  deserve  the  notice  of  the  House. 

They  are — 

• 

**  These  reoommendations  wo  now  hnmblj  offer 
to  your  Majesty.  To  carry  them  into  efl^t  some 
alterations  must  be  made  in  the  oaoons  of  the 
Church,  and  some  in  the  statutes  of  the  realm. 
Wo  trust  that  our  proposals  will  be  willingly  ac- 
cepted both  by  tho  Church  and  by  the  State." 

These  are  judicious  suggestions,  because 
they  point  to  an  alteration  of  the  canons  of 
tho  Church  and  the  effect  to  bo  given  to  these 
alterations  by  the  Legislature.  How  were 
the  Articles  of  the  Church  originally  pre- 
pared and  confirmed  ?  IIow  is  that  matter 
stated  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  ?  It 
is  recited  that  by  tho  General  Synod  of 
tho  Church,  acting,  no  doubt,  with  the 
licence  of  the  Crown,  those  Articles  were 
recommended  to  the  Crown  and  adopted 
by  the  Crown,  and  the  declaration  prefixed 
to  them  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
points  to  the  Convocation  of  the  Church 
as  tho  proper  tribunal  to  consider  such 
questions,  and  says  that  whenever    it  is 
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Deeeasary  to  consider  matters  of  the  same  | 
nature  the  same  high  authority  should  be 
summoned  again  to  recommend  to  the 
Crown  such  alterations  as  the  wisdom  of 
Convocation  might  suggest.  The  subse- 
quent ratification  of  these  Articles  in  the 
time  of  Elizabeth  points  to  ConTOcation 
again  as  the  assembly  which  is  to  express 
its  opinion  on  these  subjects.  I  have  nsked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more  than  once 
during  the  last  ten  days  for  the  document, 
or  a  copy  of  it,  which  he  in  official  lan- 

fuage  said  was  in  course  of  preparation, 
t  is  what  is  called  a  licence  to  be  granted 
to  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury  or  York, 
or  either  of  them.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  labours  are  so 
weighty  that  he  has  been  unable  to  prepare 
that  difficult  and  elaborate  paper.  The 
more  I  press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  paper  the  more  reluctant  he  appears  to 
be  to  present  it,  but  now  that  Parliament  is 
about  to  be  dissolved,  I  suppose  it  will  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  I  have  a  serious 
question  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  reference  to  this  point.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  heads  of  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land being  consulted.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  consult  them.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  Convocation  of  the  Church 
being  called  upon  to  give  its  assent  to 
what  is  originated,  particularly  when  the 
Crown  can  suggest  the  subject  to  be  dis- 
cussed, and  afterwards  affirm  it  by  its  license. 
Nothing  can  be  more  temperate  or  more 
respectful  than  to  give  that  power  to  the 
Church.  But  I  do  not  comprehend  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  issuing  a  paper  which  would  call  upon 
Convocation  to  give  a  political  "Amen" 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  had  been 
already  passed.  In  relation,  therefore,  to 
the  questiou  as  touching  the  Irish  branch 
of  the  Church,  I  beg  to  refer  to  a  protest 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  of  which 
I  have  procured  a  copy.  Now,  let  me  say, 
first,  that  I  support  the  Bill  cordially,  and 
I  think  the  Amendments  which  I  propose 
to  introduce  will  make  it  an  excellent  mea- 
sure. But  I  am  speaking  now  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Convocation  of  Eng- 
land are  asked  to  give  their  opinion,  and 
of  the  abrupt  and  somewhat  contumelious 
Btjrle  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
snuffed  out  the  Convocation  of  Ireland. 
The  protest  drawn  up  by  certain  eminent 
members  of  the  Irish  episcopal  body  was 
in  these  terms— 

Mr.  Whiteside 
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1.  Beoause  that,  wkile  a^^reeing  that  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  simplify  and  asBimilate  the  Lawi  of 
Clerical  Subscription  in  all  the  Provinoes  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and    Ireland,   and 
while  acquiescing  In  the  general  Reaaonableness 
of  the  Recommendations  made  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
founded,  we  deem  it  inconsistent  with  the  anoienk 
Customs  of  this  Church  and   Realm  that  in  ^ 
Spiritual  Matter  so  nearly    afTeoting  the  whole 
Body  of  the  Clergy,  Canons  enacted  with  the  Assent 
of  the  Crown,  by  the  Bishops  and  Clergy  synodic 
cally  assembled,  should  be  altered  or  aanoUfltf 
without  a  Royal  Licence  previously  given  to  then 
to  re-consider  and  alter  those  Canons. 

"  2.  Because  the  Course  taken  in  the  bringing 
in  and  passing  this  Bill,  which  alters,  witboot 
the  Concurrence  of  all  the  Bishops  and  Clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  synodittUj 
assembled.  Canons  of  the  Chureh  respeotiog 
Clerical  Subscription  as  a  Condition  of  Admisiioft 
into  Holy  Orders,  is  regarded  by  us  as  not  onlf 
without  adequate  Precedent,  but  without  sufficient 
Ground  of  general  Expediency. 

"  3.  Because  we  think  that  the  passing  of  tliif 
Bill,  with  the  Concurrence  of  the  English,  but 
witiiout  the  Concurrence  of  the  Irish  Bishops  tnd 
Clergy  synodically  convened,  may  appear  prsjodi- 
cial  to  their  undoubted  Right  to  a  full  rarticipa- 
tion  in  the  Common  Privileges  of  the  SpiritaaUt/ 
of  the  United  Church,  a  Right  declared  by  thi 
Parliaments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  be 
an  essential  and  fundamental  Part  of  the  Uoiw 
of  those  Kingdoms." 

I  submit  that  it  would  he  a  Tory  difficult 
thing,  even  for  a  Gentleman  ao  well  is- 
formed  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  answer 
satisfactorily  the  reasons  contained  in  thit 
Protest.     I  beg  now  to  draw   attention  to 
a  petition  whicli  I  have  had  the  honour  to 
present    from   the   University  of  Doblis, 
and  which  bears  the  seal  of  the  University. 
It  states  a  legal  difficulty  upon  whieh  I 
should  like  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney General.      What  is  the  meaobg 
and  what  can  be  the  effect  of  this  liceoee 
to  be  granted  to  the  Convocation  of  Gsn- 
terbury  or  York,  or  both,  to  deal  with  an 
Act  of  Parliament  after  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament has   passed  ?      It  is  only  giving 
them  license  to  say  "  Amen  "  to  the  Act 
of  Parliament,    and    that  ia  a  thing  the 
advantage  of  which  I  cannot  comprehend. 
To    give  the  Convocation    of   the  Eng- 
lish   branch  of  the  Church    by  licence  a 
right  to  consider  the  subject  matter  of  s 
canon  was  becoming  ;  but  the  granting  of 
such  a  licence  as  this  is  not  very  respect- 
ful   to    Convocation,    and    has  no   sense 
of  significance  in  regard  to  the  canons  of 
the  Church.     The  petition  of  the  provost, 
fellows,  and  scholars  of  the  Uniforsitj  of 
Dublin  states — 
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•'That  the  GlerioalSabioriptioii  Bill  now  be- 
Jbrt  Pterllameiit  ilfeoti  the  interestf  of  the  Irish 
bnneh  of  the  Choreh  in  the  Hune  degree  as  it 
aiEeote  the  interests  of  the  English  branch,  and 
the  nme  reasons  which  haTO  rendered  it  desir- 
able to  give  permission  to  the  prorinoes  of  Can- 
terbury and  York  to  express  their  opinion  as  to 
any  alteration  of  their  canons  and  obligations 
apply  with  eqoal  force  to  the  Irish  proTinces  of 
the  United  Chnroh. 

"  That  your  petitioners  do  not  wish  to  opposo 
the  progress  of  the  aforesaid  Bill,  but  they  pray 
that  yonr  honourable  House  would  be  pleased  to 
deriee  in  your  wisdom  such  measures  as  will 
hereafter  giTo  to  the  Irish  clergy  a  power  of  ex- 
pieesiog  their  opinion,  in  conjunction  wiih  the 
knglish  clergy,  on  matters  affecting  the  common 
intereat  of  the  United  Church,  and  especially  that 
yoa  will  preeerTO  in  its  integrity  the  union  of  the 
Charebea  of  England  and  Ireland." 

I  with  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentloman 
hii  authoritj  for  stating  that  thcro  is  no- 
bod  j  known  to  the  law  in  Ireland  which 
eonld  express  its  opinion  on  tho  question. 
I  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  a  matter  which  occurred  in  the  time  of 
the  Biahop  of  Llandaff,  just  prior  to  the 
onion,  when  the  necessity  of  introducing 
certain  securities  for  the  Church  of  Ireland 
waa  being  discussed.     In  the  memoirs  of 
the   Bishop  of   Llandaff  there  appears  a 
correapondence  between  him  and  the  Arch- 
bishop  of  Canterbury  as   to   whether   it 
wonld  be  wise  or  politic  to  introduce  into 
the  Act  of  Union  a  clause  or  two  clauses 
pointing  out  the  manner  in  which,  after 
the  passing  of  the  measure,  Confocation 
should  be  assembled.     ConTocation  in  Ire- 
land had  met  from  time  to  time,  and  Went- 
worth   Lord    Strafford   drew   the    Article 
which  identified  tho  doctrine  and  discipline 
of  the  two  Churches  of  England  and  Ire- 
land.     The   Convocation   of  Ireland   lay 
dormant  for  a  time,  as  the  Conrocation  of 
England  had  done  for  eighty  years,  but 
thai  was  no  proof  of  its   non-existence. 
The  Act  of  1793  (33  Geo,  III.,  c.  29). 
in  Act  to  prcTont  the  meeting  of  unlawful 
liscmbliea,  says — 

"  Save  and  except  the  knights,  citizens,  and 
hurgesees  elected  to  serve  in  tho  Parliament 
thereof,  and  save  and  except  the  Houses  of  Con- 
voeation  duly  summoned  hy  the  King's  writ." 

Now,  what  occurred  prior  to  the  Union  on 
the  subject  ?      It  seems  that  a  communi- 
cation had  been  addressed  to  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  on  the  subject,  and 
he,  beinff  puisled,   consulted  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff,  who  thought  himself  an  ill- 
nied  Prelate  because  he  was  not  made  an 
arehbisbop.      He   seemed  to    have   been 
rsther  liberal  in  his  views.     The  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  says-* 
YOL.  CLXXX.  [tbxxd  sebies.] 


"  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  liad  asked  my 
opinion  relative  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  I 
sent  to  him  the  following  letter,  dated  5th  March, 
I860  :— '  My  Lord  Archbishop— I  think  the  Act 
of  Parliament  proposed  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Cashel  and  Dr.  Duignan  to  be  wholly  unnecessary, 
but  I  approve  of  the  addition  to  the  0th  Article 
suggested  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (an  addition 
relatiye  to  tho  mode  in  which  Convocation  was 
to  be  summoned).  I  approve,  however,  of  this 
addition  merely  as  it  may  tend  to  conciliate  those 
who  seem  to  entertain  apprehensions  for  the  se- 
curity of  the  Irish  Church,  and  not  as  thinking 
it  in  any  degree  requisite  for  that  end,  which  is  in 
no  degree  endangered  hj  the  onion.  A  united  Con- 
vocation will  sufficiently  unite  both  the  Churches 
of  England  and  Ireland  at  present  and  as  to 
all  future  changes,  if  it  should  be  ever  thought 
expedient  to  make  any  ;  and,  as  to  identification, 
tho  Churches  are  at  present  identified,  not  only 
in  the  leading  principles  of  Protestantism  and 
Episcopacy,  but  in  doctrine,  discipline,  and  wor- 
ship. Above  all  things,  1  wish  the  Church  of 
England  to  forbear  affecting  a  superiority  over 
that  of  Ireland,  by  attempting  to  obtain  an  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  to  the  see  of  Canterbury." 

Now,  that  is  a  recommendation   which  I 
hope  the  English  branch  of   the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  will  take 
to  heart.     We  in   Ireland  cannot  submit 
to  be  snuffed  out  so  unceremoniously  as  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  proposes  to   snuff  us 
out.     I  beg  now  to  call  attention  to  some 
correspondence  of  the  late  Primate  of  Ire- 
land,  in   order  to  correct  an   observation 
made  in  another  place  by  Earl  Granville, 
who  stated  that  the  late  Primate  of  Ire- 
land was  unfavourable  to  Convocation.     In 
a  certain  sense  Earl  Granville  was  right, 
ill  another  sense  he  was  wrong.     The  late 
Primate  was  opposed  to  a  provincial  Con- 
vocation ;  for  he  was  always  of  opinion  that 
tho  only  Convocation  which  would  be  of  any 
worth  would  bo  the  Convocation  pointed  out 
by  the  Treaty  of  Union,  intended  by  Mr.  Pitt, 
and  following  as  tho  necessary  consequence 
from  the  Great  Compact  itself.     But  to 
pass  to  another  matter.      Has  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  been  well  advised  by  his 
lawyers  when  he  said  that  the  Queen  could 
order  prayers  without  tho  consent  of  the 
Church  ?      Did  I   understand  him  to  say 
that?     I  believe  that  it  \f  a  very  doubtful 
matter,  though  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  that 
no  one  would  be  more  likely  to  make  such 
an  order  in  a  pious  spirit,  or  to  direct  what 
is  right.     But  would  it  bo  binding  on  each 
branch  of  the  Church  ?     Who  first  devised 
the  forms  of  prayer  ?     The  Church  is  not 
a  Parliamentary  engine,  to  ho  used  or  laid 
aside  by  the  Minister  of  the  day.     In  due 
submission  to  the  Crown,  as  the  supreme 
Governor  of  the  Realm,  it  has  rights  of  its 
own,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House  will  be 
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dimoMd  to  deprive  it  of  that  ancieo 
authority.  There  i<  mnother  queetio] 
I  ahould  like  to  pot  (o  the  right  hen 
Oentleman.  In  the  case  of  a  geoen 
eanon — I  am  not  speaking  of  a  profit) 
oial  regulation — can  tliat  general  canon 
eitablishing  a  general  principle,  and  aanc 
tioncd  in  a  general  sj'nod  oi  the  Church 
he  got  rid  of  b;  iho  decision  of  one  proTinc 
of  York  or  Canterbury  ?  A  very  seriou 
qnestion  ariiea  when  jon  wish  to  niakeim 
prorementa  and  rcformB— and  I  admit  the 
rcforraa  may  properly  be  made  —  uamcly 
trhat  ia  the  authoritj  by  which  ihej  cm 
ho  carried  out  ?  I  admit  that  the  laity  an 
not  bound  by  canoni  which  may  biod  thi 
clergy  ;  but  qnoad  (he  Charch  the  canon: 
are  binding,  and  con  the  province  of  Yorl 
or  Canterbury  pnBs  n  canon  binding  on  th< 
wliole  Church  ?  Clearly  not  I  think 
Take  the  canon  relating  lo  sponsors,  whici 
orders  that  parents  ought  not  lo  be  spon 
iora  for  their  own  children,  which  is  i 
general  canon  of  the  whole  Church— doei 
the  right  hon.  Qentletnan  say  that  tin 
lanction  of  a  general  ajnod  woulil  not  hi 
necessary  to  change  the  2!^ih  canon  i 
Could  it  bo  got  rid  of  by  an  Order  ir 
Council,  or  by  a  decision  of  one  branch, 
either  of  York  or  Canterbury  ?  It  is  right 
to  coaaider  propoeala  of  reform  and  ini' 
proTement,  and  I  admit  that  the  canont 
require  reForm  and  improTement ;  bul 
what  ta  the  lawful  authority  hy  whioli 
these  improvementi  can  be  effected  ! 
When  it  waa  proposed  to  alter  the  29lli 
canon,  relating  to  sponsors,  the  Primate 
and  Bialiopa  of  Ireland  addressed  a  memo- 
rial to  Her  Majesty,  in  which  they  said 
that— 

"  Ths  ConToeation  of  tb«  proTinm  of  Osnter- 
blU7  hsTlog  applied  for  and  obtained  roar  Mk. 
JMtj'i  liocnce  fbr  the  purpoae,  has  repealed  the 
28th  canon,  and  in  plue  thereof  enacted  a  nen 
canon,  whioh  cow  awaita  jonr  Mjyeitj'a  aaaotion," 
And  that  "  the  conrocation  of  York  has 
likewise  asked  for  and  receifed  a  licence 
/or  the  same  purpose."  Tbey  added  that 
they  understood  that  steps  were  taken  by 
the  province  of  Canterbury  to  frame  new 
forms  of  prayer  for  thanksgiring  after 
barreat,  and  for  other  occasions,  and  to 
regulate  discipline;  and  they  added — 

"  A   DBw   rule  of  apaniorihip,   aew  fomu  of 


prcTJneea  of  Canterbnrj  and  York,  to  the  oioln- 
■ion  of  the  Iriih  provincea,  wonid  diatorb  the  uni- 
iDnnitjr  of  ths  Oliurch  and  Tiolate  tbe  ipirit  of 
the  A«t  of  Uniop.  Id  tuoh  gnia  aattert  we 
coDDeiie  that  the  whole  nnEtod  Church  la  con- 
Jfr.  Whitusiih 


eeroed  and  tliat,  in  Mch  imllaii.  tke  adiiee,  aat 
of  one  or  two  proriDcial  mjooHm  ealj  slwaU  ba 
takenibntofaceDarAlajiiodoftlie  United  Chsiab 
of  Engbnd  and  Ireland." 

This  was  in  July,  1861,  and  the  nstial 
formal  acknowledgment  of  its  receipt  waa 
forwarded,  but  it  appeared  then  to  hare 
been  forgotten  by  the  right  hon.  Geatl^' 
man.  The  fact  waa,  the  right  hon.  Oeotle- 
man  could  not  answer  it,  and  the  alteratisa 
of  the  !J9th  canon  was  not  proceeded  vilb, 
which  ahoma  that  the  memorial  waa  fouodd 
in  reason.  In  February,  18S2,  tlie  Aret 
bishop  of  Canterbury,  in  the  name  of  tbs 
Conrocation  of  his  prorince,  acting  towanb 
the  Irish  Church  with  tbat  kiodneaa  sod 
consideration  and  brotherly  feeling  wbieb 
from  such  men  might  he  expected,  wrote 
to  the  Archbishops  of  Armagh  and  Dublis, 
communicating  what  had  been  done  to 
obtain  the  authcrlcation  of  a  special  forai 
of  tbanksgiTing  for  harvest,  and  to— 

"  lUqoeat  their  Graces  tc  take  loob  atrft  ai 
to  them  ma;  asem  espediamt  to  obtaio  the  ^liN 
and  coDourrenoe  of  their  branch  of  tba  Unitsd 
Chnreh ;" 

forgetful  that  there  was  no  mode  of  ob- 
taining tbat  concurrence.  Id  Jose,  1863, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  gave  an  answer  tt 
the  Primate  as  follows  : — 

"As  roar  Grace  has  eapresiada  deairs to fcawr 
Her  Majeatr'a  deoisioD,  Her  Mi^l^'a  Gertn- 
mant  hare  not  felt  it  to  be  their  dot/  to  adraa 
Her  Maiestf  to  oonveiie  a  general  ajnod  of  Ai 
United  Chnreh  of  England  and  Irelaad.  Tki; 
beliere  tbat  no  anoh  ajnod  erer  waa  imairwiJ. 
and  the;  are  not  aware  that,  if  ooDTenad,  it  woiU 
hare  an;  legal  power." 

I  ehonld  like  to  aak  the  Attorney  Gensnl 
whether,  if  there  were  anoh  a  aynod,  bs 
holds  tbat  it  would  bare  no  legal  power! 
What  power  has  the  ConVbeation  uav 
assembled  !  If  it  be  asaemblod  by  an  let 
of  courtesy,  why  not  ask  tbe  other  bnndMs 
of  the  same  Chnreh  also  to  aaaomblef  If 
it  he  unlawful,  why  allow  it  tn  asaamUeat 
iH  i  I  should  like  also  to  ask  tbe  At- 
torney Qeneral  what  rights  he  considers 
Lhe  Irish  Churcli  baa  under  tbe  Act  tf 
Union  ?  At  that  important  Apoeh  tbe 
irish  House  of  Commons  paased  a  Base- 
ution — 

"That  the  Chnrches  of  Engtand  aad  bslaad 
ihall  be  nsited  into  one  Churah,  and  tks  si^ 
>lahopg,  prieata,  ^.,  of  the  CburBliaa  of  E^laal 
ind  Ireland  aball  from  time  to  time  ba  snauaoMd 
o  and  entitted  to  ait  in  conToeatioD  of  lb«  Untls' 
:hurch  in  the  same  manner  as  now  establiabsd  b 
he  Church  of  England,  and  the  dootrhw,  wonMp 
liaolpline,  and  goTsnunent  of  tbe  said  Valid 
3huroh  ahall  be  preserTod  aa  now  by  law  (risk- 
iihed  for  ths  Chorcb  of  England." 
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That  was  the  proposal  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  \ 
and  the  GoTemtnent  referred  to  by  the 
Biebop  of  Llandaff  and  the  ArehbiBliop  of 
Canterbury,  as  I  have  before  raentioned. 
That  was  amended  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
leaTing  it  that — 

**  Wben  hia  Msgestj  sball  Biimmon  a  Convoca- 
Uon  of  the  Irish  clei*g7  they  shall  he  sommoDed  to 
ritinsooh  CoDTOcation  of  the  United  Church." 

That  article  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
Esglish  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Pitt 
on  the  21st  of  April ;  but  when  the  Bill 
waa  in  Committee  Mr.  Pitt  said — 

**  It  was  judged  better  to  omit  the  insertion 
of  anj  provisional  article  respecting  the  Convoca- 
Ikm  ontil  the  union  actually  took  place,  more 
■arttenlarlj  as  his  Majesty,  as  the  head  of  both 
tbarobes.  had  the  power  to  call  such  a  Convoca- 
tioa  wben  he  pleased." 

And  the  clause  proposed  was  struck  out  on 
that  ground  with  the  consent  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament; but  the  union  of  the  two  Churches 
waa  an  easential  part  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
As  a  queation  of  law,  then,  I  ask  ogain,  is 
it  poaaible  for  any  other  Convocation  now 
to  sit  for  the  purpose  of  altering  a  general 
eanon  of  the  United  Church  save  and  ex- 
eept  a  Convocation  in  which  the  whole  of 
that  Church  is  represented  ?  Three  learned 
persons  in  this  country  were  asked  for  their 
opinion  on  this  question.  The  opinion  was 
to  the  effect  that  if  a  Bill  were  to  be  in- 
trodaeed  to  alter  a  canon,  the  approyal  of 
the  prelates  and  clergy  of  the  United 
Chnreh  should  be  procured.  If  Convoca- 
tion be  required  for  the  purpose  of  altering 
or  amending  the  law  of  the  Church,  the 
policy  and  the  legality  are  equally  clear  of 
allowing  the  Church  authorities  in  Ireland 
an  opportunity  of  joining  in  that  Convoca- 
tieo.  Those  authorities  give  a  hearty  assent 
to  the  wise  and  tolerant  measure  now  re- 
eommended  to  the  House.  I  would  suggest 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  what 
Convocation  could  be  assembled  to  pass  a 
eanon  binding  on  the  whole  Church  except 
the  Convocation  referred  to  in  the  Act 
ef  Union  as  originally  drawn.  For  my 
party  I  am  alwajs  surprised  to  hear  Qentle- 
man  aay  that  they  have  a  prejudice  against 
Convocation,  and  I  do  not  think  that  to  be 
a  Tory  tolerant  feeling.  Every  branch  of 
the  Christian  Church  is  allowed  to  assemble 
te  make  regulations  for  the  management 
of  its  own  body,  and  I  do  not  believe  that, 
if  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land, whioh  has  a  great  history,  a  magni- 
ieent  literature,,  and  functions  which  she 
has  diacharffod  faithfully  and  well,  were 
allowed   in  like  manner  to  assemble,  the 


heads  of  tho  Church  would  run  counter  to 
tlie  sense  of  thoi  nation  or  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Parliament. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  ho  certainly  woul4 
not  venture  to  touch  on  the  question  as  to 
the  claims    of  the    Convocation    of   the 
United  Church  to  bo  heard  un  this  matter, 
and  he   would    not  have   risen   at  all  to 
address  the  House  were  it  not  that  he  had 
regretted  to  observe  that  the  importance 
of  the  changes  with   regard  to  the  tests 
imposed  on  the  clergy  that  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Commission  which  sat  last 
year,  and  which   were   embodied   in   the 
Bill  before  them,  had  been  depreciated  in 
some  quarters,  as  if,  after  all,  those  tests 
would  remain  about  as  stringent  as  they 
had  been  before.     Now,  he  admitted  that 
the  change  did  not  go  so  far  in  tho  way 
of  relaxation   as  he  could    himself  have 
wished  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  it  was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
he  also  thought  that  tlie  precedent  now 
established  was  in  itself  of  great  value. 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  a  Commis- 
sion,    including    eight    archbishops    and 
bishops,  and  several    other  dignitaries  of 
the    Church,    should    have    unanimously 
agreed  to  sweep  away  the  whole  of  the 
existing  declarations  required    from    the 
clergy,  and  to  substitute  a  perfectly  new 
form  ;  and   that  this  reform   should  also 
have  been  acquiesced  in  by  Convocation  ; 
and   he  confidently   maintained   that  the 
change  thus  unanimously  agreed  to  was 
radical  in  its  kind,  though  it  might  be  too 
moderate  in  degree.     The  distinction  be- 
tween  the  proposed  test  and  those  now 
existing  was  this,  that  whereas  at  present 
those  who  took  orders  or  promotion  in  the 
Church  were  obliged  to  declare  that  they 
accepted  all  and  everything  contained  either 
in  the   Prayer  Book   or   the   Thirty-nine 
Articles,  in  future  they  would  only  affirm 
their  acceptance   of  the  doctrine   of   the 
Church   contained    in   those   books  as  a 
whole,  without  pledging   themselves  to  a 
belief  in  every  assertion  and  every  dogma 
that  the  Church  in  those  books  might  have 
laid  down.     Having  been  himself  a  Mem- 
ber of  the   Commission   which   proposed 
this  change,  he  was  in  a  position  to  affirm 
that  it  was  the  express  intention  of  the 
Commission  to  relax  the  extravagant  strin- 
gency of    the  existing    tests ;   in    other 
words,  to  make  it   possible  for  men  to 
minister  at  the  altars  of  the  Church,  al- 
though they  might  dissent  from  some  part 
of  her  teaching,  provided,  however,  they 
accepted  it  as  a  whole.    To  that  last  con- 
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ditioD  they  had  undoubtedly  felt  bound  to 
submit ;  m  fact,  it  was  plain  that  if  such 
declarations  were  to  be  presenred  at  all, 
it  was  essential  that  those  who  took  them 
should  be  called  upon  to  declare  yirtuallj 
that  they  were  bond  fide  members  of  the 
Church  whose  ministers  they  desired  to 
be.  So  far  they  must  all  be  agreed. 
They  might  differ  on  the  question  whether 
such  tests  should  be  applied  at  all  ;  but  if 
they  were  to  be  maintained  it  was  manifest 
that  their  tenour  must  be  of  that  kind. 
But  what  the  Commission  had  aimed  at 
was,  on  the  one  hand,  to  preserye  such  a 
general  concurrence,  but,  on  the  other,  to 
afford  the  clergy  scope  for  some  inde« 
pendence  of  thought  within  those  wide 
bounds  ;  and  they  certainly  conceiyed  that 
that  end  had  in  a  cousiderable  degree  been 
attained  in  the  proposal  to  which  they  had 
agreed.  Look  at  the  difference  between 
these  tests  and  the  old  ones.  In  the  latter 
the  intending  clergyman  declared  that 
'*  willingly  and  ex  animo  "  he  gare  his 
unfeigned  assent  and  consent  to  all  and 
everything  contained  and  prescribed  in 
and  by  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and 
also  that  he  accepted  "each  and  every" 
of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  of  religion. 
In  these  words,  the  stringency  of  which 
had  been  sedulously  wrought  up  to  the 
highest  possible  point,  and  in  a  variety  of 
other  phrases  astonishingly  numerous  and 
complicated,  the  clergyman  was  so  bound 
down,  that  if  it  had  been  possible  for 
restrictions  of  that  kind  to  produce  their 


^  declaring  his  assent  and  consent  to  all  and 
everything  it  contained,  be  only  deelared 
his  assent  to  the  Book  of  Prayer — that  is 
to  say,  to  the  book  as  a  whole  ;  and  his 
belief  that    the  doctrine  of  the   Church 
therein    set  forth   was  agreeable   to  the 
word  of  God.     Observe,  that  he  would  not 
declare  that   the  doctrines  in  the   plural 
number,  or  that  each  and  all  of  the  doc- 
trines were  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God, 
but  only  the  doctrine  of  the  Cherch  in  ths 
singular  number.     It  was  expressly  and 
unanimously  agreed   by  the    Conimission 
that  the  word  doctrine  should  be  used  is 
the  singular  number  in  order  that  it  might 
be  understood    that  it    was    the  general 
teaching  and  not  every  part  and  pared  of 
that  teaching  to  which  assent  was  given. 
Haying  been  in  communication  with  the 
leaders  of  the  party  iu  the  Church  who 
were  most  anxious  to  relax  the  stringenej 
of  the  tests  imposed  on  the  clergy,  he  wss 
able  to  say  that  they  regarded  the  proposed 
change  as  one  of  considerable  yaloe.   And 
although  it  did  not  go  as  far  as  he  himself 
and  others  could  have  wished,  still  its  ten- 
dency went  to  this,  that    the  subscriber 
would  no  longer  bind  himself  to  every  par- 
ticular doctrine,  to  every  jot  and  tittle  of 
the  dogmatic  teaching  of  the  Church,  but 
only  to  a  general  acceptance  of  that  teach- 
ing.    As  far  as  this  Bill  tended  to  thst 
result  its  value  must  bo  great.     The  time 
had  arrived  when  it  had  become  essential 
to    allow    great    scope     for    independent 
thought  to  those  who  were  to  minister  at 


intended  effect,  there  would  have  been  a  the  altars  of  the  Church.  No  thoughtfa! 
total  extinction  of  anything  like  iudepen-  man  who  watched  the  history  of  his  own 
dence  of  thought  within  the  borders  of  the  time  could  have  failed  to  obserye  the  migfatj 
Established  Church.  Now,  it  was  of  tho  j  revolution  that  had  been  silently  going  fo^ 
greatest  importance  to  observe  that  all ;  ward  in  the  national  mind,  and  with  aeee- 
those   phrases   which   indicated   that    the  |  lerated  rapidity  during  the  last  few  yean, 


subscriber  declared  his  acceptance  of  every 
dogma  of  the  Church  had  been  swept 
away  ;  and  this  had  been  done  expressly 
and  of  forethought.  As  regarded  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  the  Commission  had 
agreed  to  sweep  away  the  words,  *'  each 
and  every  of  them  ;"  implying,  therefore, 
that  the  subscriber  was  only  to  take  them 
as  a  whole,  even  though  he  might  disagree 
with  them  here  and  there.  The  omission 
was  of  great  importance.  It  was  ex- 
pressly intended,  in  order  that  the  sub- 
scriber might  feel  that,  provided  he  accept- 
ed the  Articles  as  a  whole,  he  was  not  to 
be  excluded  from  the  ministry  because  he 
might  differ  from  certain  portions  of  them. 
As  regarded  the  Prayer  Book  the  change 
was  even  still  more  marked  ;  for^  instead  of 
Hr.  Buxton 


in  the  growing  resistance  in  men's  minds 
to  dogmatic  religious  teaching.  Whether 
they  regarded  that  movement  with  regret 
or  with  hope  and  satisfaction  the  feet  eoold 
not  be  denied.  Men  of  education  and  in- 
telligence were  more  and  more  refusing  to 
submit  their  minds  to  traditional  teaching 
merely.  They  had  grown  more  reaolute  in 
character  and  were  more  and  more  apply- 
ing their  own  reason  with  force  and  bold- 
ness to  the  doctrines  presented  to  them  by 
their  Church.  This  movement  was  doabt- 
less  looked  upon  by  many  with  extrava- 
gant alarm.  For  his  part  he  could  not 
but  believe  that  the  faith  of  the  peppla 
would  become  only  the  more  high  and  noUe 
under  the  invigorating  inflaeroe  of  coor- 
ageous  thought.   But  whether  that  were  w 
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or  aoi,  it  was  in  Tain  to  blind  themselves 
io  these  fi^ta  ;  and  those  who  wished  to 
see  the  Charoh  hold  her  own  in  this  land 
and  apreading  further  and  deeper  her  holy 
and  benign  influence  must  rejoice  if  she 
were  willing  in  any  degree  to  adapt  her- 
self to  the  necessities  of  the  time,  and  to 
the  progress  of  human  thought,  instead  of 
ttBg^giniT  '^^  ^  short-sighted  and  futile  re- 
sistance to  the  advancing  tide.     If,  while 
the  intelligent  and  energetio  youth  of  the 
eoantry  was  determined  to  use  its  reason 
freely^  and  to  repudiate  any  attempt  to  en- 
force intellectual   subjection,   the  Church 
should  still  persist  in  demanding  from  her 
ministers  an  absolute  and  uncompromising 
sabmisaion  of  mind  to  all  and  every  portion 
of  her  dogmatic  teaching,  the  inevitable 
resnlt  must  be  to  sever  the  Church  from 
the  intellectual  energy  of  the  time,  to  hand 
over  to  feeble  and  narrow  minds  the  high 
fnnction  of  instructing  the  people  in  reli- 
gioiiB  truth,  and  thus  to  weaken  her  power 
and  degrade  her  character.     It  was  in  that 
sense  and  with  that  view  that,  two  years 
ago»  he  had  called  the  attention  of  that 
House  to  this  subject  for  the  first  time  ; 
and  he  was  persuaded  that  this  measure 
would  not  only  relieve  many  tender  con- 
sciences from  a  cruel  burden,  but  would 
tend  to  maintain  the  connection  between 
the  Established  Church  and  the  stirring 
iatelleet  of  the  age. 

Ub.  BRISCOE  said,  this  was  a  subject 
of  a  grave  and  important  nature,  and  it 
might  have  been  supposed  that  the  House 
woold  have  been  attended  by  a  much 
larger  number  of  Members.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Mr. 
Boston)  regretted  that  the  alterations 
made  by  the  Bill  had  not  been  carried  to 
a  greater  extent.  Now  he  (Mr.  Briscoe), 
had  paid  some  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  lie  was  not  surprised  to  find  that  the 
Arehdeacon  of  Middlesex  considered  that 
ihia  was  one  of  the  most  important  mea- 
tarea  affecting  the  Church  since  tho  time 
of  Henry  VIII.  When  it  was  said  that 
it  had  been  unanimously  approved  by  Con- 
voeation,  it  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln  had  expressed  his  ex- 
treme regret  at  seeing  the  words  *'  I  do 
willingly  and  em  amimo  "  altered  into  the 
feehle  phraae  "  I  do  solemnly  make  the 
following  declaration."  Tho  Bishop  of 
Peterborough  entirely  agreed  with  the 
Biahop  of  Lincoln  that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  omit  from  the  declaration  the  words 
*'  willingly  and  €X  ammo^^*  which  afforded 
a  securitj  for  the  Church.  The  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Maidstone  said  that  the  measure 
would  relieve  tender  consciences;  but  did 
it,  he  asked,  alter  a  single  word  in  any  of 
tlie  Bcrvicea  of  the  Church  or  in  any  of 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles?  Were  the  clergy 
not  still  to   bo   solemnly  required  to  use 
those  services  and  teach  those  Articles  % 
How  could  it  be  said  that  they  were  to 
consent  to  the  whole  of  the  Prayer  Book, 
but  not  to  every  part  ?     The  whole  was 
made  up  of  the  different  parts,  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  a  roan  of  can- 
dour could   say  that  his   conscience  was 
relieved  by  that  measure.  As  to  the  words 
"  assent  and  consent,"  though  some  had 
contended   that    they    were  synonymous, 
he  found  from  Wehiter^t  Dictionary  that 
*' assent"  was  only  an  agreement  of  the 
understanding  to  an  abstract  proposition, 
but  that  *'  consent "  was  an  act  of  the 
will.     For  instance,  "  assent  "  was  given 
by  Her  Majesty  to  all  Acts  of  Partiament; 
but  Her  Majesty  did  not  thereby  consent 
to  all  that  those  Acts  contained.      She 
assented  to  do  that  without  which  all  Acta 
of   Parliament   would   be  null   and   void. 
He  thought  it  was  evident  that  some  dif- 
ference of  opinion  did  prevail  among  the 
members  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  it 
had  no  doubt  led  to  a  compromise.    He  was 
aware  that  there  were  clergymen  in  the 
Church  who  entertained  sincere  objections  to 
certain  of  its  services,  such  as  that — of  the 
burial  service — the  visitation  of  the  sick — 
the  baptismal  service,  &c.,  and  he  would 
say  let  their  consciences  be  relieved  ;  but  let 
it  be  done  by  a  revision  of  the  parts  of  the 
service  to  which  they  objected.  The  clergy 
would  still  be  required  to  use  these  ser- 
vices, and  he  could  not  see  how  their  con- 
sciences would  be  relieved  by  an  altera- 
tion in  the  mode  of  taking  the  oath.  Then 
he  would  ask  whether  the  20,000  clergy- 
men were  to  make  this  new  declaration, 
or  was  it  to  apply  only  to  those  who  should 
be  ordained  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
He  wished  to  know  whether   under  this 
Bill  existing  clergymen  were  to  bo  allowed 
to  take  the  new  form  of  subscription,  in 
order  that  their  concionces  might  be  re- 
lieved, or  whether  its  provisions  would  be 
applied  only  to  a  new  class  of  clergymen. 
Were  they  to  have  two  classes  of  clergy- 
men, one  of  which  would  not  be  relieved 
from  the  conscientious  scruples  they  en- 
tertained, while  the  other  would  be  allowed 
to  put  what  interpretation  they  chose  on 
the  Articles  to  which  they  objected  ?  Grave 
as  he  thought  the  measure,  he  should  not 
have  ventured,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 


651 


Clmcal 


COMMONS) 


Subieriftum  BM. 


052 


Maidstone  had  done,  to  eall  it  a  "  radical 
ehange."  He  sappoted  that  a  difference 
of  opinion  had  existed  in  the  Commission, 
and  that  a  compromise  had  been  come  to. 
fiot  he  had  felt  bound  to  make  these  few 
remarks  on  the  second  reading  of  so  im- 
portant a  Bill,  and  he  must  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  he  would  be  glad  if  some  means 
could  be  found  for  restoring  to  the  declara- 
tion the  words  **  willingly  and  ex  ammo.** 
Mb  SHAW  LBFEVRB  said,  he  re- 
garded the  measure  as  an  advance,  al- 
though a  small  one,  in  the  right  direction, 
and  as  such  it  should  have  his  most  cor- 
dial assent.  He  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  in  reference  to  the  Irish  Con- 
Tocation.  It  certainly  appeared  to  him 
that  if  it  was  necessary  in  any  way  to 
obtain  the  assent  or  eonourrence  of  the 
bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  in  England,  the  like  course  should 
also  have  been  taken  in  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church.  As  long  as  that  strange 
anomaly,  the  Irish  Established  Church,  ex- 
isted, the  same  course  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued in  respect  to  it  in  such  matters  as 
was  pursued  in  respect  to  the  English 
Church,  and  therefore  he  quite  agreed  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  that  point.  But  he  would  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  what  purpose 
the  assent  of  Convocation  was  required  ? 
The  9th  Section  of  this  Bill  expressly 
enacted  that  no  subscriptions  or  declara- 
tions other  than  those  required  by  the 
Bill  should  be  taken  by  any  of  the  clergy 
after  the  passing  of  that  Act.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  therefore,  that  it  was  idle 
to  ask  Convocation  to  make  a  new  canon 
on  that  subject,  because  if  the  canon  passed 
by  them  differed  from  the  Act  it  would  be 
void — if  only  in  the  words  of  the  Act  it 
would  be  superfluous  and  unnecessary. 
The  Convocation  had  appeared  to  feel  the 
helplessness  of  their  position,  and  instead 
of  waiting  for  the  Royal  licence  to  make  a 
new  canon,  had  taken  the  discussion  on 
the  new  subscription  on  application  for  a 
licence.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  know 
whether  the  custom  which  had  grown  up 
in  Convocation  of  discussing  these  mat- 
ters without  waiting  for  the  Royal  licence 
was  a  constitutional  one.  The  usual  course 
had  been  since  the  Act  of  Submission, 
commonly  called  tho  "Mnzzling  Act,"  to 
wait  till  the  licence  was  given  them  be- 
fore discussing  any  important  matter  con- 
creted with  the  Church.  Perhaps  he  might 


be  allowed  to  quote  on  this  point  a  few 
sentences  from  one  of  the  greatest  autho- 
rities on  this  subject — be  meant  Lathbuiy 
— who  said — 

'*  From  the  preoedlng  narrative  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  Gonvoeation  is  assembled  bj  the  Rosral 
writ,  bat  that  they  are  not  properly  an  ecrlfiai- 
tical  synod  until  the  lieeuce  for  biuiiieet  is  grant* 
ed.  It  is  merelj  the  licence  for  business  that  ii 
now  wanting  to  permit  the  Convocation  to  tru- 
saot  anj  matters  which  the  Crown  might  recom- 
mend or  the  ciroomstanees  of  the  Chorrii  re- 
qoire." 

Again — 

"  The  Convocation  has  not  acted  as  a  proviii- 
cial  synod  for  many  years,  beeaaae  the  Roysl 
lieenee  has  not  been  granted.  As  soon  aa  tbe 
licence  is  issued  a  power  is  given  to  the  Convoet- 
tion  which  it  did  not  previously  poesesa,  though 
assembled  by  Royal  writ.  It  is  then  a  proTioeial 
synod,  and  oompetent  to  transact  eoolesiaBtiesi 
aihirs. 

"  They  are  a  Convocation  by  his  writ  of  som- 
mons ;  bat  a  council,  properly  speaking,  they  are 
not,  nor  can  they  legally  act  as  such  till  thsy 
have  obtained  the  King's  licence  so  to  do." 

He  might  add  to  this  the  authority  of 
Lord  Macaulay — an  authority  on  constitu- 
tional questions  of  this  kind  of  rery  great 
eminence.     Lord  Macaulay  said — 

"  The  Convocation  has,  happily  for  our  eeaa* 
try,  been  so  long  utterly  insignificant  that  till  a 
recent  period  none  but  curious  students  cared  to 
inquire  how  it  was  constituted.  The  law,  as  it 
had  been  interpreted  during  a  long  course  of 
years,  prohibited  the  Convocation  fivm  even  d6> 
liberating  on  any  ecclesiastioal  ordiannce  withott 
a  previous  warrant  from  the  Crown." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoaite  (Vr. 
Whiteside)  asked  what  objection  that  side 
of  the  House  had  to  the  meeting  of  Oon- 
vocation.  Now,  for  his  own  part,  he  cer- 
tainly had  no  objection  to  any  meeting  of 
tbe  clergy  to  discuss  subjeets,  whether 
at  Willis's  Rooms,  at  Oiford,  or  in  soy 
other  place.  What  he  objected  to  was 
their  meeting  to  discuss  in  Con?oeatioa 
under  colour  of  legal  authority,  when  they 
had  none  whatcTcr.  He  objected  to  their 
claims  to  be  considered  ns  a  necessary  part 
of  the  Constitution,  to  the  extent  of  their 
consent  being  necessary  to  the  legislation 
of  Parliament.  For  a  great  many  yean 
Convocation  had  been  entirely  silent. 
They  had  heard  nothing  of  it»  and  he 
believed  nothing  had  been  done  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  recall  it  into 
existence.  It  had  been  called  into  existence 
by  a  curious  process  of  spontaneooa  regene- 
ration. He  believed  he  was  right  in  stating 
that  there  had  been  no  authority  given  by 
the  Crown  for  Convocation  to  meet  and 
discuss  any  such  matteri  and  it  was  there- 
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Ign   important   tb«   Houm   Bhould    know  CmI  that  our  ralan  ban  anJuMd  out  of  that 

vbT  GorcrnmoDt  had  inbioitted  the  new  ^k">". 'I'tol'  mrwondrf  them  with  rMpMtIo 

NiHoriptioD  for   the    Mwnt   of   Cobtom-  "•  "-"t"™ "« pt-il™- 

tivB.    The  right  hon.  Gentlemin  had  ukad  Canon  WordBvorth  aaid — 

«lwt  objeetioD   thej  had   to   CooTOflitioD,        "WacanoDlreouideritMUiukaowMlginHii 

nd  be  eoald  not  do  better  than  anairer  '<^'°  't>*  higbeit  ptnonigas  In  tha  land  ttwt  the 

Um  from  the  words  of  tha  late  Arohhwhop  ^°™?';°°  "  ' -t  n"*''^-'f  f?"°.^'  "^ '"''»"' 

•rCuterbar;.     In  a  debate  on  the  remal  P^t^ft^a  E»gl„b  Con.t.lut«>n." 

af  CoaTOMtion  in  the  Uoum  of  Lord*  in  For   IiIs  part  he  rather  agreed  with  the 

1853  he  awd—  opinion  of  that  rery  high   authoritj,  Hr. 

-IM»eala<lepmlentbeai«.of>«UsionUU«nd  ^"?l  *•"••'"  ,""'  ''??"'*  *"  "l»  e^'B^W'tJ 

lU  Cfanndi  of  England  no  paratlal  oan  ba  sita-  O'  Home  Toolie,  iaid — 

E^«f  Ji^j;ir„'^*'lC°!l»  lLw„^^^^         "H«  ^   tmtad  that  tbi.  pha.to»  of  tlia 

M^  of  U«  owntry     m.er  ma]'  «?*»  •nd  ^f-  Canrooatiaa  bad  dinppMrad  fcr Vrer,  for  ba  had 

l^if'fi^*    witbonl    ooMbtntlnj   that  |o„,  „„oaWed  aU  il.  ^ar.  to  ha».  aiplrad.  Ua 

wUmtfaar  l»dto  fanant  th«.  I*  aUa,dw«a-  ^„8,  „  ^^^  goTaming  tho  world  b,  hi? 

riMa,  to  mslUpl;  rathar  (ban  to  proiant  diri-  ^        __        i  a  a  / 

_      ,  •       .L     1   ,      1     LL-  L  "'Fair  GammanasnM,  while tboa  doit  raixD  on 

Ob  the  aame  ooouion  the  late  Arcbbiahop  tuih, 

of  Dnhlinaaid —  •■•Tbe  ConTooatiaa  will  not  meat  again.' 

"  Ha  had  navar  adroaated  tha  raatoration  of  He  oauld  not  luflbr  hiouelf  fbr  a  moment  to  be* 

lb*  CooToaation  a*  the  gOTarDiog  bodf  of  tha  liara  that  tha  national  oharaeler  wa*  w  d^raded 

Chnroh,  baoaau,  baaidei  otbar  objeotion),  ba  wai  aa  arer  to  nbmit  to  tha  revlral  of  OonTOoatlon  in 

•(  opinion  that  the  goTaramant  of  the  Cbnrob  by  oar  land." 

tt*  «l«n7  *oaM  not,  and  ihovld  not,  be  tolerated  —  ,         ..,.         ,  ,  u        .  l  ■       ■. 

iatb.ea*Ta.Tbar.*>TalorC<»Teaation,a.>tat  Before  ait tmg  down  he  oould  not  help  ob- 

|MMnt  azMtad,  or,  indeed,  anj  attempt  to  goTem  aemng  that  it    was  uoforlunate  that    the 

theChoreb  bfmaani  of  the  olargj  eialuiiralr,  ha  Report  of  the  Rojal  Commiieion  on  whioh 

ibDoMUilnk  UgblrEnaxpedlaDt  and  not  a  litUa  th;,    qjh  ^^^    founded    did    not    gite  the 

^^■■^   ,        . ,        .  ,  ,  ,  discussion  whioh  must  have  preceded  their 

Wh»t    be   oWected   to,   as   lying  at   the  Report.     It  would  haTC  been  interesting  to 

foundation  of  all  these  questions,  was  the  y^^^^  by  what  prooesa  nnanimitj  had  been 

■etioR  that  the  Church  of  England  oon-  ^rriTed  at  among  ao  many  of  the  clergy 

iM0d  of  the  clergy  only.     The  Church  of  .^j  ^^y,^„  differing  so  widely  on  the  im- 

Bngland  eonsitled  mainly  of  the  laity,  and  p4,r(,nt  sobjecls  discussed.     It  waa  nnfor- 

the  clergy  were  only  a  portion  of  it     [Mr.  (unate  that  they  had  not.  in  the  Report  on 

WmrmiDB :  And  the  Prelates.]  Well,  the  ^Y\tih.  the  Bill  waa  founded,   some  of  the 

PrvlalOB  were  also  a  portion  of  it ;  but  the  ^^aons  in  support  of  it.     Ho  made  these 

Bewdoetrinepat  forward  in  Contooation  was  oiiaerTationa  because  be  knew  that  in  some 

thattheolergyonlywere.mfact  theCburoh  „u,rtera  conaiderable  alarm  was  felt  lost 

of  BnglaDd.     That  dootnne  had  coosUntly  (he  now  aubaoription  should  alter  the  leg^ 

bMD  put  forward  m  the  debatea  whioli  had  gt,(„,  ^^  ^^^  tAmgj,  and  that  hy  a  side. 

neenllj  Uken   place   in   ConTooation   on  ,i„j  the  Bill  might  be  usod  to  set  aside 

Ihia  Bobjeot.      Coniiderable    gratification  ,on,e  recent  decisions  of  tlie  Priry  Council. 

kad   been  eipressed  that  the  Go«mment  ^^  ^jj  „(,(  ,,i„„,^  bclievo  that  it  would 

wu  ready  to  submit  the  matter  to  them.  ^^^  t^^j  g£fgot,  but  be  regretted  that  the 

Tbqr  did  not,  howeyer,  hear  muoh  of  the  R„„t  had  not  been  more  full,  aa  it  would 

Bill  itself;  there  was  little  discussion  on  it ;  |„„  dissipated  those  alsrms. 
b«t  th«e  waa  a  atrong  eipreaeion  of  grati-        y^     HADFIELD   said,   be  waa  much 

fcation  that  they  were  permitted  to  meet  interested   in  the   discnsiion,  as  he  conai- 

for  the  purpose  of  disousamg  it.     Ho  must  j^^^j  (be  Bill  to  bo  a  moat  eitraordinary 

ba  allowed  to  quote  a  few  words  from  the  chapter  in  the  history  of  Englsnd.     Two 

•peeebes  of  two  of  the  most  eminent  mem-  jentories    ago   an   Act   was   paased— (he 

Wrs  of  CooToeation— Archdeacon  Denwon  Uniformity  Act— to  make  people  pr«y  and 

and  Caned  Wordsworth.  Archdeacon  Deni-  p„„|j  gj^^^tiy  ^^^■^^^  .i,,^  .  i,^  number 

Mm  aaid  of  the  clergy  seceded  and  were  persecuted 

«  CeoToeaiion  la  tbs  Chareb  of  England  b7  re-  for  so  doing.     The  preamble  of  this  Bill 

atMaBtatloB,  and  that  Chnreb  U   the  primaj?  declared   that    the    aubscripliona,   declare- 

Ihesity.     I  oe^iatalaU  CoBrooation  npon  tha  the  clergy  were,  by  tite  enlightened  opimoD 
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of  the  oountry,  deemed  to  be  improper. 
Now,  what  would  hare  been  the  result  if 
that  had  been  declared  200  years  ago? 
How  many  Dissenters  from  the  Church 
wonld  there  then  have  been  ?  According 
to  the  eensQs  of  1851  the  attendance  at 
worship  by  Dissenters  exceeded  that  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  by  300,000  per- 
sons. He  denied  that  they  had  shrunk 
from  inquiry  into  that  point  in  1861.  His 
hon.  Frieqd  (Mr.  Baines)  moTcd  for  the 
same  test  as  in  1851,  and  it  was  refused  by 
the  House,  or  a  larger  majority  of  attend- 
ances might  have  been  shown.  As  to 
Convocation,  it  was  a  great  misfortune  it 
was  revived  some  years  ago  ?  He  might 
ask  what  was  Convocation  ?  Was  it 
for  the  province  of  Canterbury,  or  for 
York,  or  for  Ireland,  or  for  all  three? 
That  Convocation  was  an  insult  to  the 
community  of  this  country.  The  settle- 
ment of  Church  affairs  existed,  not  in 
the  Convocation  of  Canterbury,  York,  or 
Ireland,  but  in  that  House.  Therefore  it 
was  that  he  insisted  upon  putting  an  end 
to  that  irresponsible  body.  If  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  relieve  tender  consciences 
why  did  they  not  apply  the  axe  to  the  root 
of  the  tree?  Why  did  they  not  amend 
their  Burial  Service  and  their  Form  of 
Visitation  of  the  Sick  ?  The  fact  was, 
that  they  dared  not  undertake  that  work  of 
revision.  Why  did  they  not  proceed  to 
alter  the  Church  Catechism — a  Catechism 
which  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  itself  did  not  embrace, 
and  which  parents  shrank  from  having  their 
children  brought  into  contact  with  ?  It 
wi^s  undoubtedly  true  that  the  doctrinal 
articles  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
more  consistently  held  by  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  Nonconformists  than  by  the 
Members  of  the  Church  itself.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  differed  more  from  each 
other  than  the  bulk  of  Nonconformists  did 
from  them.  It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him 
that  the  voluntary  system  had  caused  a 
revival  of  spiritual  life  within  the  Church 
of  England  itself.  It  was  not  disadvan- 
tageous to  the  country  to  have  different 
denominations,  and  he  believed  that  the 
Church  had  within  it  the  power  of  a 
spiritual  life  which  would  be  a  blessing  to 
the  world  if  duly  reformed  and  dissociated 
from  the  State.  The  Nonconformists  re- 
joiced in  that  fact;  and  what  they  opposed 
was  those  things  which  had  a  tendency  to 
destroy  that  power  and  its  usefulness.  He 
would  not  offer  opposition  to  the  Bill.  If , 
it  afforded  relief  to  the  tender  consciences ! 
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of  any  part  of  the  elergj,  let  tliem  by  all 
moans  hare  it.  He  regretted  that  in  the 
Church  of  England  there  was  among  some 
of  the  clergy  a  tendency  to  forms  and  eere- 
moniee  which  might  be  honestly  and  con- 
sistently adopted  by  Roman  Catholics,  but 
which  could  not  be  honestly  and  consii- 
tently  entertained  by  those  who  received 
Protestant  pay  from  a  Proteatant  Chnrdi. 
The  attorney  GENERAL:  Sir. 
as  several  questions  have  been  addressed 
to  me  in  the  course  of  this  discossioD, 
it  would  have  been  my  doty  to  hare 
taken  part  in  this  debate,  if  there  had  bees 
no  other  reason  to  induce  my  rising.  Be- 
fore, however,  answering  those  qoestiosi 
I  will  venture  to  make  a  few  observatiooa 
upon  the  general  object  and  effect  of  this 
Bill,  and,  in  doing  so,  I  may  express  my  be- 
lief that  it  would  be  very  easy  either  to  ov6^ 
state  or  to  understate  its  value  and  effect 
If  any  man  thinks  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
to  emancipate  the  clergy  of  the  Chnreh  of 
England  from  the  obligationa  which  they 
are  under,  to  adhere  and  conform  loyally 
to  the  principles  and  the  dootrinea  of  the 
Church  of  which  they  are  members,  be 
certainly  could  not  regard  thta  Bill  as  in 
any  way  applying  the  axe  to  the  root  of 
the  tree.  Nor  does  it  in  any  way  alter 
the  substance  of  the  doctrine,  discipline^ 
or  formularies  of  the  Church.  Still  leu 
does  it  aim  at  affording  any  encourage- 
ment  to  clergymen  to  belong  to  the  Chnitiit 
to  take  part  in  its  ministry,  and  to  share  is 
its  emoluments,  without  at  the  same  time 
being  loyal  and  conscientious  members  ef 
that  Church  —  an  encouragement  which, 
if  offered,  I  could  not  but  regard  u 
immoral  and  demoralising.  What  was 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Buxton) 
has  been  misunderstood.  What  my  hon. 
Friend  meant  was,  that  the  end  the  BiQ 
was  intended  to  accomplish  was  to  relieve 
scrupulous  consciences  from  a  restraint 
which  seemed  to  them  to  be  impoaed  opoa 
the  exercise  of  that  reasonable  degree  of 
liberty  which  was  consistent  with  loyal  ad* 
hereuce  to  the  Church,  and  which  there  was 
reason  to  believe  all  wise  legislators  for  the 
Church,  whether  spiritual  or  temporal,  had 
intended  to  permit.  I  cannot  but  think 
that,  in  this  respect,  the  relief  which  this 
measure  is  calculated  to  afford  by  the 
change  in  the  declarations  is  Hkely  to  be 
attended  with  salutary  effects.  In  truth, 
we  are  reminded  on  this  occasion  of  an 
argument  employed  in  the  diacassion  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Oaths  Bill—an  aign* 
ment  which,  I  beliere,  had  a  good.£al 
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if  weight  with  tome  hon.  M eaibeni.  Id 
thit  diseoMion  il  waa  not  merely  urged 
that  the  oath— the  aholition  of  which  was 
piopoaed — would  be  objectionable  in  prin- 
dple  if  it  reeeived  this  or  that  interpre- 
tation, but  the  ohief  objeetion  made  against 
it  waa  that  no  one  knew  what  the  .real 
interpretation  waa.  If  I  were  one  of  the 
elergy  I  should  myself  he  disposed  to  place 
upon  it  the  construction  augf^ested  by  the 
oootezt  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  and  to 
bold  that  it  merely  meant  that  the  sub- 
•eribera  unreservedly  consented  to  the  use 
el  the  whole  and  every  part  of  the  forms 
IB  queation  ;  but  I  cannot  deny  that  there 
ia  a  tendency  in  its  terms  to  catch  at  ten- 
der and  scrupulous  consciences,  and  to 
ezaet,  or  seem  to  exact,  a  more  complete 
eooenrrence  of  opinion  and  judgment,  as 
wdi  as  practice,  than  could  be  reason- 
ably expected  of  any  man  with  respect 
to  formularies  so  extensive  —  a  con- 
•erreoce  which,  moreover,  is  not  neces- 
aary  for  the  purpose  of  an  honest  and 
waetical  submission  and  obedience.  No 
oonht  many  minds  have  been  troubled  by 
st»  heeauae  they  thought  that  it  meant, 
"  This  ia  exactly  the  service  which  I  like 
heat ;  there  is  nothing  in  it  that  I  dislike 
er  would  desire  to  see  changed."  I  do 
■ot  believe  that  that  was  the  meaning  of 
the  declaration;  but  if  any  such  scrupulous 
cenaeieDees  can  be  relieved  by  this  measure 
wbieh  haa  met  with  such  unanimous  con- 
evrrence,  I  shall  greatly  rejoice  that 
ioeb  a  conclusion  has  been  arrived  at. 
Beaidea,  if  there  were  uothing  else  in  the 
Bill,  the  mere  simplification  which  it  will 
iatrodaoe  into  the  declaration,  by  getting 
fid  of  the  unnecessary  variety  of  subscrip- 
tieoa  which  now  prevail,  will  be  a  good 
thing  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  prove 
what  ao  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 
it  might*-a  aort  of  banner  of  revolution  to 
the  Church.  The  substituted  form  of  the 
deelaration  affords,  I  think,  sufficient  safe- 
guard to  the  Church,  and  is  not  in  any 
way  ineonsistent  with  the  firmest  adhe- 
leoee  to  the  principle  of  holding  its  minis- 
ters bound  to  render  strict  obedience  to 
ita  doetrinea  and  discipline.  If  the  altera- 
tion, while  doing  this,  is  calculated  at  the 
same  time  to  relieve  the  difficulties  which 
affect  the  eonsciencoa  of  some  clergymen, 
the  result  ia  one  with  which  we  have  every 
reason  to  feel  satisfied;  and  this  I  believe, 
ia  the  view  in  which  the  Church  generally 
will  regard  the  measure.  I  will  now  leave 
the  general  aubjectof  the  Bill,  and  come  to 
thoae  qneationa  which  baTO  been  put  to  me 


by  aome  hon.  Members.  The  right  h(m.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Whiteside)  made  a 
speech  in  which  I  understood  him  not  ao 
much  to  object  to  the  Government  consent- 
ing to  the  request  of  the  English  Convoca- 
tion that  they  may  be  permitted  to  take 
their  part  in  this  alteration  with  a  view  to 
the  consistency  of  their  own  canons,  but  to 
urge  upon  the  Government,  in  case  that 
request  were  granted,  that  it  would  be 
inconsistent  and  wrong  not  to  do  the  same 
thing  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Convocation. 
It  would,  perhaps,  seem  to  be  a  somewhat 
technical  answer  to  say  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Irish  Church,  there  is  no  existing  Convo- 
cation or  synod  by  whom  a  similar  applica- 
tion could  have  been  made.  If  there  were 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  general  sense  of 
the  Irish  Church  might  refuse  to  accept  the 
proposal  contained  in  this  Bill  as  a  desir- 
able and  salutary  change,  then  there  would 
be  more  force  in  the  objection  that  they 
should  be  consulted.  There  is,  however, 
this  substantial  difficulty  in  the  way,  that 
you  have  at  this  moment  no  Irish  Convoca- 
tion or  synod  in  existence.  In  order  to 
consult  it  you  would  in  short  have  to  create 
a  Convocation  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  said 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  legislation,  it  ia 
necessary  to  ask  the  advice  of  Convoca* 
tion  ;  for  everybody  admits  that  if  this  Act 
of  Parliament  passes  it  must  be  obeyed. 
Neither  is  there  any  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  Irish  Church  regards  the  proposed 
change  aa  desirable  and  salutary.  The 
only  question,  therefore,  is,  whether  the 
Crown  should,  in  fact,  create  an  Irish  Con- 
vocation in  order  that  it  might  show  it  the 
courtesy  of  asking  its  opinion.  In  England 
such  is  not  the  case.  In  this  country, 
even  when  Convocation  had  nothing  to 
do  but  to  address  the  Crown,  it  waa 
regularly  elected  and  always  met.  That 
being  so,  and  the  Convocation,  now  sit- 
ting, having  signified  their  desire  to 
co-operate  as  far  aa  lay  in  their  power 
in  the  change  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commissioners  by  adapting  certain  of 
their  canons  to  that  change,  there  is,  I 
consider,  good  reason  why  the  Government 
should  accede  to  their  application.  But  sure- 
ly this  cannot  be  an  equally  good  reason  for 
oalling  into  existence  ana  electing  solely 
for  this  purpose  an  Irish  Convocation  which 
has  never  been  in  the  habit  of  meeting 
under  similar  circumstances.  No  disrespect, 
I  may  add,  to  the  Irish  Church  was  ever 
intended  by  the  Government.  The  simple 
truth  is  that  a  practical  difficulty  was  involved 
in  the  matter,  arising  out  of  the  non-existence 
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of  toeh  an  orgftoised  body  at  ConvooatioD 
in  that  eountrj,  actually  holding  Bession 
and  ready  to  diaeuss  the  Bubjeet.     The 
Gorerament  did  not  think  it  indbpenaable 
that  this  form  should  be  gone  through, 
and  not  deeming   it  to  be  indispensably 
necessary  they  did  not  look  upon  it  as  ex- 
pedient.     With    respect  to  the  English 
Confocation,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw 
LefcTre)  has   shown  in   the  observations 
which  he  made  this  erening  less  liberality 
than    belongs   to  his    character    and  the 
general  tenour  of  his  speeches ;  nor  does  he 
appear  to  me  to  be  very  well  read  in  the 
history    of  our  laws    upon   this  subject. 
What  was  it  that  the  English  ConTocation 
wanted  to  do  ?     It  might  really  be  a  mat- 
ter of  secondary  importance,  but  from  their 
point  of  Yiew  no  alteration  of  ecclesias- 
tical discipline  can  be  considered  as  unim- 
portant. There  were  several  of  their  canons 
dealing  with  this  particular  auestiou,  em- 
bodjring  on  the  face  of  one  of  them  the  form 
of  declaration  you  propose  to  alter,  and  then 
referring  to  that  in  others,  so  that  if  an  Act 
of    Parliament   were  passed,    prohibiting 
the  use  of  that  form  of  declaration,  there 
would  be  certain  canons,  not  inoperative, 
which   would  be  on  the  face  of  them  in 
verbal  conflict,  and,  to  some  extent,  sub- 
stantially in  conflict  with  the  law  of  the 
land.     They  ask,  therefore,  for  permission 
to  adapt  all  these  canons  to  the  changes 
which   there   is  reason  to  believe  Parlia- 
ment  is  likely   to    sanction.      And  is  it 
not,  I  would  appeal  to  the  House,  better, 
in  dealing  with  Convocation,  or  with  any 
other    body  possessing  authority    in    the 
Established  Church,  to  have  their  cordial 
oo-operation    and    goodwill   in  accepting 
and  carrying  out  any  changes  which  you 
may    introduce,  than   to  show   disrespect 
for  them    by    declining   their  assistance, 
not  when   seeking  to  do    anything   con- 
trary   to    the   inclination   of    Parliament 
or  anything  illiberal  or  against  the  spirit 
of  the  times,  but  when  concurring  with 
Parliament  in  a  measure  which  points  in 
a  liberal  direction,  and  which  their  concur- 
rence will  cause  to  work  more  harmoniously 
and  more  for  the  good  of  the  Church  than 
if  it  seemed  to  be  forced  on  them  by  pres- 
sure from  without  ?     It  would,  in  my  opi- 
nion, be  a  deliberate  affront  and  outrage 
to  the  Church,   if,  when  so  reasonable  a 
request  as  this  was  made  for  a  purpose 
so  liberal  and  so  laudable,  you,  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  giving  them  a  slap  in  the 
face,  told  them  you  would  not  allow  that 
TheAttQrney  General 


which  they  aaked.    This  leadame  to  loiaa 
more  general  remarks  on  what  fell  from 
the   hon.   Member    for  Reading    on  the 
subject  of  ConToeation.     I  do  not  think 
that  on  that  sabject  he  has  read  history 
aright.     He  doubta  the  authority  of  Con- 
vocation to  enter  into  the  oonuderation  of 
a  question  of   this   kind»  even   for    tbs 
purpose  of  applying  for  a  licence  to  the 
Crown ;  but  he  seema  to  forget  that  Con- 
vocation, whether  regarded  as  an  nnim- 
portent  or  an  important  and  reapectabit 
body,  is  as    much  a  part  of  the  institi- 
tions  of  this  country  as  Parliament  itself. 
It    forms,    and    haa   formed    from    very 
ancient  times,  the  particular  mode  by  whick 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  have 
met  together    as  a  representative  body, 
acting    under   the  control   of  the  State 
and  subject  to  the  authority  of  the  Crowns 
to  do   that  which,  aceording   to  the  lav 
of  the  Church  and  State,  they  were  eo* 
titled  to  do.     Convocation  is  summon^  by 
the  Queen*s  writ  as  often  as  Parliament 
is  called  together  and  meets  to  deliberate 
on  important  matters.     It  is  in  the  powor 
of  the  Crown  to  put  a  stop  to  ita  delibera> 
tions  by  simply  proroguing  it.     It  is  wdl 
known  that,  from  the  time  of  Bishop  Hoad- 
ley  to  within  a  recent  period,  it  was  the 
regular  practice  to  stop  their  deliberatiooi 
by  prorogation,  though   of  late  years  it 
has  not  been  thought   expedient    to  ei- 
ercise  the  undoubted  power  of  the  Crows 
in  that  respect.     The  hon.    Member  &r 
Reading  went  on  to  speak  of  the  Aet  of 
Henry  VIII.  as  the  *<  Muasling  Act,**  and 
seemed  to  think  it  would  be  adviaable  still 
to  apply  the  gagging  principle  to  the  clergy. 
Now,  a  policy  more  unwise  or  more  ineoB- 
sistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  of  the  due  control  of  the 
State  over  it  I  cannot  conceive.  Snpposiag 
the  clergy  sought  to  do  anything  against, 
or  without,  the  authority  of  Parliamejot  it 
would  be  necessary  to  put  down  aoch  usur- 
pation and  assumption;  hot  when  they  pro- 
pose to  do  nothing  of  the  kind-— when  they 
confine  themselves  to  such  funetiona  as  it 
is  permitted  to  them  to  discharge — when, 
being  excluded  fromParliament,  they  have 
no  power  to  be  heard  in   thia  aasembly, 
which  is  unfitted  for  the  discusaion  of  re- 
ligious and  ecclesiastical  queationa,  and  is 
always  reluctant  to  enter  upon  them— I 
cannot  deem  it  wise  to  refuse  to  them  the 
opportunity  of  giving  expreaaion  to  tbeir 
views  in  a  body  which  is,  after  all,  aauaeli 
as  any  other  one  of  the  institutions  of  the 
country.    The  hon.  Member  for  Readiag 
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Ulka  of  their  meeting  at  WilliB^s  Rooms 
or  at  Oxford,  but  Boch  meetiDgs  would 
not  or;ganie&11y  represent  the  clergy  of  the 
Chareh  of  England  ;  and  the  moment  jou 
attempt  (o  pot»  as  has  been  suggested,  a 
padlock  on  the  olergj,  and  refuse  to  them 
tbat  freedom  of  speech  which  is  accorded 
to  the  General  Assembly  in  Scotland, 
without  being  objected  to  by  anybody,  and 
to  the  voluntary  assemblies  of  every  other 
religions  body,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  whole  nstion,  you  will  be,  in  my 
opinion,  pursuing;  a  course  at  once  impolitic 
and  illiberal.  What  you  want  is  to  keep 
the  Established  Church  in  harmony  with 
the  general  feeling  of  the  people,  and  also 
that  duo  confidence  should  be  felt  by  the 
people  in  the  ministers  of  that  Church. 
now,  I  would  ask,  can  you  better  secure 
that  harmony  than  by  having  a  place  where, 
within  safe  limits,  they  may  give  free  ex- 
pression to  their  opinions?  Do  we  find 
that  sueh  a  privilege  has  prevented  those 
who  may  hold  whether  extreme  or  mo- 
derate views  from  concurring  as  a  body 
in  support  of  a  liberal  measure  such  as 
this  under  discussion  ?  My  own  opinion 
is  that  the  policy  which  allows  the  mem- 
ben  of  the  Church  of  England  to  meet  in 
Convocation,  and  to  give  utterance  to  their 
lentiments,  has  been  a  wise  policy,  as  tend- 
ing to  produce  greater  moderation  of  opi- 
nion, to  soften  asperities,  and  upon  the 
whole  to  bring  the  Church  more  into  har- 
mony with  public  feeling.  And,  after  all, 
it  cannot  be  said  that  the  Government  has 
given  Convocation  much  power.  I  believe 
that  all  it  has  asked  for  has  been  permis- 
sion to  alter  the  canon  relating  to  sponsors, 
which  has  not  yet  proved  successful ;  and 
now  they  only  request  leave  to  express  their 
concurrence  in  a  measure  which  the  House 
will  think  both  a  liberal  and  a  wise  one. 
While  their  powers  are  practically  re- 
strained within  such  narrow  limits  nobody 
need,  I  think,  fear  that  any  great  mischief 
can  be  done  to  the  State.  I  beg  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Whiteside's)  pardon  for 
omitting  one  part  of  the  subject.  There  is 
DO  doubt  of  the  legality  of  these  provincial 
cooncils  in  England  with  the  permission 
of  the  Grown,  but  their  authority  is  con- 
fined to  their  own  jurisdiction.  Nothing 
that  can  be  done  by  the  synods  of  York 
or  Canterbury  can  have  the  least  authority 
in  Ireland.  But  I  entertain  no  doubt  that 
the  action  of  the  provincial  Convocations 
in  England  has  been,  in  all  respects,  as 
legal  since,  as,  with  the  allowance  of  the 
Crown,  before  the  Act  of  Union. 


Sir  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTB  said, 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  had  so  well  put  to 
the  Houie  the  arguments  on  which  the 
Bill  was  founded,  that  he  should  not  think 
it  necessary  to  prolong  the  discussion  if 
it  wore  not  that  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  in  confirmation  of  what  had  fallen 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State.  He  had  been  present  at  all 
the  deliberations  of  the  Commission  down 
to  the  time  when  the  preparation  of  the 
Report  was  entered  on;  he  had   been   a 

Sarty  to  tho  Resolutions  on  which  that 
leport  was  founded,  and  he  certainly  should 
have  appended  his  name  to  it  but  for  the 
circumstance  that  when  the  Report  was 
ready  for  signature  ho  was  in  the  midst  of 
a  serious  illness  at  Rome,  which  incapaci- 
tated him  from  attending  to  anything  in  the 
way  of  buBiness,  or  from  having  papers 
submitted  to  him ;  and  it  was  not  till  the 
present  week  that  be  had  been  able  to 
resume  his  duties  in  that  House.  He  was 
quite  ready  to  accept  his  share  of  re- 
sponsibility for  tho  Report  on  which  the 
Bill  now  before  tho  House  was  founded, 
and  if  it  had  been  desirablo  to  prolong  the 
discussion  to  have  stated  the  grounds  of 
his  approval. 

Mb.  LEFROY  said,  ho  wished  to  ex- 
press his  satisfaction  at  the  spirit  and  tone 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  introduced. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Grey) 
had  so  clearly  shovn  that,  without  remov- 
ing any  one  of  the  protections  which  the 
Church  was  fairly  entitled  to  claim,  consi- 
deration would  be  extended  by  this  mea- 
sure to  the  views  and  feelings  of  scrupulous 
and  conscientious  clergymen  that  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  impression  created 
by  his  arguments.  He  had  never  heard  a 
more  full,  clear,  or  satisfactory  exposition 
than  that  given  by  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Into  the  question  connected  with 
Convocation  raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  (Mr.  Whiteside)  ho  would 
not  enter.  Accepting  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General,  that  no  insult  or 
slight  had  boon  intended  towards  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Established  Church,  he  would 
only  express  a  hope  that  on  future  occa- 
sions whenever  consultations  or  delibera- 
tions were  thought  desirable  in  Convoca- 
tion, measures  would  be  taken  to  secure 
a  representation  of  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Church,  the  necessity  for  whose  consent 
was  not  denied.  This  Bill,  he  hoped,  would 
have  the  effect  of  settling  questions  which 
had  long  been  debated,  and  thereby  of 


663 


Cohmd  Qovirmri  (COMMONS]      {Retiring  Pemum)  Bttt.      664 


eontributiog  to  the  strength  and  useful- 
nesB  of  that  Church  which  of  late  years 
had  made  such  gratifying  advances  in  the 
affections  of  the  people. 

Mr.  dabby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  measure  or  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commissioners  had  not  dealt  effectually 
with  a  question  so  distressing  and  discre- 
ditable to  the  Church  as  that  of  simony. 
The  spirit  of  the  declaration  against  prac- 
tices of  this  kind  was  yiolated  every  day 
in  the  most  businesslike  manner,  and  every 
auctioneer  could  put  a  client  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  half-a-dozen  livings,  if  necessary, 
on  the  shortest  possible  notice.  The  Com- 
missioners had  not  been  content  to  pass 
the  question  by,  for  they  had  altered  the 
phraseology  of  the  declaration,  and,  with- 
out in  any  way  remedying  the  evil,  had, 
he  feared,  laid  a  new  trap  for  the  con- 
sciences of  the  clergy. 

Question,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,"  put,  and  agresd  to. 

Bill  read  2*",  and  committed  for  Monday 
next. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 

PENSIONS)  BILL— [Bill  133.] 

OOMMITTEE. 

Bill  oomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (When  full  Rate  may  be 
granted.) 

Mr.  cave  said,  that  he  had  received 
a  communication  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uoniton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane),  stating 
that,  owing  to  a  death  in  his  family,  he 
should  be  unable  to  move  certain  Amend- 
ments of  which  ho  had  given  notice,  and 
begging  him  to  take  charge  of  them.  He 
would,  therefore,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  say  a  few  words  in  expla- 
nation of  the  Amendments  taken  together, 
and  then  state  the  course  which,  with  the 
full  concurrence  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
proposed  taking  with  respect  to  them.  The 
first  related  to  the  age  at  which  a  Governor 
should  be  entitled  to  a  pension  ;  and  he 
certainly  thought  that  when  the  harrassiug 
nature  of  the  service  and  the  variety  of 
climates  to  which  he  was  exposed  were 
considered,  sixty  was  a  very  advanced  age 
for  the  commencement  of  a  pension.  It 
was  besides  a  premium  on  age  instead  of 
on  work,  and  could  not  be  defended  by  re- 
ference to  the  superannuations  under  the 
Civil  Service  Act,  where  the  employment 
Jfr.  Lefroy 


was  continuoas.    The  next  Amendmeat 
was  the  alteration  of  the  term  of  years 
from  eighteen  to  fifteen.     The  explsna* 
tion  of  the  eighteen  was  that  three  separate 
governments  of  six  years  each  were  to  be 
fulfilled  before  a  claim  could  be  preferred; 
but  it  frequently  happened  that,  from  ill- 
health  or  some  accident,  or  possibly  even 
from  some  exigency  requiring  the  presenoo 
of  an  able  man  in  another  settlement— 
as  in  the  ease  of  Sir  George  Grey,  for 
example,  who  left  the  Cape  for  New  Z«t« 
land  when  the  war  broke  out — ^a  man  might 
lose  a  year  or  two,  or  even  a  few  mootlis, 
a  deficiency,  be  it  remembered,  which  could 
not  be  made  up  but  by  an  appointment  to 
another  full  term  of  six  years,  so  thst  to 
make  up  eighteen  years  a  man  might  have 
to  serve  twenty-three.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  while  maintaining  the  principle 
of  the  three  Governments  a  year's  grsee 
might  well  be  conceded  to  each.  The  tliird 
and  last  Amendment  was,  he  thought,  the 
fairest  of  all.     Its  object  was  to  provide 
that  colonial  service  should  connt  for  pen- 
sion as  well  as  that  in  the  permanent  Civil 
Service  at  home.      These  colonial  pcsti 
were  really  filled  up  by  sppointments  from 
home,  or  when  appointments  were  msde 
by  the  Governors  of  the  colonies  they  were 
made  with  the  sanction  and  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Colonial  Office.    That  sock 
service  was  considered  excellent  prepsra- 
tion  for  higher  offices  was  proved  by  the 
selection  of  Governors    being  frequeotly 
made  from  this  source;  and  hard  work  in 
a  bad  climate  certainly  gave  a  better  dsioi 
upon  the   country  than  a   comparatively 
easy  and  healthy  life  in  Downing  Street 
These  were  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  charge.     He  had  often  thought  thst 
a  more  careful  distribution  of  the  honoun 
in  the  gift  of  the  Sovereign  might  have  the 
effect  of  drawing  into  the  colonial  service 
men  to  whom  the  pecuniary  question  was 
of  less  importance;  but  so  long  as  it  wss 
the  custom  to  confer  baronetcies  on  Lord 
Mayors  on  account  of  events  with  which 
they  had  nothing  to  do,  and  knighthood 
on  almost  any  one  who  would  submit  to  it, 
so  long  must  they  expect  to  pay  Ubcnrally 
for  good  men.  He  had,  he  thought,  shown 
sufficient  justification    for   these  Amend- 
ments ;  St  the  same  time  he  would  rather 
have  the  Bill  as  it  stood  than  none  at  all, 
and  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  be 
was  unwilling  to  do  anything  which  might 
impede  or  endanger  it.     It  was,  therefore, 
in  no  hostile  spirit  that  he  put  it,  and  be 
did  so  most  earnestly,  to  the  Secretary  of 
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State*  whether  he  would  not  assent  to 
prepoeais  whioh  appeared  to  him  only 
Boderate  and  jost.  He  mored  in  line  3, 
te  leare  oat  "siitj,"  and  insert  "  fiftj;" 
b  Kne  5«  to  leave  ont  "eighteen/'  and 
intert  **  fifteen ;"  in  line  9,  to  leave  out 
"permanent." 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINQTON  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Beeretarj  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Cardvreli) 
iroiild  at  all  events  assent  to  the  first  of 
Kheee  Amendments,  which  would  reduce 
Ihe  age  at  which  the  full  rate  of  pension 
Blight  be  granted  from  sixty  to  fifty  rears. 
On  the  former  occasion  when  the  Bill  was 
iiaemsed,  when  he  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
bad  expressed  an  opinion  that  very  few 
Ooloniai  Govemors  were  to  be  found  to 
irhom  the  Bill  would  apply,  the  right  hon. 
Gkntleman  (the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies) 
eorrected  him,  and  said  that  eighteen  gen- 
deinen  would  derive  benefits  from  this  Bill. 
B«l,  in  private  conversation,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that,  although  there 
irere  twenty*eight  gentlemen  who  by  their 
lerfieea  would  be  entitled  to  pensions, 
inly  three  or  four  of  them  had  attained 
the  age  at  which  those  pensions  would 
leenie.  It  was  clear  that  many  cases  of 
bardahip  might  arise  under  the  Bill  as  it 
soir  stood.  It  would  be  very  hard,  for 
ioatance,  that  a  man  who  had  served  in  a 
bad  elimate  and  returned  to  this  country 
in  bad  health  at  the  age  of  fifty  should 
bave  to  wait  for  ten  years  in  comparative 
;N>vertj  before  he  could  receive  a  pension. 
Diflieultiea  might  also  arise  out  of  the 
^vision  in  the  fifth  clause,  whioh  required 
I  serriee  of  twelve  years  before  a  pension 
MMld  be  granted  even  at  the  reduced  rate. 
He  himself  was  acquainted  with  an  instance 
if  a  gentleman  who,  having  served  as 
Ooloniai  Secretary  in  two  colonies,  was 
a  consequence  of  his  meritorious  conduct 
Nomoted  to  a  Governorship  in  the  West 
Indies.  There,  too,  his  service  was  so 
iiatingnished  that  long  before  the  expiry 
if  his  government  he  was  transferred  to 
khe  Mauritius.  The  consequence  was  that 
bis  term  of  service  amounted  to  only  eleven 
fears,  and  he  was,  therefore,  disqualified 
from  receiving  a  pension,  while,  if  he  had 
beeo  leas  meritorious,  he  would  have  re- 
■Mtined  longer  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
veold  hare  acquired  the  right. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  it  was  a 
most  angraoious  taak  for  one  in  his  posi- 
tion to  argue  against  extending  the  benefits 
lo  be  given  to  Colonial  Governors  under  this 
Bill ;  but  he  must  at  once  lay  down  the 


principle  that  the  only  ground  upon  which 
the  Bill  could  be  justified  to  the  House  of 
Commons  was  that  its  operation  was  to  be 
prospective.  Its  object  was  not  to  give 
advantages  to  gentlemen  who  had  already 
discharged  their  duty  and  received  the 
stipulated  reward*  Of  course  the  House 
would  include  such  gentlemen  in  the  provi- 
sions of  any  Act  whioh  might  be  passed 
when  they  met  their  oases  ;  but  it  was  his 
duty  to  defend  the  Bill  and  its  arrange- 
ments upon  prospective  grounds.  The  case 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sug- 
gested with  reference  to  the  operation  of 
the  limit  of  sixty  years  would  be  met  by 
a  provision  contained  in  this  dause,  that 
when  a  gentleman  was  incapacitated  by 
ill-health  contracted  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties  he  might  be  allowed  to  retire  at 
once  upon  a  full  pension.  The  Bill  had 
been  framed  in  entire  conformity  with  the 
general  principle  of  the  Superannuation 
Acts,  the  limit  of  age  in  which  had  only 
recently  been  reduced  from  sixty-five  to 
sixty  years.  As  to  the  proposal  to  substi- 
tute fifteen  years  service  for  eighteeui  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
next  clause  of  the  Bill  provided  that  any 
one  who  had  served  twelve  years  might 
receive  a  pension  amounting  to  two-thirds 
of  the  full  rate.  With  respect  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  word  '*  permanent,"  tho  elause 
would  then  include  not  only  those  who  had 
served  in  this  country,  but  also  those  who 
had  served  in  North  America  or  any  other 
of  the  colonies  of  the  Crown.  Hon.  Members 
roust  remember  that  they  were  now  deal* 
ing  with  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  he 
had  already  had  to  contend  with  those  who 
maintained  that  Colonial  Governors  ought 
not  to  be  pensioned  out  of  tho  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  subject  was  not  free  from 
difficulty.  It  had  been  considered  by 
several  former  Governments,  as  well  as  by 
the  present— no  measure  had  ever  yet 
been  carried — and  he  believed  that  the 
arrangement  now  proposed  was  consistent 
with  justice  and  precedent.  Ho  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  would  not  press  for 
further  concessions.  Whatever  rule  might 
be  laid  down,  there  would  be  persons  out- 
side of  it  whom  it  would  be  desirable  to 
include.  The  Bill,  however,  was  an  iro* 
portant  step  in  the  right  direction,  and  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  allow  it 
to  pass  in  its  present  shape. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLT  said,  he 
regretted  that  the  Government  had  con- 
fined themselves  to  so  limited  a  view  in 
reference  to  these  pensions,  his  own  opi- 
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nion  being  that  there  should  be  lome  re- 
laxation as  to  the  rule  for  granting  pen- 
sions only  after  sixty  years  of  age.  It 
was  an  age  tliat  most  persons  who  had 
passed  the  best  part  of  their  lires  in  the 
colonies  were  not  permitted  to  attain.  He 
thought,  however,  he  should  best  serf e  the 
cause  of  those  in  whom  he  was  interested 
by  inriting  his  lion.  Friend  (Mr.  Gate)  to 
accede  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemon  would  take  into  his  con- 
sideration the  peculiar  circumstances  con- 
nected with  colonial  service  and  the  office 
of  Governor,  and  if  he  could  on  some 
future  occasion  relax  a  little  the  conditions 
of  age  or  length  of  service  he  would 
benefit  a  meritorious  class  of  officers.  He 
recommended  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  divide, 
but  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  cave  said,  that  after  the  appeal 
made  to  him  he  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ments. He  had  already  stated  that  he  would 
do  nothing  to  endanger  the  bill,  of  which 
he  approved,  as  an  instalment,  as  far  as  it 
went.  Thanking,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  such  measure  of  justice  as 
he  had  been  able  to  propose,  he  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendments. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  to  11,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Clause  12  (Secretary  of  State  to  deter- 
mine when  an  Officer  is  in  Administration 
of  Government). 

Mr.  moor  moved  at  end  to  add — 

'*  And  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  Com- 
mission issued  under  the  Great  Seal  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  New  South  Wales  for  the  Government  of 
the  district  of  Port  Phillip  shall  be  taken  to  have 
constituted  the  District  a  Colonj." 

He  said,  that  his  object  was  to  entitle  Mr. 
Latrobe,  who  had  served  three  years  more 
than  the  time  stipulated  to  the  pension  of  a 
Lieutenant  Governor,  that  gentleman  liav 
ing  served  under  the  title  of  Superintendent, 
and  having  administered  a  territory  called, 
not  a  colony,  but  a  district.  Ho  thought 
if  he  could  show  that  Mr.  Latrobe  exer- 
cised the  same  powers  that  were  cxereised 
by  a  Lieutenant  Governor,  and  that  the 
territory  over  which  he  was  placed  was  vir- 
tually a  colony,  that  he  might  appeal  iritli 
confidence  to  the  Committee  to  accept  his 
Amendment.  About  thirty  years  ago  the 
territory  was  occupied  by  a  number  of  per- 
sons for  their  flocks  and  herds,  and  held  as 
their  individual  property.  The  Governor 
of  Sydney,  however,  hearing  of  this,  sent 
down  a  small  military  and  civil  force  to 
Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly 


take  possession  of    the    Mtdement,  but 
finding  it  impossible  to  administer  afiisirs 
there  through  the  medium  of  a  magistrate^ 
he   applied  to  the  authoriliea  at  home  to 
send  out  some  person  to  take  eharge  of 
the  government.     In  1839    Mr.  Latrobe 
was  appointed  by  the  Colonial  Oflke  si 
Superintendent    of  what    was  called   the 
'*  Settlement  of  Port  Phillip,  in  the  eolosj 
of  New  South  Wales,"   and  received  is- 
structions  to  proceed  to  Sydney  in  the  fint 
instance,  to  receive  his  commission,  for  the 
reason  probably  that  Port  Phillip  was  tbea 
a  tmravneoQniia  to  tbe  Colonial  Office,  sad 
that  they  had  not  the  means  of  deacribing 
its  boundaries.    Mr.  Latrobe's  commiision 
under  the  great  seal  of  the  colony  gate 
him  the  title  of  Superintendent,  and  let 
out  the   boundaries  of  the    district   over 
which  he  was  to  preside  ;  and  he  after- 
wards received  a  letter  to  the  effect  that 
he  was  to  administer  the  gOTemment  with 
all  the  powers  of  a  Lieutenant  Goveraor. 
On  the  lltli  of  September,  1839,  was  re- 
ceived the  Colowial  0<n>emmemi  GazefU 
for  New  South  Wales,  containing  a  pre- 
clamation  with  reference  to  Mr.  Latrobe'i 
appointment,     in    which    occarred    then 
words : — 

"  Mr.  Latrobe  will  exercise  the  powers  of  Liea- 
tenant  Governor,  and  all  officers  of  tbe  Govsn- 
ment  and  others  are  hereby  required  to  rendur 
him  obedience  and  respect  aeoordingly." 

In  1842,  an  act  having  paased  in  (hii 
country,  giving  electoral  authority  to  Keir 
South  Wales,  and  also  to  the  district  of 
Port  Phillip,  it  became  necessary  to  altsr 
the  boundaries  of  the  latter  territory,  and 
a  new  commission  was  issued  to  Mr. 
Latrobe,  in  which  it  was  expressly  stated 
that  he  had  the  power  of  a  Lieoteaant 
Governor.  This  was  also  confirmed  in 
1856,  in  a  memorandum  emanating  fron 
the  Colonial  Ofiice,  which  professed  to  give 
a  resume  of  the  proceedings  of  the  different 
Australian  colonies  from  their  oommenee- 
ment.  That  the  territory  itaelf  was  vir- 
tually a  colony  was  proved  bj  the  boun- 
daries set  out  in  the  commission  and  the 
proclamation,  and  by  the  fact  that  tbe 
Supreme  Court  established  for  Port  Phillip 
had  a  jurisdiction  of  its  own.  As  he  hsd 
this  moment  been  informed  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  willing  to  accept  his  Amend- 
ment he  would  not  of  course  trouble  tbe 
House  with  any  further  obsenrations. 

Mr.  CAKDWELL  said,  he  agreed  with 
much  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  truth,  however,  was  that 
the  colony  of  Victoria  was  for  a  long  time 
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a'ditiriet  viider  Ihe  ool^ny  of  New  South 
Walw.  It  bmn  with  tmall  proportionsi 
hit  grew  rapidly  groat*  Mr.  Latrobe  was 
DOtt  however,  in  the  position  of  a  Qovernor, 
iBaMDoeh  as  there  was  no  Legialaiure  and 
BO  Council  in  the  district.  The  case  was 
see  in  which  it  was  not  possible  to  make 
a&j  general  rale,  and  the  Committee,  if  it 
sgroed  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, must  do  so  on  the  understanding 
the!  it  was  to  apply  to  Mr.  Latrobe 's  case 
iboe.  He  was  in  the  position  of  Governor 
fir  most  purposes,  and  he  was  a  most 
iMrilorious  man.  If  the  Committee  took 
a  liberal  view  of  the  case  he  should  be 
kappj  to  accede  to  it. 

8u  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  great  satisfaction  at 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government. 
Though  Mr.  Latrobe  only  held  the  posi- 
tion of  superintendent,  yet  in  his  latter 
time  he  had  discharged  the  most  difficult 
dutiea  that  could  fall  upon  a  Governor. 
He  was  practically  Governor  of  Victoria 
deriDg  that  period  when  the  advance  of 
the  colony  exceeded  anything  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  world  ;  he  alluded  to  the  pro- 
gresa  oaoaed  by  the  gold  discovery.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  held  the  seals  of  the 
Colonial  Office  at  the  time,  and  he  could 
bear  teatimony  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  La- 
tfobe  discharged  his  duties  with  great 
judgment  and  was  well  entitled  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHBETHAM  said,  that  Mr.  La- 
trobe entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  office 
ie  1839,  with  a  salary  of  £800  per  an- 
anm,  which  was  raised  in  1846  to  £1,500, 
and  further  increased  in  1851,  whon  the 
gold  discoveries  took  place,  to  £2,000, 
and  in  1852  to  £5.000.  In  1854  he  re- 
signed. Mr.  Latrobe's  successor  entered 
upon  his  duties  with  a  salary  of  £10,000, 
with  house,  and  £5,000  for  table  money. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  he 
thought  a  proper  reward  for  this  gentle- 
nan's  mentorions  service  would  be  to  give 
him  a  higher  office. 

M&.  CABDWELL  said,  he  was  afraid 
Mr.  Latrobe's  age  un6tted  him  for  the 
pnhlic  service. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Mb.    LYALL    moved    the    following 

clause : — 

**  No  ptrion  ■bill  be  incapable  of  sitting  and 
vetiof  in  Parliament  or  be  lutble  to  any  penalty 
for  ao  dotnir  in  oonteqnence  of  tbe  receipt  of  a 
pCBsion  uooer  this  Aet" 


He  said,  that  according  to  tho  6th  of  Anne 
any  person  receiving  a  pension  from  the 
Crown  during  pleasure  was  liable  to  a  fine 
of  £500  for  sitting  in  Parliament,  and  was 
disqualified  for  so  doing  ;  and  by  an  Act 
in  a  subsequent  reign  he  was  made  liable 
to  further  penalties.  Those  Acts  were 
passed  in  periods  of  great  corruption,  and 
the  reasons  for  them  had  passed  away.  It 
was  not  fit  that  persons  should  be  excluded 
from  Parliament  in  consequence  of  re- 
ceiving a  pension  from  the  Crown.  Colo- 
nial Governors  would  be  very  useful  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  he  did  not  see  why, 
when  officers  of  tho  army  and  navy  were 
admitted  to  scats  in  that  House,  civil  ser- 
vants should  be  excluded.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  the  clause. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  opposed  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  this  was  not 
the  time  or  the  occasion  for  considering 
this  question,  which  was  a  very  wide  one 
— namely,  what  ought  to  be  a  disqualifi- 
cation for  Members  of  Parliament.  At 
some  future  time  it  should  come  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  In  his  opinion 
it  would  be  necessary  rather  to  restrict 
than  give  increased  facilities  for  repeated 
onslaughts  on  tho  Treasury.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  such  a  disposition  on  the  other  side 
to  urge  Government  on  every  occasion  to 
dilapidate  and  to  waste  tho  resources  of 
the  country. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  the  question, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets had  observed,  was  a  very  wide  one — 
namely,  whether  pensioners  should  sit  in 
the  House,  and  when  considered  by  the 
House  ought  to  be  taken  upon  its  own 
merits.  He  saw  no  reason  why  a  special 
exemption  should  be  made  with  respect  to 
those  affected  by  this  Bill.  It  was  a  fair 
subject  for  consideration  at  a  future  time, 
but  it  was  not  desirable  to  consider  it  in 
connection  with  this  Bill. 

Clause  negaihed. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow, 
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Mr.  HENNESST  saicl,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  inadequate  salaries 
and  superannuations  of  the  outdoor  officers 
of  Customs.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  not  along  ago 
this  subject  had  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  the  narrow  ma- 
jority by  which  the  Go?ernment  was  saved 
on  that  occasion  was  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  held  out  hopes  of 
redressing  the  grieyances  complained  of. 
He  now  rose  to  ask  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  to  remedy  those 
grievances,  to  the  existence  of  which  so 
many  Members  of  that  House  had  testified  ? 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  case  of  the  outdoor  officers  of 
Customs.  Those  persons,  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  discharge  of  most  important 
and  responsible  duties,  were  the  only  civil 
servants  who  did  not  receive  an  annual 
increase  in  their  salaries,  which  were  most 
paltry  and  inadequate.  The  merchants  of 
Liverpool  had  again  and  again  complained 
that  they  ran  great  risk  through  the  small- 
ness  of  the  salaries  of  these  officers,  who 
were  exposed  to  temptation  in  various 
ways,  having  the  employment  of  charging, 
checking,  and  making  an  estimate  of  the 
duty  on  goods  of  enormous  vnlne.  In 
fact  many  officers  of  Customs  were  quietly 
dismissed  for  taking  perquisites  and  for 
not  enforcing  the  Customs  regulations,  al- 
though the  officials  did  not  bring  them  to 
trial,  as  they  did  not  wish  to  make  the 
matters  public.  In  illustration  of  his  con- 
tention that  the  outdoor  officers  of  Customs 
were  the  most  ill- paid  of  all  civil  servants, 
he  would  refer  to  the  superannuation 
allowances  to  some  of  thom,  as  set  forth 
in  the  Return  headed  "  Superannuation, 
Public  Offices,''  which  was  laid  upon  the 
table  in  March  last  by  the  Government. 
He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  think  he  was  making  an  invi- 
dious selection  when  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
case  of  John  Winter,  described  in  the  Re- 
turn as  '*  Messenger  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,"  who,  having  served  the 

?ublic  for  27i  years,  retired,  at  the  age  of 
0,  with  a  superannuation  allowance  of 
£63  per  annum.  He  would  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  contrast 
the  case  of  his  messenger  with  those  of 
two  outdoor  officers  of  Customs— the  first 
of  whom,  named  Bailey,  of  Newcastle, 
after  twenty-four  yeors*  service  retired,  at 
the  age  of  seventy-one,  with  a  superannua- 


tion allowance  of  £14  4f. ;  and  theseeond, 
named  Booth,  of  Liverpool,   an  oatdoor 
porter,  after    twenty-six   years  and    tea 
months'  service,  retired  at  the  age  of  forty- 
nine,  in  consequence  of  chronic  rheuma- 
tism, with  a  superannuation  allowance  of 
£28  I8«.  2d.    It  must  strike  the  House 
with  surprise  that  men  npon  whom  to  much 
responsibility  lay  should  receive  auperao- 
nuation  allowances  so  much  inferior  to  that 
received  by  the  messenger  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer.     The  superannuation 
allowance  was  the  measure  of  the  salarj  ; 
and  if  the  salaries  were  freely  adjusted, 
the  superannuation  allowances  would  also 
be  freely  adjusted.     A  man  named  Free- 
man,   of    Sunderland,    another    outdoor 
Customs  officer,  after  twenty -four  years' 
service,  retired  from  a  concussion  of  the 
spine  upon  £23  a  year  superannuation,  and 
upon  inquiry  he  (Mr.  Hennessy)  had  learnt 
that  the  injury  was  received  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties.     At  Cardiff,  a  man 
named  Evans,  a  tide  waiter,  was  superan- 
nuated upon  £15  a  year;  at  Harwich,  a 
man  named  Bannochs,  upon  £8;  at  London, 
a  man  named  Emmet,  upon  an  allowance 
of    £10   I3«.  ;   and   at   Belfast,   a  man 
named    Roberts,   upon    an    allowance  q! 
£4  2s.    He  should  not  ask  the  Government 
to  do  anything  further  for  these  poor  men, 
for  as  they  had  found  it  impossible  to  lire 
upon  their  superannuation  allowances,  the/ 
had  died  upon  it.     The  fact  was  that  the 
men  had  been  literally  starved  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    These  Customs  officers  did  not 
receive  an  annuol  increase  to  their  salsries 
like  other  members  of  the  Civil  Service.  He 
would   contrast   with   the   case   of  tbeie 
outdoor  officers  that  of  the  sorters  in  tbs 
Post  Office,  whose  salaries  (those  of  the 
first  class)  rose  gradually  from  £104  to 
£130  ;    and   of    the   messengers,   whose 
salaries  rose  from  £55  to  £104,  at  the 
rate  of  £2  12s.  a  year.     The  Report  re- 
commended  that   an   annual   increase  in 
allowance    in   their   salaries  should  take 
place,  and  he  therefore  begged  to  express 
a  hope — though  from  what  fell  on  a  former 
occasion    from    the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  a  very  confident  hope — that  he  would 
be  prepared  to  do  them  that  justice  which 
was  done  to  other  branches  of  the  Civil 
Service.      Another    grievance    was   that 
these  men  were  subject  to  a  eompetitiva 
examination  before   promotion,  ao  that  a 
man   after   twenty  years'   senriee,   found 
himself    placed   in   competition,   perhanii 
with  a  man  of  three  yeara*  aerrice,  who 
was  younger  and  better  up  in  the  Sttbjects 
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of  examinatioi].  Noir,  high  anthoritieB 
had  declared  that  this  was  highly  improper. 
A.  test  examination  in  the  duties  which  a 
man  had  been  discharging  was  a  different 
thing ;  and  he  also  approved  of  a  com- 
petitiye  examination  on  entering  the  ser- 
vice. But  a  competitive  examination  be- 
fore promotion  was  highly  unjust  to  the 
older  officers  of  tbe  department,  and  he 
hoped  that  that  system  would  be  abolished. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  had  already  pointed 
ont  the  injustice  of  this  arrangement, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  continued 
by  the  Government.  He  sat  for  an  inland 
county  in  Ireland,  and  did  not  represent 
a  single  outdoor  officer  of  customs.  These 
grievances  had  not  only  been  put  forward  by 
the  officers  themselves,  but  by  a  large 
number  of  merchants  on  their  behalf. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
of  late  years  there  had  been  a  transposition 
of  duties  in  this  House.  Formerly  the 
House  watched  over  expenditure,  and  were 
-careful  to  check  extravagance  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  But  now  Members 
rarely  objected  to  expenditure ;  and  this 
Session  menfbers  had  got  up  more  fre- 
quently than  he  ever  remembered  to  ask 
why  the  officers  of  this  or  that  department 
were  not  better  paid.  Last  year  it  was 
the  Post  Office,  but  the  Government  then 
showed  that  the  men  were  well  paid  ;  and 
this  year  it  was  the  out-door  Department 
of  the  Customs,  and  he  had  no  doubt  there 
was  a  fisllacy  behind  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments  on  its  behalf.  When  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  complained  of  low  pen- 
sions being  given  to  certain  officers,  the 
question  was  how  long  they  had  served, 
and  whether  they  were  not  able  to  maintain 
themselves  in  other  ways.  Of  late  years 
our  Civil  Service  establishments  had  be- 
come so  large,  the  number  of  persons  in- 
terested in  their  maintenance  and  exten- 
sion was  so  great,  that  he  began  to  fear 
that  the  virtue  of  Parliament  would  suffer. 
There  was  a  spirit  of  combination  among 
the  civil  servants  and  their  friends  to  keep 
up  the  system.  The  Civil  Serrice  now 
had  a  gazette  of  its  own,  which  trumped  up 
the  merits  of  departments,  and  complained 
of  inadequate  pay.  Some  time  since  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  staff 
of  the  Department  of  the  Poor  Law  was 
more  than  sufficient,  and  that  the  secretary 
to  the  office  might  bo  dispensed  with  ;  but 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  opposed  to  any 
change.  Some  ten  days  ago  there  had 
appeared  an  article  in  the  Cml  Service 
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GazeUe,  which,  after  trumpeting  forth  the 
services  and  the  grievances  of  the  depart- 
ment, proceeded  to  make  a  personal  attack 
upon  himself,  to  which  he  would  not  fur- 
ther allnde.  But  the  writer  of  that  article, 
whilst  he  admitted  there  was  room  for 
judicious  reforms  which  would  save  expense 
to  the  country,  and  raise  the  service  to  a 
better  position,  seemed  to  be  of  opinion 
that  it  was  only  the  members  of  the  de- 
partment themselves  who  ought  to  deter- 
mine what  changes  should  be  made.  It 
almost  appeared  as  though  the  civil  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  were  acting  upon 
Swift's  advice  to  servants,  and  were  claim- 
ing to  settle  the  amount  of  their  own  sala- 
ries. He  felt  convinced  that  if  such  pro* 
positions  as  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  were 
adopted,  the  public  would  protest  and  de- 
mand a  total  change  in  the  system  of  pay- 
ing public  servants.  He  believed  that  the 
pay  given  (o  persons  in  the  public  service 
was  ample.  Indeed  he  was  disposed  to 
think  it  was  rather  liberal,  and  that  the 
effect  of  this  was  to  bring  forward  candi- 
dates of  a  higher  grade  in  society  than 
those  whom  it  had  been  intended  to  ap- 
point. Tbe  Government  would  be  neglect- 
ing their  duty  if  they  did  not  set  their 
face  against  this  extravagance  ;  for  one 
of  the  conditions  on  which  they  had 
accceded  to  office  was,  that  they  should 
look  after,  examine,  and  carry  reform  into 
the  different  executive  departments  of  the 
public  service.  He  hoped  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, instead  of  bothering  itself  about  its 
own  reconstruction,  would  be  elected  upon 
the  condition  of  looking  after  and  carrying 
reforms  in  the  different  departments  of  the 
executive. 

Mr.  NE  ate  said,  it  might  be  that  though 
at  one  time  it  had  been  necessary  to  urge  the 
Government  to  keep  down  all  profuse  ex- 
penditure, it  was  now  necessary  to  protest 
against  what  might  be  called  the  extrava- 
gant economy  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  With  re< 
gard  to  the  Post  Office,  he  did  not  think 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Truro  (Mr.  Augustus  Smith)  were  appli- 
cable ;  because  the  result  had  proved  that 
it  was  rather  a  case  for  proper  interference, 
and  was  a  precedent  for  carrying  out  the 
same  principle  in  other  departments.  With 
regard  to  the  Custom  House,  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Clay)  had,  by  means  of  representations 
made  more  than  once  in  that  House,  in- 
duced the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  t' 
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reconsider  tlio  case  of  the  officers  employed 
in  that  department,  and  somewhat  improye 
their  condition.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Government  went  a  little  too  far  in 
looking  only  to  the  principle  of  the  pay 
men  would  take,  because,  though  persons 
might  accept  office  at  a  low  figure,  if  after 
a  time  they  began  to  compare  what  they 
were  receiving  with  the  salaries  paid  to 
persons  employed  by  private  firms,  they 
might  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  they 
had  made  a  mistake,  and  become  discon- 
tented. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  could  not  agree  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  in  re- 
spect of  what  he  had  described  as  the 
extravagant  economy  of  the  executive 
Government.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Truro  had  called  attention  to  a  very 
serious  consideration,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say,  even  speaking  in  the  presence  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  though  being  frequently 
in  contest  with  him  (Mr.  Augustus  Smith), 
and  having  frequently  to  contest  his  argu- 
ments, whatever  might  be  the  responsibility 
which  attached  to  others,  with  regard  to 
want  of  economy  in  the  public  expenditure, 
his  hon.  Friend  was  not  open  to  the  charge 
of  having  swum  with  the  stream.  He  had 
been  no  party  to  having  put  forward  such 
demands  as  that  which  was  now  before  the 
House.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Truro,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Homlcts  (Mr. 
Ayrton),  and  other  hon.  Members  whom 
he  might  name,  had  done  their  duty  faith- 
fully as  representatives  of  the  people  in 
endeavouring  to  check  and  control  the 
public  expenditure  ;  and  however  it  might 
have  been  his  duty  to  oppose  proposals 
made  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen  he  rendered 
them  only  justice  when  he  said  thus  much 
as  to  their  personal  conduct  and  the  prin- 
ciples which  thoy  laid  down.  Coming  to 
the  question  before  the  House,  ho  must 
say  there  was  something  novel  in  the  use 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
County  (Mr.  Honnessy)  was  making  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  It  was  rightly  intended 
that  in  discussing  it  the  representatives  of 
the  people  should  have  every  opportunity 
of  checking,  narrowing,  and  controlling 
the  expenditure  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  that  the  House  should 
have  every  opportunity  of  questioning  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  that  expenditure ;  but,  as  far  as  his 
experience  went,  it  was  a  complete  novelty 
to  make  use  of  the  Appropriation  Bill — 
Mr,  Neate  ' 


the  great  taxing  Act  of  the  Session — for 
the  purpose  of  contending  that  the  people 
were  not  taxed  enough.     The  House  were 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  this  new 
application  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.     He 
begged,    however,    to  deny  that  in  chal- 
lenging the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  questions  of  this  kind  he  had  ever  ac- 
cused  him  of  bringing  it  forward  for  the 
purpose  of  gratifying   his  constituents  or 
with  a  personal  object  out  of  a  sordid  re- 
gard for  his  own  political  interests.     He 
had  never  imputed  to  him  anything  so  un- 
worthy.    He  thought,   however,  that  the 
course  which  the  hon.  Member  pursued  was 
most  mischievous  ;  and  he  concurred  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  in 
thinking  that  if  proceedings  of  this  sort 
should  reach  a  certain  point,  they  would 
end  in   important  constitutional   changes. 
The    hon.  Member's    main    argument  in 
favour  of  those  outdoor  officers  was  founded 
on  the  custom  of  annual  increment  which 
he  (Mr.  Hennessy)  held  to  be  the  rule  in 
the  civil  service.     It  was  not  true,  as  far 
as  he  knew,  that  as   a  rule  persons  em- 
ployed   in    that    service  were  sure  of  an 
annual  increment  to  their  salaries  ;  but  it 
was  a  rule  that  certain  salaries  were  pro- 
gressive until  the   persons    who   received 
them  got  out  of  a  certain  class,  from  whicli 
time    their  salaries    remained    stationary. 
He  thought  that  an  annual  increment  might 
be  advisable  in  certain  cases  ;  but  he  was 
far  from  thinking  it  was    so  wise  an  ar- 
rangement that  it  was  to  be  assumed  to 
carry  an  authority,    and  it  was  the  du(j 
of  the  Government  to  say  it  was  the  right 
plan  in  all  cases.     In  the  higher  appoint- 
ments of  the  Civil  Service  it  was  entirely 
unknown.     Neither  did  it  prevail  in  the 
lowest  grade,  and  the  outdoor  officers  of 
Customs  were  among  the  lower  ranks.  [Mr. 
Hennessy  :    No ;    the   messengers.]    He 
begged  pardon.     The  outdoor  officers  per- 
formed duties  lower  than  those  discharged 
by  the  messengers — duties  less  confidential. 
But,  however  that  might  be,  in  those  lower 
appointments    the  principle  of  annual  in- 
crement was  very    little    known.     Letter 
carriers,    in  some   instances,  were  taken 
into  the  Post  Office  at  a  very  early  age 
— as  early,  he  believed  as  eighteen,  and 
there  might   bo  other  cases  in    which  an 
annual  increment  was  a  fair  principle  in 
consequence  of  the  capacity  for  duty  in- 
creasing year  by  year  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  shown  that   the  out- 
door officers  were  persons  whose  knowledge 
of  duty  increased  each  year.     The  hon. 
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Gentleman  formed  a  wrong  idea  of  the 
public  serTice  if  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
yernment  were  not  entitled,  like  all  other 
employers,  to  go  into  the  market  and  pur- 
chase labour  at  the  cheapest  rate.  He 
took  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  been 
superannuated  on  £4  a  year,  and  of  another 
who  had  been  superannuated  on  £S,  and 
he  said,  "  A  man  cannot  live  on  £8  a  year 
— what  a  scandal ! "  The  hon.  Gentleman 
wanted  any  man  who  had  been  employed 
in  the  dignified  appointment  of  outdoor 
officer  of  the  Customs— no  matter  how  long 
or  how  short  might  have  been  his  time  in 
the  service — to  be  endowed  for  ever  with 
the  means  of  supporting  himself  on  his  re- 
tirement from  the  office.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  create  an  impression 
that  some  harsh  rule  was  applied  against 
the  gentleman  whom  he  had  chosen  to  take 
under  his  protection.  On  the  contrary,  one 
single  impartial  rule,  inflexibly  applied,  ran 
through  the  administration  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act,  and  it  was  contrary  to  the 
fact  to  say  that  one  rule  was  applied,  ns 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  to  in- 
sinuate, to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's messenger,  for  instance,  and  another 
to  the  outdoor  officers  of  the  Customs  and 
letter-carriers.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  that  competitive  examination 
was  applied  to  men  who  had  been  for  a 
length  of  time  in  the  service.  But  the 
justification  of  that  was,  that  the  duties  to 
which  these  men  were  to  be  transferred 
were  essentially  different  from  those  which 
they  had  hitherto  performed.  It  would 
have  been  fairer,  too,  if  he  had  mentioned 
that  competitive  examination  was  not  the 
only  means  of  passing  from  the  position  of 
outdoor  officers  to  that  of  examining  offi- 
cers, but  that  half  the  promotions  were 
given  by  merit  on  the  selection  of  the 
Board  of  Customs.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
next  asked  what  he  had  done  to  carry  out 
the  promise  which  he  had  given  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  although  when  he  made 
that  promise  the  hon.  Gentleman,  confi- 
dent in  the  interest  which  had  been  used 
to  enlist  the  feelings  of  Members  in  support 
of  his  cause,  did  not  attach  much  value  to 
that  promise  ?  But  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  although  he  was  most  happy  to  re- 
ceive from  Members — like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Clay)  for  instance— such 
information  as  their  superior  knowledge 
enabled  them  to  give  of  the  feelings  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  places  they  renre- 
sented,  yet  on  matters  of  this  kind  to 
yield  to  Parliamentary  pressure  as  long 


as  he  held  his  present  position  he  should 
think  an  abandonment  of  his  duty.     The 
principle  he  laid  down  any  hon.  Member 
might  challenge,  and  he  would  defend  it, 
and  if  the  House  chose  to  censure  it,  it 
could  do  so.     The  promise  which  he  had 
made   was,   that   in    the   peculiar   cases 
which  had   arisen  out  of  the   almost  re- 
construction of  the  Customs  Department 
which  followed  the  important  changes  in 
the  Tariff  of  1860,  any  injury  that  might 
accrue  to  officers  in  respect  of  the  chances 
of  promotion  ought  to  be  looked  into,  and 
when  they  assumed  a  definite  and  tangible 
form  ought    to  be  made  the  subject  of 
arrangement.     In  various  instances  per- 
sonal allowances  had  been  made  to  officers 
who  had  been  able  to  show  that  they  had 
suffered  a  tangible  injury  of  that  kind.     It 
was  impossible,  however,  to  lay  down  a 
genera]  principle  that  in  any  case,  how- 
ever shadowy,  where  a  possible  or   pre- 
sumed injury  had  been  suffered,   that  it 
should  be   made   the   subject  of  a  fixed 
compensation.     The  case   of   1860  was 
a  peculiar   case.      As   regarded   outdoor 
officers,  they  had  endeavoured  to  meet  it 
partly  by  attempting  to  fill  up  the  body 
of  examining  officers  from   them,   and  in 
special   cases   they    had    endeavoured   to 
ascertain   whether  anything    like   a   fair 
claim  to  compensation  could  be  established 
for  injury  to   the  chance   of  promotion. 
It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  because 
the  services  of  a  person  in  a  higher  class 
had  been  dispensed  with,    that  all  below 
in  that   class   were  to   be  compensated. 
In  1860,   when  a  special   case  arose,  it 
was   met   by  the   promotion   of   some  of 
the    outdoor    officers    in    the    Customs. 
The  subject  was  not  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  manner  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  wish.     The  Customs,  from  its 
<^ggi^egation    of    separate    establishments 
into  one  Board,  was  a  peculiar  organiza- 
tion.    Each  part  had  more  or  less  rules 
odapted    to    its    own   particular   circum- 
stances, which  would  not  bear  comparison, 
and  the  principle  of  local  promotion  was 
recognized    to    a    great    extent.       And, 
therefore,  it  was  only  by  inquiry,  as  the 
cases  arose,  that  they  could  be  dealt  with. 
On   that   principle   the  Government  had 
acted,  and  on  that  principle  they  intended 
to  continue  to  act.     With  regard  to  the 
extra  work  performed  by  landing  waiters, 
inquiry  had  been  made,  but  nothing  had 
as  yet  occurred  to  cause  him  to  believe 
that  anything  of  a   serious  nature   had 
existed  which  he  could  be  called  upon  to 
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notice ;  but  he  did  not  close  the  door 
against  it.  The  pay  of  the  different  de- 
partments, as  compared  one  with  another, 
had  for  some  time  engaged  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government,  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  was  doubtful  whether 
they  could  be  brought  to  a  standard  of 
comparison.  There  was  no  test  so  good 
and  safe  as  the  willingness  of  competent 
persons  to  accept  places  under  GoYcrn- 
ment,  but  he  did  not  exclude  himself  from 
recognizing  the  duty  of  Government  to 
take  measures,  from  time  to  time  according 
.  to  circumstances  and  the  state  of  the  labour 
market,  for  improving  all  the  Government 
offices;  but  as  yet  no  case  had  been  brought 
before  them  for  laying  down  any  general 
rule  of  guidance.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
drew  a  comparison  between  the  Customs 
and  the  other  departments,  and  contended 
that  the  Customs  were  worse  paid  than  the 
others.  That  was  a  matter  into  which  they 
were  inquiring  carefully,  but  he  was  doubt- 
ful whether  the  allegation  could  be  made 
good.  It  was  very  difficult  to  draw  any 
comparison  between  the  Customs  and  the 
other  departments,  but  as  far  as  the  test 
of  the  willingness  of  competent  candidates 
to  accept  places  in  the  Customs  went,  no- 
thing had  come  before  him  to  show  that 
there  was  any  foundation  for  a  general  al- 
legation that  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
rate  of  remuneration  given  in  the  Customs 
Department  and  in  the  other  departments 
of  the  public  service. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill   read  2^  and    commitied  for    To- 
morrow, at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

COUNTY  COURTS  EQUITABLE  JURISDIC- 
TION BILL  (jLorrf*.)— [Bill  150.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  AYRTON  moved.  That  it  be  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  assimilate 
the  Sheriffs'  Court  of  the  City  of  London 
in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court.  He  said, 
that  as  the  title  of  the  Bill  was  the  County 
Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill,  and 
the  Sheriffs'  Court  was  not  a  County  Court, 
he  could  not  make  the  Motion  in  Commit- 
tee. The  Sheriffs'  Court  was  a  very  pe- 
culiar Court.  While  there  were  County 
Courts  for  every  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  there  was  one  spot  that  was 
exempt  from  this  most  beneficent  legisla- 
tion,  and  that  spot  was  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. When  the  affairs  of  the  Corporation 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


were  examined  by  a  Royal   CommiBsion 
they  reported    unanimously    against    the 
maintenance  of  this   Court.      Again,   in 
1859,  when  !t  Private  Bill  was  brought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  reforming  this  Court, 
the  feeling  of  the  House  was  so  strong 
that  it  was  abandoned.      The  Committee 
appointed  in  1861  to  inquire  into  the  local 
government  of  the  metropolis  also  unani- 
mously reported  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  this  Court.     But,  in  spite  of  this  unani- 
mity of  opinion,   the  Court  continued  to 
exist.       While  the    country    was   paying 
£250,000  a  year  for  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  County  Courts,  this  Court 
was  allowed  to  levy  fees  to  the  amount  of 
£5,000  a  year  and  upwards.     The  salary 
of  the  Judge  was  only  £900  a  year— a 
sum    far  below  that  paid  to  the   County 
Court  Judges — and  there  was  an  accumu- 
lation  of  the   fund   arising   from   fees  of 
£8,000.     The  ultimate  destination  of  this 
was  unknown,  though  probably  it  would  be 
made  available  for  some  of  those  festivities 
of  which  the  Corporation  delighted  to  par* 
take,  and  which  they  valued  as  one  of  their 
most  desirable  franchises.     The  Bill  pro* 
posed  to  give  this  anomaly  a  still  further 
recognition.     He  thought  it  would  be  dis- 
creditable to  the  House  to  go  on  sanction- 
ing this  system.     The  Bill  extended  the 
equitable  jurisdiction  to  the  Sheriffs' Court, 
and  he  contended  that  they  either  ought 
not  to  do  this,  or  that,  if  they  did,  the 
other  County  Court  Acts  should  extend  to 
that  Court. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  assimilate  the  SheriflPs'  Court  of  the  City  of 
London  in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court." — [Ur. 
AyrloH.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  be 
could  not  agree  to  the  proposed  Instruc- 
tion. If  the  Government  were  to  propose 
to  overturn  the  constitution  of  the  Sheriffs' 
Court  and  to  displace  the  Corporation  of 
London  in  reference  to  it,  he  feared  that 
they  would  be  making  the  Bill  the  occasion 
for  a  contest  between  the  Government  and 
the  City  of  London,  which  would  preclude 
the  hope  of  passing  the  measure  in  the 
present  Session.  The  Bill  actually  went 
to  some  extent  in  the  direction  which  the 
hon.  Member  desired.  The  Sheriffs'  Court 
was  under  a  somewhat  different  form  and 
a  somewhat  different  jurisdiction,  doing  the 
work  of  the  County  Court ;  and  this  Bill 
would  give  to  it  the  same  equitable  juris- 
diction that  it  gave  to  the  County  Courts. 
Another  year  the  assimilation    would  be 
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etrried  still  farther.  He  hoped  that  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the  In- 
straotion. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that  not  wishing  to 
endanger  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leare,  wUhArawn, 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Jurisdiction  in  Equity  to  he 
exercised  in  County  Courts  in  certain  Suits 
and  Matters). 

,  Su  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
entertained  great  doubts  whether  the  juris- 
diction proposed  to  be  given  to  County 
Court  Judges  was  not  far  too  great,  and 
whether  it  would  not  tend  to  clog  the 
working  of  their  Courts,  thereby  injuring 
rather  than  benefiting  the  public  interests. 
Were  it  not  so  near  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  should  have  felt  disposed  to  move 
that  the  maximum  of  «£500  should  be  re- 
daeed  to  £200. 

Mb.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  should  sup- 
port  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  indeed 
thought  the  limit  might  have  been  safely 
fixed  at  £1,000.  Small  tradesmen  resorted 
to  the  County  Courts  with  great  confidence, 
and  he  thought  the  jurisdiction  ought  to  be 
extended  to  a  larger  sum. 

Sib  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he  ap. 
proved  the  clause,  believing  that  the  County 
Courts  had  given  general  satisfaction,  and 
that  the  public  were  anxious  to  have  these 
equitable  suits  rapidly  and  economically 
decided  by  them. 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
that  the  extent  of  the  jurisdiction  proposed 
to  be  conferred  by  the  Bill  had  been  care- 
fully considered,  and  he  believed  it  might 
safely  be  intrusted  to  the  Judges  of  these 
Courts.  He  thought  that  £500  would  be 
a  proper  medium. 

Mb.  MURRAY  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
limit  would  not  be  fixed  below  £500.  If 
they  placed  it  at  a  lower  amount  than  that 
the  utility  of  the  measure  would  be  greatly 
impaired. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 
be  did  not  question  the  competency  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  to  exercise  such  a 
jurisdiction,  but  feared  that  the  imposition 
of  these  new  duties  upon  them  would  in- 
terfere with  the  small  cause  business  which 
they  now  dispatched  with  so  much  advan- 
tage to  the  public. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  withdrawn. 

Clauses  5  to  12  agreed  to. 


Clause  13  (Certain  Fees  to  be  taken, 
out  of  which  Judges  shall  have  their  Sala- 
ries increased  to  such  an  Amount  as  the 
Fees  received  will  be  su£Scient  to  pay  to 
each  Judge  not  exceeding  £1,600). 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved, 
in  line  20,  to  leave  out  from  '*  carried  "  to 
end  of  clause,  and  insert— 

**  Paid  over  to  the  credit  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  the  salaries  paid  oat  of  such 
Fund  to  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts  shall  be 
increased  by  three  hundred  pounds  a  year :  Pro- 
vided always,  That  the  salary  of  the  successor  to 
any  Judge  who  under  this  Act  shall  recei?e  a  larger 
salary  in  the  whole  than  one  thousand  five  hun- 
dred pounds,  shall  not  exceed  one  thousand  ftve 
hundred  pounds  :  Provided  also,  That  if  any  Judge 
heretofore  appointed  shall  resign  his  office  by  rea- 
son of  any  permanent  infirmity  before  he  shall 
have  received  or  become  entitled  to  receive  the 
increased  amount  of  salary  payable  to  him  under 
this  Act  for  the  full  period  of  five  years,  any  an- 
nuity which  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  recommend 
to  be  paid  to  him  upon  such  retirement  shall  bo 
calculated  with  reference  to  the  average  amount 
of  salary  received  or  receivable  by  him  for  the  five 
years  next  preceding  the  date  of  such  retirement, 
and  not  with  reference  to  the  yearly  salary  which 
he  shall  be  entitled  to  as  a  J  udge  of  County  Court 
at  the  time  of  presenting  his  petition  for  the  grant 
of  an  annuity:" 

In  margiu  of  clause,  substitute  for  pre* 
sent  note — 

'<  Certain  fees  to  be  taken  and  to  be  paid  over 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  to  be  increased  by  £300  a  year:" 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Judge  not  obliged  to  hold 
Courts  in  September). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved 
an  Amendment  to  allow  the  County  Court 
Judges,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  to  select  any  other  month  than 
that  of  September  for  their  annual  vacation. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  thought  the 
Judges  should  be  required  to  take  their 
holidays  during  the  period  of  the  long 
vocation. 

Mr.  MURRAY  said,  if  a  County  Court 
Judge  wished  to  take  his  holyday  at  any 
other  time  than  the  long  vacation  he  ought 
to  provide  a  substitute. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  the  clause  might  safely  be  left 
as  he  proposed. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  moved  a 
clause  to  follow  Clause  18— 

[Appeal  to  be  made  either  to  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery  or  a  Vice  Chancellor.] 

"  In  any  case  which  may  be  the  subject  of  an 
appeal  under  this  Aotin  causes  arising  within  the 
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County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  the  appeal  may,  at 
the  option  of  the  party  appealing,  be  made  either 
to  the  High  Court  of  Chancery  or  a  Vice  Chan- 
cellor thereof,  or  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  or  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellor thereof;  and  that  in  case  of  an  appeal  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery ^for  the  said  County  Palatine 
or  the  Vice  Chancellor  thereof,  the  order  on  such 
appeal  shall  have  the  same  effect  as  if  it  had 
been  made  by  a  Vice  Chancellor  of  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery." 

He  said,  that  this  was  the  first  timo  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  of  the  County  Palatine 
of  Lancaster  had  been  treated  otherwise 
than  the  Superior  Courts  of  Westminster 
Hall.  The  object  of  his  clause  was  to 
preserve  to  the  former  the  rights  which 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed. 

Mr.  potter  said,  that  there  was  an 
exemption  clause  already  by  whicii  all  the 
rights  of  the  Courts  of  Stannaries  in  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  were  reserved.  If  that 
were  done  in  Cornwall  why  should  it  not 
be  done  also  for  the  Chancery  Courts  of  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaste^,  the  business 
of  which  was  a  hundred-fold  greater  than 
that  of  all  the  Courts  of  Stannaries? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Bill  gave  no  new  jurisdiction  to 
the  Courts  of  Stannaries  0/  took  any- 
thing away.  At  present  there  was  an  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellor of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster 
to  the  High  Court  of  Chancery.  If  the 
clause  were  agreed  to  the  effect  would  be 
to  deprive  the  mercantile  community  of 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  of  the  rights  of 
ultimate  appeal  which  they  now  possessed, 
inasmuch  as  the  decision  of  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellor would,  under  the  Act,  be  final.  This 
clause  gave  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the 
County  Palatine  official  jurisdiction;  and 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  the  suitors 
there  should  be  compelled  to  put  up  with 
an  inferior  equitable  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  C.  TURNER  said,  the  Attorney 
General  was  entirely  wrong  in  thinking 
that  the  people  of  Lancashire  would  not 
be  satisfied  without  going  to  the  High 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  truth  was,  they 
did  not  want  any  power  to  appeal  to  the 
Courts  in  London,  but  to  have  appeals  de» 
elded  in  the  cheapest  Court,  and  in  the 
speediest  manner.  He  believed  the  mer- 
cantile interests  both  of  Liverpool  and 
Manchester  were  quite  satisfied  with  the 
decisions  of  the  gentleman  who  presided 
over  the  Chancery  Court  at  Liverpool. 

Colonel    WILSON    PATTEN    said, 
that  this  was  but  a  repetition  of  the  at- 
tempts so  often  made  to  annihilate  these 
Coutti.      Their  defenders  had  the  disad- 
Cohnel  Wilson  Fatten 


vantage  of  having  to  meet  the  lawyers  of 
Westminster  Hall,  who  were  always  trying 
to  bring  the  Courts  of  the  Palatine  up  to 
London.  These  attempts  had  hitherto 
always  been  successfully  resisted  ;  and  he 
trusted  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemao 
would  agree  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  sug- 
gest that  the  words  "  at  the  option  of  the 
party  appealing"  should  be  altered  so  as  to 
give  both  parties  the  option. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
he  would  assent  to  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHEETHAM  said,  the  Attorney 
General  need  not  fear  the  Courts  here  be- 
ing disturbed  with  many  appeals  by  Laaca- 
shire  men  to  the  prejudice  of  their  own 
just,  epuitable,  and  economical  Courts. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  it  possible  to  carry  theoretical 
objections  too  far,  and  he  therefore  wouid 
consent  to  the  insertion  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  C.  turner  said,  that  on  behalf 
of  the  people  of  Manchester,  who  would 
naturally  wish  to  have  recourse  to  the  local 
court,  ho  must  oppose  tho  Amendment 
proposed  on  the  ground  that  it  would  render 
the  clause  valueless,  inasmuch  as  one  of 
the  parties  would  bo  sure  to  object. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  fls 
amended,  to  bo  considered  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  236.  J 

INDEMNITY  BILL— [Bill  234.] 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.'* 
(Mr.  Peel) 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  that  it  be  read 
a  second  timo  that  day  three  months.  He 
said  it  had  been  declared  by  a  noble  Lord 
for  whom  hon.  Members  at  the  other  side 
of  the  House  had  great  respect  (Earl  Derby), 
that  the  particular  declaration  pointed  at 
by  this  Bill,  as  a  protection  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  was  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  was  written  so  far  as  it  professed 
to  accomplish  that  object.  It  was  kept  up 
merely  as  a  badge  of  predominance,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  insulting  and  marking 
off  millions  of  Englishmen  as  serfs.  The 
indemnity  was  sought  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  persons  were  ignorant  of  the  law 
requiring  them  to  take  it,  were  absent  from 
the  country,  or  for  other  reasons  of  that 
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tort.  Among  tho  persons,  however,  sup- 
posed to  be  Ignorant  of  the  law  were  officials 
BO  less  exalted  than  the  Attorney  General 
and  Commander  of  the  Forces.  He  had 
introduced  a  Bill  to  obriate  the  necessity  of 
taking  the  oath  to  which  this  Bill  referred, 
and  that  Bill  had  been  agreed  to  by  that 
Uouso  six  times ;  and  after  all  that,  to  his 
great  aurpriso  the  Bill  had  been  rejected 
by  the  other  House.  The  great  Conser- 
Tatife  leader  in  the  other  House  had  sum- 
moned the  Peers  to  reject  the  measure.  By 
this  Indemnity  Bill  the  Ministers  passed  a 
measure  for  themseWes  which  they  refused 
to  their  fellow-subjects.  That  was  a  miser- 
able exhibition  of  legislation.  It  was  quite 
iimo  to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of  things. 
If  tho  other  House  would  not  repeal  the 
Oath's  Act  they  ought  to  insist  on  the  oath 
being  taken  by  all  to  whom  the  Act  applied, 
and  the  House  ought  to  reject  this  Indem- 
nity Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  the 
word  •*  now,"  and  at. the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." — {Mr,  JIadfield.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  peel  said,  that  if  the  Bill  pro- 
posed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield)  had  become  law — as  he 
wished  it  had — it  would  still  have  been 
necessary  to  pass  the  annual  Indemnity 
Bill,  which  was  applicable  not  only  to  the 
declaration  substituted  for  the  old  sacra- 
mental test,  but  also  to  the  consolidated 
oath  which  had  taken  the  place  of  the  oaths 
of  allegiance,  abjnration,  and  supremacy. 
The  only  difference,  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  passed,  would  have  been  that 
there  would  ha?e  been  no  reference  in  the 
Indemnity  Bill  to  the  subject  of  tho  de- 
claration referred  to.  If  they  could  not 
repeal  the  law  as  the  hon.  Member  wished, 
the  next  best  thing  was  to  suspend  its 
operation.  He  therefore  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  into  law. 
With  regard  to  the  clauses  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  given  notice, 
ho  could  offer  no  opinion  till  he  had  an 
opportnuity  of  seeing  them. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  he  thought  the 
House  instead  of  passing  an  Indemnity 
Bill  ought  honestly  to  repeal  some  of  the 
Acts  to  which  the  Indemnity  Bill  related, 
and  which  rendered  it  necessary.  One,  in 
particular,  an  extraordinary  one,  the  2nd 
of  Anno,  c.  6,  was  entitled  **  An  Act  to 
prevent  the  further  growth  of  Popery  j" 


and  stated  that  ''  some  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  extreme  sickness  and  decay  of 
I  their  reason  and  senses  are  persuaded  and 
I  perverted  from  tho  Protestant  religion;  "and 
it  provided,  that  all  persons  so  persuaded 
should  suffer  very  severe  penalties  unless 
I  they  made  declarations  in  accordance  with 
that  Act.  Without  doing  anything  in- 
vidious, he  might  say  that  there  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  who  would  be  ex- 
posed to  all  the  penalties  of  that  Act,  the 
severest  of  which,  no  doubt,  would  be  the 
taking  of  tho  declaration.  Another  clause 
of  the  Act  provided,  that  no  "Popish" 
tenant  should  hold  land,  except  at  a  certain 
exceptionally  high  rental.  As  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  one  would  venture  to  en- 
force that  Act,  if  this  Bill  was  not  passed 
he  should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Sheffield. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  tho  effect 
of  the  clanses,  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hadfield)  had  given  notice,  would 
be  to  render  an  annual  Indemnity  Bill 
unnecessary,  by  abolishing  the  declara- 
tion which  the  law  now  required  to  be 
made.  If  the  Government  would  take 
charge  of  a  measure  containing  such  clauses 
perhaps  certain  people  in  another  place 
would  allow  it  to  pass.  There  was  a  great 
terror  in  that  place  of  giving  a  triumph  to 
the  Dissenters  represented  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  Whether  that  feeling  was  worthy 
of  a  great  House,  or  was  a  very  mean  one, 
he  would  leave  the  public  to  determine ; 
but  if  the  Government  would  take  up  the 
measure  it  would  go  into  the  other  House 
under  auspices  which  would  render  it  in 
the  eyes  of  some  people  more  respectable, 
and  possibly  it  might  pass.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tho  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Peel)  would  give  a  pledge  that 
tho  Government  would  adopt  that  course — 
and  probably  he  would  do  so,  as  many 
things  could  be  done  just  before  a  general 
election— his  hon.  Friend  would  not  think 
it  necessary  to  divide  the  House.  As  it 
was,  he  was  anxious  to  carry  a  reform, 
which  he  said  was  desired  by  millions  of 
his  fellow-countrymen,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, fairly  at  liberty  to  take  every  oppor- 
tunity of  insisting  upon  that  being  done  in 
favour  of  which  they  decided  in  six  suc- 
cessive Sessions. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  32  ;  Noes 
18  :  Majority  14. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Billread2%and  committed  toT  To-morrow, 
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TUBNPIEE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

[bill  327.]       OOIOCITTBB. 

Bill  eotuiitrei  in  CommitUe. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Uotion  that  the  Frskmble  be  poit 
poned, 

Hb.  darby  ORIFFITH  mored  tbni 
the  ChBirmaa  report  FrogreiB. 

Sib  MICHAEL  BEACH  uid,  he  woalc 
not  oppote  the  Bill,  but  be  hoped  that  th( 
GoTernmant  would  next  Seuion  introduct 
B  more  general  and  com prehen aire  meaiurt 
on  this  aubject,  Uanj  roada  were  unjuatlj 
Bnd  inequitably  dealt  with  bj  thia  Bill. 
The  principle  upon  which  it  waa  baaed  wai 
tiiat  of  putting  the  ohargei  of  the  turnpike 
roada  upon  the  pariahea  through  which 
the;  ran,  acoording  to  the  mileage  of  the 
roada.  He  tmited  that  the  OoTemmenI 
would  next  Seaaioa  bring  in  a  Bill  to  place 
the  maintenance  of  these  roada  either  upon 
the  highway  diitriot  or  upon  the  county, 
BO  aa  to  make  the  inhabitanta  of  the  towna 
pay  their  proportion  of  the  eipenae. 

COLOHKL  PENNANT  aaid,  the  House 
waa  aware  that  there  were  a  great  many 
turnpike  trusts  the  local  Acts  with  reaped 
to  which  had  expired.  These  trusts  raried 
in  almost  every  case  with  regard  to  the 
oircumatanoea  nnder  which  they  were  eon- 
tinued— the  debt,  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  incurred,  the  tnoomo,  and  the 
liabililiea  of  the  parishes  through  which  the 
roada  passed.  Each  year  a  Bill  wss  intro- 
duced to  continue  the  truatt,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  which  were  placed  in  tho 
aehedules.  It  wai  much  better  to  learo 
the  selection  of  the  road  trusts  which  were 
to  be  placed  in  the  Continuance  Aot  to  tho 
Home  Office  than  that  an  indiridnal  Mem- 
ber, pressed  perhaps  by  his  constituents, 
should  move  to  insert  any  particular  trust 
in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  T,  0.  BARING  said,  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  exceedingly  desirable  If  the 
Home  could  see  its  way  to  some  general 
leg;islation  for  the  abolition  of  these  trusts, 
but  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  do  so  at 
the  present  time.  In  every  case  nhich 
oamo  before  the  Home  Office  great  care 
was  taken  to  inquire  as  to  whether  the 
trnata  ought  to  be  abolished,  bo  as  not  to 
throw  any  extraordinary  liability  on  por- 
ticuiar  parishes. 

Mb.  darby  QRIFFITH  said,  be  be- 
lieved that  every  Motion  made  was  re- 
corded by  tliQ  Clerk  of  the  Committee,  He 
aliould  be  glad  to  know  what  record  was 
made  of  the  Motion  that  these  three  Bills 
he  nferred  to  the  tame  Committee. 


Thb  CHAIRMAN  aoid,  that  the  Order 
of  the  House  was  that  the  three  next  Or- 
ders should  be  referred  to  the  Bamo  Com- 
mittee, 

Mb.  DARB7  GRIFFITH :  Who  ia  re> 
eorded  as  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  ia  not  gives. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Clause  1  (Continuance  of  Acta,  exeept 
7  G.  4.  c.  Ixxxv.,  7  a.  i.e.  exzv.,  7  &i 
G.  4.  c.  Tii.,  9  0,  4,  0.  cviii.,  1  W.4. 
0,  viii., 3  W,  4. c,  liii.,  3  W,  4.  e.  lii.,  3 it 
W.  4.  o.  o.,  2  Vict.  0.  xiT.,  5  Vict.  o.  ilv.. 
6  &  7  Vict.  0.  eviii.,  13  &  14  Vict 
c,  lixxv), 

Mr,  LOCKE  said,  he  had  to  moveaa 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which  he  atated 
to  be  to  introduce  the  Lower  Road  from 
Greenwich  to  Woolwich  into  the  Bill,  c<a- 
trary  to  a  promise  made  iu  tho  laBt  Session 
bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Oeo^ 
Grey),  that  the  trust  should,  in  the  present 
Session,  be  decided  upon  hy  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, along  with  Ihe  New  Crass  Road, 
the  Bermondsey,  Rotherhithe,  and  Depl- 
ford  Road,  and  the  Surrey  and  Snsaei 
Road.  It  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  it.  Tbit 
was  a  course  directly  contrary  to  the  ar- 
rangement made,  and  he  was  fully  jnetiGed, 
therefore,  in  taking  the  sense  of  the  Hodis 
upon  the  subject.  The  Bermondsey  and 
Rotherbiiha  Road  Trust  baring  been  given 
up,  and  a  rate  levied  for  the  eupport  of  llie 
road,  complaint  was  necessarily  made  of 
the  invidious  distinction.  It  waa  no  ansnr 
to  the  claim  that  a  loll  shouNl  be  taken 
off  that  there  was  a  amall  debt  existing. 
A  proposal  was  made  by  the  deputation  to 
the  Home  Office  for  paying  off  this  debit 
but  nothing  had  been  done.  The  inhaU- 
tants  of  Bermondsey  and  Rotherhithe, 
where  the  trusts  had  been  aboliahed,  eoB- 
plained  of  having  to  pay  eightpenoe  in  the 
pound  to  maintain  their  roads  while  a  torn- 
pike  waa  kept  up  which  interfered  with 
iheir  trade  in  supplying  Woolwich  with 
E[oodB.  The  debt  upon  the  trust  was  only 
£2,000.  At  the  north  aide  of  the  river  a 
Hebt  of  £20,000  bad  not  stood  in  the  way 
}f  a  trust  being  put  in  the  schedule.  If  the 
Souse  had  come  to  a  resolution,  that  wilhia 
)  certain  metropolitan  area  road  truati 
ibould  be  abolished,  that  resolution  ahonid 
>a  adhered  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 
Id  page  3,  lins  i,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  lb 
;isuie,  Uie  wordg,  "nlao  an  Aoc  fifth  Gram  Ihe 
i'ourlh,  chapter  fift]r-iii,  ibr  repairinf  Um  Lonr 
Itoad  from  Grecawtgh  to  Woolwich,  in  the  eoail,' 
ifKmt,"— (ifr.iorfe.) 
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I         ICb.  T.  0.  BARINO  was  not  aware 
r      iliat  the  House  had   decided  that  there 
^     sheidd  he  no  turnpike  trusts  in  the  metro- 
polis regardless  of  existing  interests.     The 
't>«ds  on  the  north  of  the  Thames  had  only 
b«en  thrown  on  the  rates  when  the  debts 
1^^  been  paid  off.   No  doubt,  the  Archway 
^^d  Kentish  Town  Trust  was  abolished, 
^^^twithstanding  the  existence   of  a  long 
^^bt,  but  in  that  way  a  proprietory  road 
^oold  not   be  quoted  as  a  precedent   in 
'^lis  ease.     The  trust  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  referred  had  a  bond  fide  debt 
^f  between  £2,000  and  £3,000,  the  in- 
terest   had   been   revised   by  the    Home 
Vflke  within  a  short  time,  and  the  debt 
^ras  being  paid  off  at  the  rate  of  £500  per 
annnm,  so  that  it  would  be  liquidated  in 
about  four  years.     To  abolish   this  trust 
DOW  would  be  a  confiscation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  those  who  had  lent  their  money 
upon  its  security.     The  Home  0£Sce  were 
anxious  to  relieve  the  metropolis  from  road 
tolls,  and  the  south  side  of  London  had 
been  so  relieved  to  a  great  extent.     The 
three  trusts  had  been  put  on  the  schedule 
which  were  free  from  debt ;  the  other  trust 
was  not.    The  gate  between  Greenwich  and 
Woolwich  could  not  be  said  to  be  a  tax  on 
the  inhabitants  of  Camberwell. 

Hx.  LA  YARD  said,  that  as  representing 
the  borough  of  South  wark,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  T.  G.  Baring)  would 
re-eonsider  his  decision.  He  had  certainly 
understood,  on  the  occasion  of  the  deputa- 
tion to  the  Home  Office,  that  the  toll  should 
be  abolished.  There  had  been  a  promise 
that  the  Bill  should  this  Session  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  The  inhabitants 
of  Sooth  wark  and  the  inhabitants  of  Wool- 
wieh  bad  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  The 
toil  was  a  source  of  great  inconvenience  to 
bis  constituents. 

Mr.  cox  said,  that  there  was  no  good 
ease  for  maintaining  these  tolls  any  more 
than  there  had  been  for  maintaining  those 
upon  the  north  side  of  the  Thames.  Then 
private  interests  were  concerned,  and  yet 
the  tolls  were  abolished. 

Sib  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  it  had 
been  conceded  that  one  of  the  greatest  im- 
pediments to  traffic  in  the  metropolis  was 
&e  existence  of  these  tolls.  If  persons 
lent  their  money  on  the  security  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  the  term  of  which  had  ex- 
pired he  thought  then  the  public  interest 
should  be  paramount  to  that  of  creditors. 
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The  ICommittee  divided :— Ayes  18  ; 

Noes  14 :  Majority  4. 

And  it  appearing  that  40  Members  were 
not  present : 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair: — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not  being 
presenti 

House  a(youmed  at  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 

Friday,  June  2Zy  1865. 

MINUTES.J--PUBL10  Bills  — 2?Vr»«  Reading--- 
Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  *  (211) ; 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Puhlic 
Audit*  (212);  Rochdale  Vicarage*  (213); 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment*  (214); 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks*  (195). 

Second  Readitig — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment*  (168);  Navj  and  Marines 
(Wills)*  (160):  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (183);  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  *  (184) ; 
Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Tensions  *  (177) ; 
Naval  and  Marines  (Property  of  Deceased)  * 
(176);  National  Gallery  (Dublin)*  (196); 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  *  (199). 

Select  Committee — Report  —  Local  Government 
SupplemenUl  (No.  4)*  (144). 

Committee  —  Fortifications  (Provision  for  Ex- 
penses) *  (180)  ;  Malt  Duty*  (181)  ;  Har- 
hours  Transfer  *  (182) ;  Kingstown  Harbour  * 
(188) ;  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)  *  (189). 

Report  —  Partnership  Amendment  (162) ;  For- 
tifications (Provision  for  Expenses)*  (180); 
Malt  Duty*  (181)  ;  Kingstown  Harbour* 
(188);  General  Post  Office  (Additional  Site)* 
(124);  Small  Benefices  (IreUnd)  Act  (1860) 
Amendment  *  (205) :  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion (Superannuation  Allowances) *  (189). 

Third  Reading — Lunatic  Asylum  Act(1853),  Ao. 
Amendment*  (160) ;  Railway  Debentures,  Ac. 
Registry*  (191 ) ;  Admiralty,  Ac.  Acts  Repeal  * 
(165) ;  Admiralty  Powers,  iSm).*  (166) ;  Dock- 
yard Ports  Regulation*  (167)  ;  Mortgage 
Debentures*  (206);  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment*  (106) ;  Smoke  Nuisances  (Scot- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  (136)  ;  Procurators 
(Scotland)*  (207). 


Question   pnt^  *<Tbat   those  words  be 
there  added. '^ 


THE  CONSUL  AT  SARAWAK. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DB  RED- 
CLIFFE  asked  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther, in  sanctioning  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Richardson  as  Consul  at  Sarawak, 
under  the  exequatur  of  Sir  James  Brooke, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
recognize  Sir  James  Brooke  as  an  inde- 
pendent Soyereign  in  Borneo  ? 

Earl  RUSSELL  Baid,  that  application 
having  been  made  for  the  appointment  of 
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a  Consul  bj  the  Rajah  of  Sarawak,  ho  felt 
it  his  duty  to  ascertain  first  whether  Sir 
James  Brooke  had  been  placed  in  an  in- 
dependent position  by  the  Sultan  of  Bor- 
neo ;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  he  had, 
there  was  any  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Consul  in  his  dominions.  It  appeared 
to  be  clear  from  the  papers  which  were 
submitted  to  him  that  an  independent  posi- 
tion had  been  granted  by  the  Sultan  of 
Borneo  to  Sir  James  Brooke;  and  the  Law 
OflScers  of  the  Crown,  upon  being  con- 
sulted, gave  their  opinion  that  there  was 
no  objection  to  the  appointment  of  a  Con- 
sul at  Sarawak.  He  therefore  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  Mr.  Richardson  to  be 
Consul  at  that  place, 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AND  PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  there  was  a  subject  of  considerable 
importance  which  he  wished  to  bring  be- 
fore their  Lordships — he  referred  to  the 
state  of  Public  and  Private  business  be- 
fore Parliament.  In  respect  to  the  Public 
business,  it  was  pretty  nearly  concluded. 
In  the  other  House  the  Appropriation  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time  last  evening, 
and  there  was  no  need  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament  should  bo  protracted 
much  longer  in  regard  to  Public  business. 
With  regard  to  Private  business,  it  was 
desirable  that  some  mode  should  be 
adopted  by  which  parties  interested  in 
Private  Bills  might  not  be  put  to  incon- 
venience. It  was  obvious  that  if  any  of 
those  Bills  met  with  any  determined  oppo- 
sition they  would  occupy  a  considerable 
length  of  time,  and  Parliament  in  that 
case  would  be  obliged  to  sit  without  hav- 
ing any  Public  business  before  it.  He 
thought,  however,  that  if  the  Session  were 
prolonged  to  suit  the  convenience  of  these 
parties  the  country,  which  was  expecting 
an  immediate  dissolution,  would  think 
itself  hardly  dealt  with.  He  had  ascer- 
tained tliat  at  that  moment  there  were 
sixty-four  Private  Bills  which  had  not  re- 
ceived a  second  reading.  How  many  of 
those  were  opposed  or  were  not  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  say.  But  what  he 
wished  now  to  do  was  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  the 
state  of  Private  business,  in  order  that  he 
might  make  himself  master  of  the  facts 
some  day  next  week,  and  be  able  to  in- 
form their  Lordships  in  how  short  a  time 
the  House  might  bo  able  to  dispose  of 
Mrl  £tmeU 


them.     It  would  be  for  their  Lordships' 
consideration  whether  they  should,  under 
the  circumstances,  follow  the  same  course  as 
that  on  a  former  occasion — in  1857  aad 
1859 — namely,  to  pass   a  Resolution  by 
which  parties  having  Private  Bills  might 
be  enabled  to  take  them  up  in  the  ensuing 
Session   of  Parliament   at    the   stage  at 
which  they  were  left  now,  op  whether  it 
would   be  desirable  to   adopt    any  other 
course  with  respect  to  the  Private  busiaesi 
before  the  House.     He  thought  it  right 
to  say  at  the  same  time  that  their  Lord- 
ships  were  not    to  blame    for  ^anything 
that   might   have  occurred  in  respect  to 
Private  business.      On   the   contrary,  he 
believed  that  their  Lordships  had  disposed 
of  all  the  Private  Bills  that  had  been  sent 
up  as  expeditiously  as  could  be  reasonably 
expected. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  hoped  he 
should  be  in  a  position,  probably  on  Mon- 
day, certainly  on  Tuesday,  to  speak  pretty 
conGdently  as  to  the  number  of  Private 
Bills  that  would  be  opposed  in  Committee. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  were  quite  lO 
many  as  might  be  expected.     He  had  seen 
some  of  the  agents  that  day,  and  they  all 
desired  very  much  to  proceed  with  their 
Bills.     He  had  certainly  a  great  objection 
to  the  plan  of  suspending  Bills.     It  bad 
been  done  on  three  occasions  ;  but  two  of 
these — in  the  instances  of  1857  and  1859— 
afforded  no  precedent  for  the  adoption  of  a 
similar  course  in  the  present  case;  in  1857 
the  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House 
on  the  20th    March,  and  the  dissolution 
took  place  on   the  21st.      Therefore,  in 
that  Session,  it  would  be  observed,  that  all 
the  Bills  came  to  the  New  Parliament  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  state  as  they  would  have 
done  if  the  Session  had  begun  in  February; 
and  the   only  change  was  that  whatever 
had  been  done  before  that  period  was  done 
as  if  Parliament  had  just  met.     In  1859 
the  dissolution  took  place  just   a  month 
later — namely,  on  the  23rd  of  April ;  bat 
still  in  that  case  the  Bills  all  stood  on  the 
Notices  for  the  year.    Therefore  there  was 
no  objection  in  that  case,  and  very  little 
inconvenience  would  have   arisen  even  if 
the  House  had  decided  that  the  Bills  should 
commence  de  novo.     In  1847  the  business 
before   the  House  was  extremely .  heavy, 
and  as  early  as  the  3rd  June  a  Select 
Committee   was  appointed  by  that  House 
to  consider  tho  subject.     The  Committee 
recommended    that   an  option    should  be 
given  to  the  parties  to  suspend  any  Bills 
they  might  have  before  Parliament  if  ibey 
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thought  proper.  That  Resolution  haTing 
heen  adopted  by  the  House  of  Gomuions 
OQ  the  lOth  Judo,  the  parties  were  required 
to  give  notice  on  the  18th  June  whether 
they  wished  their  Bills  to  be  suspended  or 
lot.  Now  the  option  was  Tory  different 
en  the  present  occasion.  On  the  occasion 
of  1847  ho  entered  a  protest  against  pro- 
eeeding  at  all  with  the  Resolution,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  very  objectionable  that 
ooo  Parliament  should  bind  another.  lie 
thought  that  the  principle  was  a  bad  one. 
And  there  was  this  objection  to  it,  that 
whereas  in  some  instances  competing 
•ehemes  might  have  been  rejected,  and  one 
Bill  adopted  in  preference  to  another,  it 
was  in  the  power  of  those  persons  who  had 
promoted  those  schemes  to  bring  in  ini- 
proTed  schemes  of  the  same  character  in 
the  next  Parliament,  and  the  parties  to 
them  might  demand  to  have  their  schemes 
heard  in  connection  with  the  others.  At 
the  aauio  time  the  House  was  placed  in 
a  great  difficulty,  the  public  business  being 
nearly  at  an  end,  to  finish  the  private 
basincss  as  soon  as  it  was  desired,  although 
he  did  not  think  it  would  take  very  long 
to  dispose  of  the  private  business  in  the 
ordinary  way.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  must  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  House  for  tlieir  decision.  The  House 
would  sit  to-morrow,  and  he  should  then 
move  the  following  notice  on  Standing  Or- 
der 179,  sec.  1  :— 

"  That  this  daj  Bhall  be  considered  as  a  sitting 
4*7  with  respect  to  any  petition  praying  to  bo 
heard  upon  the  merits  against  any  Bill  mentioned 
in  cither  of  the  two  classes  of  Privato  Bills,  ex- 
cept to  any  such  Bill  which  was  read  a  first  timo 
on  Friday  last." 

The  effect  of  that  Order  would  be,  that  all 
petitions  to  be  heard  against  Private  Bills 
must  bo  presented  on  Monday  next. 

The  Eabl  op  DERBY  said,  he  thought 
it  unfortunate,  when  a  course  of  so  unusual 
a  character  was  proposed,  that  some  notice 
should  not  have  been  given  to  their  Lord- 
ihips  of  the  intention  to  submit  a  Resolu- 
tion of  this  kind  in  order  that  the  parlies 
immediately  interested  in  the  Bills  to  bo 
affected  by  it  might  have  an  opportunity 
given  them  of  stating  their  objections  to 
saeh  a  proceeding  if  they  thought  fit  to 
do  so. 

LoBB  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  he  had  not  proposed  any  Reso- 
lution— he  had  merely  made  an  inquiry  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  as  to  the 
•state  of  private  business^  and  suggested 
whether  it  might  not  bo  expedient  to  fol- 


low the  same  oourse  as  that  adopted  under 
similar  oircumstances. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  repeated,  that 
the  House  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  upon  a  question  so 
important  without  previous  notice.  The 
proposition,  or  rather  the  suggestion,  of 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  the  House  should 
allow  all  Private  Bills  not  disposed  of  by 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House  to 
stand  over  until  next  Session,  and  then  to 
be  taken  up  from  the  stage  in  which  they 
now  were.  The  noble  Lord  had  cited  cer- 
tain instances  in  which  he  said  that  course 
had  been  adopted.  But  ho  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  doubted  that  these  cases  were  ana- 
logous to  the  present  position  of  Parlia- 
ment. One  of  the  cases  was  that  of  1859, 
when  it  had  become  indispensable  that  a 
dissolution  should  take  place  in  the  spring 
of  the  year,  owing  to  the  then  state  of 
parties,  and  it  was  therefore  desirable  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  in  order  to 
prevent  the  private  business  then  before 
Parliament  being  unnecessarily  affected  ; 
but,  in  the  present  case»  there  was  no  rea- 
son why  Parliament  should  bo  dissolved  or 
prorogued  before  the  business  was  gone 
through  in  the  ordinary  way.  It  might  be 
very  convenient  to  the  Government,  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  they  should  not  be  kept  a  long 
time  in  suspense,  and  that  the  elections 
should  take  place  without  delay  ;  but  that 
was  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  adoption 
of  such  a  course  as  that  suggested — a  course 
that  would  necessarily  expose  the  parties 
immediately  interested  in  those  Bills  to 
much  inconvenience.  Ho  did  not  know 
what  the  state  of  the  private  business  was; 
but  he  had  not  heard  any  reason  assigned 
for  the  adoption  of  so  unusual  a  course  as 
the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  without  any 
apparent  cause,  at  the  end  of  Juno  or  the 
beginning  of  July,  and  to  call  upon  the  par- 
ties promoting  those  Private  Bills  to  sus- 
pend their  proceedings  in  respect  to  them 
now,  and  to  resume  them  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion, when  a  new  Parliament  would  be  as- 
sembled. With  reprard  to  the  suggestion 
made  by  his  noble  Friend,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  wished  to  know  whether  he  was  to 
understand  by  the  notice  which  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  had  given  that  he  in- 
tended that  their  Lordships  should  meet  to- 
morrow to  consider  the  subject. 

Loud  REDESDALE  answered  in  the 
affirmative. 

The  Eahl  of  DERBY  said,  all  he 
wished  to  know  from  Her  Majesty's  Go 
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Ternmeni  was,  whether  they  meant  to  pro- 
pose to-morrow  any  speoifio  course  of  pro- 
ceeding founded  upon  any  speciGc  grounds, 
and  if  such  was  their  intention  he  was 
anxious  to  know  what  those  grounds  were? 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  the 
nohle  Lord  opposite  stated  that  the  puhlic 
husiness  would  prohahly  be  soon  disposed  of, 
and  that  the  public  would  become  impatient 
if  the  House  should  continue  sitting  after 
that  time,  and  he  suggested  a  mode  of  dis- 
posing of  the  remaining  private  business, 
^ut  he  must  remind  their  Lordships 
there  was  still  some  public  business  of 
much  importance  to  be  transacted  in  the 
shape  of  a  great  number  of  appeals  that 
were  yet  to  be  heard.  Now,  it  would  be  a 
great  hardship  to  the  parties  concerned  in 
those  appeals  if  Parliament,  in  considera- 
tion of  what  it  called  the  public  business 
being  disposed  of,  were  to  be  prorogued 
before  there  was  any  absolute  necessity 
for  such  a  course.  He,  therefore,  entered 
his  protest,  on  behalf  of  the  parties  whose 
cases  were  ready  to  be  heard,  against  the 
proposed  unnecessary  prorogation  of  the 
House  before  the  proper  time. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  had  merely  made  the  suggestion 
to  his  noble  Friend  for  the  purpose  of  oh- 
taining  information  as  to  the  position  of 
the  private  business  before  their  Lordships' 
House ;  and  he  mentioned  the  course 
adopted  by  Parliament  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances on  former  occasions,  and  left  it 
to  their  Lordships  to  consider  what  would 
be  the  most  desirable  means  to  take  for 
meeting  the  difficulty  in  which  Parliament 
was  placed. 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSE  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that,  seeing  that 
the  private  business  would  occupy  a  long 
time  if  they  proceeded  to  dispose  of  it  in 
the  ordinary  way,  he  thought  it  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  to  close  the  Session  at 
once.  He  (the  Duke  of  Montrose)  could 
not  assent  to  so  unusual  a  course  being 
adopted  without  some  strong  reason  being 
shown  for  its  necessity.  Why,  he  would 
ask,  was  there  this  great  hurry?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  spoke  of  the  natural 
end  of  the  Session,  but  that  natural  end 
was  usually  the  middle  of  August,  and  not 
the  end  of  June.  There  could  be  no  good 
reason  for  imposing  upon  parties  who  had 
had  their  Bills  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  six  weeks  or  two  months  the 
hardship  and  inconvenience  of  having  fur- 
ther proceedings  suspended  until  next  year. 
The  proposition  of  the  Government  was  a 
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monstrous  one,  and  was  not  jostified  by 
any  absolute  necessity. 

Earl  RUSSELL  thought  that,  accord- 
ing to  precedent,  after  the  Appropriation 
Bill  had    been  introduced,   after  all  the 
Votes  in  Supply  had  been  taken,  and  after 
all  public  business  had  been  disposed  of,  it 
was  not  usual  to   delay  the  prorogation 
simply  for  the  sake  of  private  business  tod 
appeals.     Such  was  not  the  case  in  1859. 
The  public  knew  that  the  present  Parlia- 
ment had  been  in  existence  for  six  yean, 
and   that    it   was  not  usual    to  continae 
seven  years,  and  therefore  the  general  ex- 
pectation was  that  there  would  be  a  speedy 
dissolution.      The  promoters    of  Privats 
Bills  were,  therefore,  quite  aware  of  the 
chance  to  which  they  were  exposed. 

The   Earl  of   MALMESBURY  said, 
that  the  delay  suggested  was  not  one  of 
weeks  but  of  days.     The  case  of  1859  wu 
not  applicable  here,  because  then  it  wu 
absolutely  necessary  to  know  at  once  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  country,  and  then 
very  little  inconvenience  was  produced  to 
the  promoters  of   Private  Bills,    becanie 
they  knew  that,  as  the  dissolution  muit 
necessarily  be  followed  by  the  meeting  of 
the  new  Parliament,  within  forty  days  their 
business  might  be  resumed.     But  now  thej 
were  told  by  an  authoritative  journal.  Tit 
Times^  that  Parliament  would  not  meet 
until  February  ;  so  that  there  would  be  a 
recess  of  seven  months,  during  which  time 
all  those  interested  in  private  business  and 
appeals  would  be  left  in  a  state  of  anxiety 
and  suspense. 

INCREASE   OF  THE  EPISCOPATE. 
PETITION. 

Lord  LYTTELTON,  in  presenting  a 
Petition  of  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the 
Church  of  England  for  the  increase  of  the 
Episcopate,  said,  the  petition  was  so  re- 
spectably and  numerously  signed  by  about 
1,500  persons,  clergy  and  laity  in  about 
equal  proportions,  that  he  had  felt  bound 
to  give  notice  of  his  intention,  in  order 
that  in  presenting  the  Petition  he  might 
draw  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
the  subject  of  its  prayer.  He  had  not 
intQpded  to  say  more  than  a  few  words 
upon  the  subject;  but,  as  the  most  reverend 
Primate  had  requested  him  to  doUy  the 
presentation  until  he  and  some  of  his  right 
rev.  Brethren  could  be  in  their  places  that 
there  might  be  the  opportunity  for  a  fall 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  he . 
thought  it  would   be  expected   that  he 
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thoold   do    a   little   more.      He    would, 
therefore,    briefly   adrert     to     the    few 
•Tents   of     importance    which    had    oc- 
enrred  since  last  he  alluded  to  the  sub- 
ject.    One  of  those  events  was  the  fact 
that  both  Hooses  of  Conyocation  had  con- 
earred  in  opinion  that  an  increase  of  the 
Episcopate  was  desirable,  and  the  Upper 
House  bad  gone  so  far  as  ta  specify  a  cer- 
tain number  of  new  sees  which  it  was  de- 
sirable should  be  created,  and  addressed 
the  Crown  to  that  effect.  Thus  the  opinion 
ttf  both  Houses  of  CouTOcation  had  been 
in  aecordance  with  the  views  which  he  had 
szpressed  on  a  former  occasion.     Some 
time  since  a  journal,  highly  distinguished 
for  its  zeal  in  the  cause  of  the  Church,  had 
said  that  Convocation  ought  to  be  sup- 
pressed, because  it  did  nothing,  but  con- 
fined itself  to  discussion,  and  the  public 
eared  nothing  for  what  was  said  in  Con- 
vocation.    The  first  objection  was  natural, 
but  not,  therefore,  reasonable.     They  first 
debarred  Convocation  from  going  further 
than  discussion,  and  then  sneered  at  it  be- 
eanse  it  did  nothing  but  discuss.   Whether 
any  one  cared  for  what  Convocation  said 
was,  no  doubt,  a  question  of  opinion  and 
obsertation.      His    own   belief  was    that 
people   did  care,   and    much    more  than 
formerly,  for  the  expression  of  the  opi- 
nions of   Convocation,    and   that   it   was 
precisely  for  that  reason  that  those  who 
desired   that   there  should   be   no  action 
by  the  Church  of   England,  except  as  a 
branch    of   the    State,    were  jealous    of 
the  degree  of  influence  which  Conyoca- 
tion had  obtained.     The.Upper  House  had 
recommended  the  formation  of  three  addi- 
tional sees.     One  was  to  be  the  division 
of   the  see  of  Exeter  by   the  severance 
from  it  of  the  county  of  Cornwall.     So 
far,  it  was  connected  with  the  other  main 
•vent  to  which  he  had  alluded — the  pre- 
sentation of   an  address  from  the  county 
of  Cornwall  to  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Mini- 
sters, in  favour  of  a  bishop  for  that  county 
being  appointed.     He  believed  that  neither 
the  address  of  Convocation  nor  the  memo- 
rial from  Cornwall  went  into  the  question 
of  how  the  object  should  be  attained.  He 
did  not  complain  of  any  Government  for 
deeliniog  to  undertake  to  bring  in  such  a 
measure  of  its  own  motiop.  He  himself  had 
presented  a  petition  from  the  diocese  of 
Winchester  in  favour  of  a  subdivision  of 
that  diocese;  but  he  then   expressed  his 
opinion,  which  he  still  retained,  that  it 
was  for  those  who  desired  to  see  such  a 
measure  carried  into  effect  in  their  own 


district  to  indicate  the  means  to  be 
provided,  and  to  lay  the  details  speci- 
fically before  Government  and  Parliament. 
All  these  addresses  had  suggested  that  one 
great  means  of  endowment  for  the  new 
sees  should  be  looked  for  in  the  fund  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, which  used  to  be  called  the  Epis- 
copal Fund,  but  which  was  now  merged  in 
the  general  funds  of  that  body.  That  was 
certainly  a  reasonable  suggestion  in  itself, 
but  yet  he  did  not  advocate  its  adoption 
in  the  present  state  of  public  feeling.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  now  be- 
coming for  the  first  time  in  their  existence 
a  popular  body,  because  they  seemed  likely 
to  be  able  really  to  deal  with  the  spiritual 
destitution  of  the  country,  by  increasing 
out  of  their  general  funds  a  large  num- 
ber of  small  endowments  to  a  fair  and 
reasonable  amount ;  and  be  did  not  main- 
tain that  that  process  could  now  be  in- 
terrupted. He  certainly  could  not  agree 
in  the  answer  which  had  been  given 
by  the  Home  Secretary,  or  by  some 
clerk  in  his  Office,  to  these  addresses,  that 
railways  and  the  penny  post  had  greatly 
diminished  whatever  necessity  might  have 
existed  for  an  increase  of  the  Episcopate. 
It  was  a  wonder  he  had  not  added  tele- 
graphs, elastic  bands,  and  envelopes.  He 
was  ashamed  to  answer  such  an  argu- 
ment. Railways  of  course  had  increased 
the  facilities  of  getting  about  for  bishops 
as  well  as  for  everybody  else  ;  it  did 
not  take  so  long  to  get  from  Exeter  to 
the  Land's  End  as  it  used  to  do  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  brought  more  people 
to  see  and  consult  with  the  Biahops,  and 
thus  increased  their  work.  Had  any  noble 
Lord  found  that  the  penny  post  had  dimi- 
nished the  labour  of  correspondence?  It 
made  it  easier  and  cheaper,  but  it  multi- 
plied it  tenfold.  Such  an  answer  was 
totally  unworthy  of  the  subject.  Some 
time  ago  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  had  given 
a  description  of  a  bishop.  Ho  said  he 
had  to  preside  at  certain  committees  and 
to  answer  certain  letters,  and  that  was  all. 
This  Grahamic  model  of  what  a  dignitary 
of  the  Church  of  England  ought  to  be 
had  excited  a  good  deal  of  remark.  But 
the  true  theory  of  a  bishop's  duties  was 
that  he  had  the  cure  of  souls  of  the  whole 
of  his  diocese.  There  were  Bishops  who 
had  a  personal  and  accurate  knowledge  of 
every  parish  in  their  diocess,  who  had  been 
in  them  all,  could  tell  what  was  going  on 
in  them,  and  knew  many  of  the  leading 
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people  in  thorn.  Some  time  ago  be  had 
seen  a  complaint  from  a  layman  in 
tho  diocese  of  Oxford,  in  a  pamphlet,  that 
he  could  not  go  anywhere  in  the  diocese 
hut  that  tho  Bishop  had  hecn  before  him; 
he  could  not  get  anywhere  out  of  the 
reach  of  ecclesiastical  activity.  No  amount 
of  railways  or  other  accommodation  of 
that  kind  could  increase  tho  powers  of  the 
human  mind  or  facilitate  the  work  of  a 
Bishop  in  dealing  with  the  souls  of  his 
diocese.  In  a  diocese  like  London,  where 
the  population  was  increasing  at  the  rate 
of  40,000  or  50,000  souls  a  year,  facilities 
of  this  kind  were  not  of  the  slightest  ad- 
vantage and  no  one  could  suppose  that  it 
was  possible  for  one  man  to  perform  the 
duties  of  such  a  diocese  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  On  the  general  question  he  had 
really  nothinor  to  add  to  what  he  had  said 
formerly.  lie  was  not  about  to  attempt 
again  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  certainly 
not  without  receiving  assurances  of  greater 
support,  whether  from  open  enemies  or 
professed  supporters,  than  he  had  received 
before.  He  considered  that  nobody  could 
legislate  on  tho  subject  but  the  Govern- 
ment; but  he  hoped  that  serious  considera- 
tion would  bo  given  to  the  subject,  and 
that  the  result  would  be  some  practical 
move  in  the  direction  pointed  at  in  this 
petition. 

TuE  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  felt  very  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  brought  forward  this 
subject,  and  was  only  sorry  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  propose  to  submit  a  legisla- 
tive measure  to  their  Lordships.  When 
he  had  requested  the  noble  Lord  to  post- 
pone the  presentation  of  tho  Petition  until 
his  Episcopal  Brethren  could  be  present, 
it  was  not  in  the  hope  of  being  able  to 
bring  forward  any  additional  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  increase  of  the  Episcopate, 
for,  in  truth,  the  arguments  had  been 
used  BO  frequently  that  they  would  not 
boar  repeating,  but  because  he  thought 
the  subject  was  one  deserving  of  the 
fullest  discussion.  It  seemed  to  him  very 
hard  that  while  the  population  of  Eng- 
land had  increased  four-fold  since  the 
time  of  Henry  VIIL,  every  attempt  to 
increase  the  number  of  bishops  should 
meet  with  such  opposition.  Though  it 
was  his  earnest  wish  that  tho  most  per- 
fect harmony  should  exist  between  the 
clergy  and  the  Government,  of  whatever 
party  it  might  be  composed,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying  tliat  the  discourage- 
ment which  had  been  given  by  the  Go- 
Lord  Zv  Helton 


vernment  to  these  efforts  had  created  the 
greatest  disappointment  and    dissatisfae- 
tion.     He  wished  to  express  the  opinion, 
most  emphatically,  that  in  places  where 
the  population  had  multiplied  in  an  extra- 
ordinary degree  enlarged  episcopal  super- 
vision should  be  supplied.     As  to  finding 
endowments,  undoubtedly  there  were  some 
difficulties  to  bp  encountered.    He  was  far, 
however,  from  thinking  that  by  devoting  a 
certain  proportion  of  the  ecclesiastical  re- 
venues under  the  management  of  the  £e- 
clesiastical  Commissioners  to  the  endoir- 
ment  of  new  sees  they  would  be  withdraw- 
ing   from    the  effectiveness  of  the  fundi 
applied  to  the  relief  of  spiritual  destitotioo. 
On  the  contrary,  they  found  tliat  where  a 
large  diocese  was  divided  there  followed  a 
large  increase  in  tho  means  provided  for 
supplying  spiritual  need.     If  he  wished  to 
employ  a  still  more  striking  exemplification 
of  this  truth  he  should  find  it  in  the  case  of 
the  colonial  dioceses.     Let  their  Lordships 
endeavour  to  realize  what  were  the  duties 
cast  upon  the  Bishop  of  Calcutta  when  the 
see  was  first  founded,  and  when  his  autho- 
rity extended  over  tho  whole  of  the  penin- 
sula of  India,  Ceylon,  and  the  whole  of 
Australia.      Was   it   possible   to  suppose 
that  there  would   have  been  the  increase 
of  churches,  of  clergy,  and  of  souls  ga- 
thered into   the  fold   of    Christ's  Church 
which  they  had  witnessed,    unless   there 
had  been  successive  divisions  of  a  diocese 
formerly  so  vast  ?  The  Address  presented 
by  Convocation  prayed  for  the  erection  of 
only  thrco  new  dioceses — Bodmin  or  Truro, 
South wark  and  St.  Albans — a  plan  of  most 
moderate  dimensions  when   the  great  spi- 
ritual necessities  of  the  country  were  taken 
into  consideration.       A  great  anxiety  on 
the  subject  existed  in  the  districts  them- 
selves, and  the  document  which  had  been 
entrusted  to  the  noble  Lord  was  signed  bj 
persons    varying   very  much  in   some  of 
their  theological  views,  and  comprised  re- 
presentatives of  almost  every  shade  of  po- 
litical opinion,  and  he  should  be  very  glad 
to  see  legislative  provisions  introduced  for 
carrying  into   eflfect    the    prayer  of  the 
Petition. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  that  as  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  made  an  allusion  to  the 
conduct  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government  in 
that  matter,  he  wished  to  observe  that 
they  had  not  shown  themselves  indifferent 
to  the  wants  of  the  Church  in  respect  to 
episcopal  supervision.  He  might  refer  to 
tho  creation  of  the  Bishoprics  of  Ripon 
and  Manchester  in  support  of  his  assertion* 
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There  wore  difficulties  in  the  matter  which 
could  not  be  overlooked,  and  which  it  wna 
impossible  for  them  altogether  to  control. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  consider  the  question 
for  a  few  minutes  before  they  gave  their 
assent  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  With 
every  respect  for  the  episcopal  bench,  there 
was  a  higher  and  a  holier  interest  to  be 
considered — the  high  and  holy  interest  of 
the  mass  of  the  people.  If  there  was  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  the  people 
of  England  belie?ed  they  had  a  right  to, 
it  was  the  full  development  of  the  paro- 
chial system  ;  and  yet,  except  in  the  rural 
parishes,  that  system  was  at  present  a  de- 
lusion. As  far  as  the  great  towns  were 
concerned,  certainly  it  was  not  carried  into 
effect.  Their  Lordships  knew  that  the 
parochial  system  was  not  carried  into  effect 
owing  to  the  want  of  funds,  and  the  most 
strenuous  efforts  of  the  friends  of  the 
Church  ought  in  the  first  instance  to  be 
devoted  to  supplying  that  great  deficiency. 
The  Committee  of  1858  moved  for  by  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter,  speaking  in  their  Report 
of  church  accommodation,  and  referring  to 
the  statement  in  the  Census  that  58  per 
cent  was  sufficient  for  the  entire  commu- 
nity, said — 

*'  Looking  at  the  actual  provision  roado  in 
London,  considered  in  the  large  and  popular  sense 
AS  the  metropolis,  it  appears  that  the  population 
being  2,362,236,  and  the  sittings  actually  pro- 
vided for  by  all  denominations  being  only  713,561, 
or  20*7  per  cent,  no  fewer  than  660,514,  or  not 
much  less  than  half  of  the  whole  number,  are 
required  to  raise  the  sittings  to  58  per  cent  of  tho 
population." 

Their  Lordships  knew  what  was  being 
done  in  London  to  extend  the  parochial 
system,  and  there  was  scarcely  a  diocess 
in  tho  kingdom  in  which  some  such 
efforts  were  not  made.  For  instance,  in 
the  diocese  of  Rochester,  it  is  so  stated  in 
an  appeal  now  in  circulation,  out  of  601 
benefices,  128  were  without  a  residence 
for  the  pastor,  and  181  yielded  an  income 
of  less  than  £200.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  deprecated  any  proposal  for 
taking  from  the  Episcopal  Fund  in  the 
liands  of  tho  Commissioners  money  for 
the  proposed  new  bishoprics. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  explained  that  he 
had  not  advocated  practically  the  taking 
of  the  necessary  money  from  the  fund  al- 
luded to  by  the  noble  Earl,  though  it  might 
be  his  own  private  opinion  that  the  money 
ought  to  come  from  that  source. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  had  a  right  to  comment  on  the  proposi- 


tion, even  though  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
actually  called  upon  the  House  to  adopt  it. 
He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  bear  in 
mind  the  private  efforts  which  were  heing 
made  for  the  extension  of  the  parochial 
system.  There  was  the  Church  Pastoral 
Aid  Society,  for  the  appointment  and  pay- 
ment of  additional  curates  in  populous 
parishes,  which  Society  raised  with  diffi- 
culty £40,000  a  year.  There  was  the 
Curates'  Aid  Society,  having  tho  same 
object  in  view,  and  raising  about  the  same 
amount  annually.  Ho  ventured  to  say 
that  there  was  scarcely  a  day  on  which 
each  of  their  Lordships  did  not  receive 
one  or  more  letters  applying  for  assistance 
to  Churches.  Their  Lorpships  were  awaro 
of  the  judicious  exertions  being  made  by 
the  Bishop  of  London  and  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester  to  meet  the  spiritual  destitu- 
tion of  their  respective  diocesses.  Other 
right  rev.  Prelates  were  working  in  the 
same  direction  ;  but  he  believed  that  it 
would  be  with  difficulty,  if  at  all,  they 
would  succeed  in  raising  the  necessary 
amount  from  private  bounty.  He  remem- 
bered Bishop  Blomfield  saying  that  he 
wanted  for  London  alone  250  additional 
clergy,  which,  at  £200  a  year  for  each, 
would  require  an  outlay  of  £50,000  an- 
nually. And  surely  1 ,000  additional  clergy 
would  be  wanted  for  the  Provinces,  a  de- 
mand which,  at  the  same  rate,  would 
amount  in  tho  whole  to  £250,000  a  year- 
He  would  direct  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  a  passage  in  the  fourth  Report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  It 
was  in  these  words — 

"  That  the  property  and  revenues  to  bo  vested 
in  and  paid  to  tho  said  Commissioners,  under  thcso 
propositions,  be  (after  a  due  consideration  of  tho 
wants  and  circumstances  of  tho  place  in  which 
they  accrue)  applied,  except  as  herein  specified, 
to  tho  purpose  of  making  additional  provision 
for  the  cure  of  souls  in  parishes  where  such  as< 
sistance  is  most  required." 

Ho  would  admit,  but  only  for  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  the  episcopal  service  was  in- 
sufficient. Better  it  should  bo  so  than 
that  the  parochial  service  should  be  in- 
sufficient. If  they  could  not  have  an  in- 
creased episcopacy  without  spiritual  desti- 
tution, let  them  not  have  it.  The  late 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had  said  that 
he  should  not  be  satisfied  till  he  had  a  fold 
for  every  sheep,  and  a  shepherd  for  every 
fold.  He  thought  his  Grace  was  right  ; 
and  he  now  protested  against  this  petitio  n 
for  an  extension  of  the  Episcopacy  at  tho 
expense  of  tho  parochial  system. 
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The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  gaye  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  eat  down  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesburj)  credit  for  the  purest 
motives  in  the  conclusion  to  which  he  had 
come  on  this  subject,  and  he  agreed  with 
him  that  this  question  was  to  be  considered 
with  reference  to  what  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  the  people.  The  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  represent  that  the  petition 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  interest 
of  the  episcopal  order  ;  but  that  ''order  ex- 
isted only  for  the  benefit  of  the  mass  of 
the  people,  and  consequently  it  might  be 
that,  in  consenting  to  the  increase  of  the 
episcopacy,  their  Lordships  would  be  pro- 
moting the  interests  of  the  poor  and  of 
the  mass  of  the  people.  Therefore  an 
assertion  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
have  regard  to  the  wants  of  the  people 
was  no  argument,  because  the  noble  Earl 
must  go  one  step  further,  and  show  that 
by  concurring  in  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
they  would  not  be  promoting  the  interests 
of  the  mass  of  the  people,  in  the  most 
efficient  way  of  doing  so.  Taking  the 
main  question  on  the  lowest  ground^for 
he  thought  that,  in  a  great  country  like 
this,  the  ground  on  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  argued  it  was  the  lowest — so  far  from 
thinking  that  the  establishment  of  these 
three  new  episcopates  would  draw  away 
one  farthing  from  parochial  purposes,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  nothing  would  do  so 
much  to  stimulate  exertion  in  that  direc- 
tion  as  this  moderate  increase  in  the 
episcopal  order.  The  experience  of  our 
colonies  and  our  experience  at  home  sup- 
ported his  view.  The  Bishop  having  charge 
of  an  entire  diocess  could  bring  the  wants 
of  the  parishes  home  to  the  holders  of 
property  and  capital  in  a  way  which  the 
clergyman  of  a  particular  parish  could  not. 
If  there  had  not  been  a  Bishop  of  London, 
they  would  not  have  had  the  Bishop  of 
London's  Fund.  The  same  might  be  said 
in  respect  of  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  and 
other  members  of  the  Episcopal  body. 
Where  would  these  funds  have  been  if 
there  had  been  no  Bishop  to  urge  and 
superintend  the  collection  of  the  money  ? 
That,  however,  was,  as  he  had  already 
observed,  arguing  the  question  on  the 
lowest  ground  ;  but  if  they  could  show  that 
there  were  large  districts  of  the  country 
which  were  not  sufficiently  supplied  with 
Episcopal  overlooking,  they  might  say  they 
wanted,  by  increasing  the  Bishops,  to  in- 
crease the  shepherds  under  them,  and  the 
folds  under  the  shepherds.  The  efficiency 
of  diocesan  management  did  not  depend 
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merely  on  the  multiplication  of  clergy  or 
of  churches,  important  as  were  these  ele- 
ments of  success.  It  depended  more  on 
the  spirit  in  which  the  parishes  were 
worked,  in  which  the  pulpits  were  filled, 
in  which  the  cottages  were  yisited  ;  and  it 
is  the  Bishop  who  must  be  the  main  in- 
strument in  encouraging  the  zealous,  in 
stirring  up  the  faint-hearted,  in  animating 
the  despondent — he  must  be  to  his  clergj 
the  example  and  the  mainspring  of  holy 
living  and  dying  for  the  people  committed 
to  their  care.  He  believed,  therefore,  thtt 
it  would  be  good  and  not  bad  economy  if 
they  diverted,  not  public  bounty,  but  some 
of  the  money  derived  from  the  Episcopil 
estates,  and  founded  with  it  the  mother 
centre  of  future  parishes,  instead  of  de- 
voting it  to  the  parishes  themselves.  Bot 
he  would  argue  the  matter  upon  another 
ground.  When  he  beheld  the  constantlj 
growing  wealth  of  Great  Britwn,  when  he 
heard  the  increase,  as  he  recently  hed 
done,  reckoned  by  millions  by  an  eminent 
capitalist,  and  when  he  added  thereto  hifl 
conviction  that  deep  in  the  hearts  of  tbii 
mighty  and  wealthy  people  was  the  Ioto 
of  their  God  and  tbeir  religion,  he  could 
not  believe  that  if  an  appeal  were  rightly 
made  the  necessary  funds  would  be  want- 
ing. If  he  understood  his  remarks  aright 
his  most  rev.  Brother  stated  that  he  wonld 
be  satisfied  if  the  Government  would  gife 
an  assurance  that  if  private  beneficence 
removed  any  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
funds  no  opposition  with  respect  to  the 
erection  of  those  sees  should  be  encountered 
in  other  quarters.  He  would  remind  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  in 
respect  to  the  cases  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred that  the  aspect  of  things  had  greatly 
changed  of  late  years,  and  that  if  the 
offer  were  repeated  he  believed  it  would  noir 
be  received  in  a  different  spirit.  He  could 
not  help  referring,  before  he  sat  down,  to  an 
allusion  which  fell  from  his  noble  Friend 
who  presented  the  petition  with  reference 
to  the  pamphlet  published  in  his  diocess 
many  years  ago,  and  in  a  moment  of  baste. 
If  he  did  not  refer  to  that  allusion  it 
might  possibly  convey  to  the  public  a  false 
impression,  and  give  pain  to  a  most  ex- 
cellent man;  He  might  safely  say  that 
he  had  not  in  the  whole  of  his  diocess  a 
layman  who  worked  with  him  more  heartily 
or  more  cordially  than  the  writer  of  the 
pamphlet,  nor  any  one  who  interested 
himself  more  sincerely  in  the  lay  machioeiy 
of  the  diocess.  He  must,  in  conclusion, 
express  a  hope  that  the  Goyernment  would 
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raoeiTe  with  Bympathj  and  give  their  con- 
nderation  to  anj  proposal  which  might 
be  made  with  reference  to  this  subject. 
^  The  Eabl  or  CHICHESTER  expressed 
hb  belief  that  a  moderate  extension  of 
the  episcopate  would  be  in  CTorj  way  de- 
lirable. 

Thb  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  also  be- 
licTed  that  a  strong  case  had  been  made 
oni  for  a  moderate  increase  of  the  episco- 
pate.  It  should  be  remembered  that  the 
powers  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  had  been 
DQch  cnrtailed  bj  law,  and  that  it  was 
efaieflj  by  their  personal  influence  that  its 
members  exercised  authority.  He  thought 
it  would  OTon  be  advantageous  if  their  legal 
powers  were  somewhat  increased,  because 
seeording  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
a  parochial  clergyman  could,  if  he  wished, 
set  in  conformity  with  doctrines  not  war- 
ranted by  the  Church  of  England,  without 
the  bishop  of  his  diocese  being  able  to  in- 
terfere. The  enormous  increase  which 
had  of  late  years  taken  place  in  the  work 
imposed  upon  bishops  naturally  called  for 
m  increase  of  their  number.  It  was  only 
bj  personal  communication  with  his  clergy 
Ukd  the  people  of  his  diocese  generally 
that  a  bishop  could  make  his  influence 
fully  felt ;  and  that  communication  would 
be  impossible  if  his  jurisdiction  extended 
over  Tast  and  densely  populated  districts. 
It  was  therefore  desirable  that  the  personal 
influence  of  the  members  of  the  Episcopal 
Bench  should  be  increased  by  the  area  of 
their  dioceses  being  curtailed.  He  could 
not  but  hope,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  give  their  best  and 
most  fsTOurable  consideration  to  any  pro- 
posal which  might  be  made  in  this  direc- 
tion ;  believing  as  he  did  that  a  moderate 
extension  of  the  episcopate  would  tend  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  Church. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Uble. 

CHARITIES  OF  THE  CITIES  OF  LONDON 
AND  WESTMINSTER. 

MOnON  FOR  A  PAPER. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LONDON,  in  moving 

•*Tbat  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of 
the  CiUea  of  London  and  Westminster,  referred 
to  In  the  Elerenth  and  Twelfth  Reports  of  the 
Gbarity  Commissioners,  he  laid  hefore  the 
Hoom/' 

laid,  that  the  income  of  these  charities 
throughout  the  kingdom  was  stated  in 
these  Reports  to  be  somewhat  more  than 
£160,000    a    year,  their    productiveness 
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having  been  considerably  augmented  of 
late  years.  The  Reports  also  stated 
that  the  matter  was  one  which  would  de- 
serve at  no  distant  period  the  interposition 
of  the  Legislature,  that  the  application  of 
these  funds  might  be  regulated.  The 
document  to  which  the  Commissioners 
referred  entered  very  minutely  into  all  the 
charities  of  the  City  of  London ;  and  a 
short  analysis  of  it  was  given  in  the 
Appendix  to  the  Report.  It  appeared 
that  tho  parochial  charities  of  the  City  of 
London  amounted  altogether  to  £66,000 
a  year,  of  which  £26,000  was  available 
for  the  repair  and  general  purposes  of  the 
churches  in  the  City  of  London.  These 
churches  now  occupied  a  very  different 
position  from  that  in  which  they  were  a  short 
time  ago.  The  population  of  the  City  of 
London  had  greatly  decreased;  at  the  same 
time,  the  funds  available  for  parochial  pur- 
poses had  very  greatly  increased.  This 
was  so  strongly  felt  by  the  gentlemen  who 
were  interested  in  various  parishes  as  to 
the  distribution  of  these  funds,  that  in  one 
instance  they  had  even  gone  the  length 
of  preparing  a  scheme  with  the  intention 
of  submitting  it  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, whereby  large  parochial  funds 
which  they  believed  to  be  at  present 
wasted,  should  be  applied  to*  middle  class 
education.  The  powers  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  however,  even  under  the 
Act  of  1860,  were  extremely  limited.  No 
movement,  .as  he  understood,  could  be 
made  with  reference  to  any  charity  which 
was  above  £50  per  annum,  unless  a  ma- 
jority of  the  local  trustees  themselves  ap- 
plied to  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  an 
alteration  of  their  trust.  Even  in  the  case 
of  charities  of  small  amount  there  was  *a 
great  practical  difficulty  arising  from  the 
power  of  appeal  vested  in  any  person  who 
might  consider  himself  interested  in  the 
matter  ;  and  as  the  expenses  of  these  ap- 
peals were  generally  paid  out  of  the  charity 
funds,  it  was  obvious  that  appeals  were 
likely  to  be  very  numerous,  even  when 
there  was  no  very  great  cause  for  them. 
What,  therefore,  had  been  suggested  was 
that,  at  some  future  time,  the  area  through- 
out which  these  charities  hre  dispersed, 
might  be  extended  so  as  to  include  not 
only  the  City,  but  the  actual  London  of 
tho  present  day.  Certainly  the  present 
state  of  things  was  anomalous,  and  the 
impression  that  there  were  these  large 
funds  which  were  not  made  useful,  was 
extremely  detrimental  in  all  efforts  to 
improve  the  diocese  with  reference  to  tho 
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pftrocbial  sytiem ;  because  it  naturally 
occurred  to  every  one  that,  before  going 
to  other  public  funds,  or  appealing  very 
earnestly  to  priTate  benevolence,  they 
ought  to  see  that  the  funds  actually  pos- 
sessed were  thoroughly  well  used. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
[Pari  Paper,  No.  3461.] 

THE  BURIAL  SERVICE. 

aiTESTIOK. 

Lord  EBURY,  in  rising,  according  to 
notice, 

'*  To  inquire  what  steps  hare  been  taken  in 
order  to  remoye  the  Grievance  which  exists  in 
the  present  indiscriminate  Use  of  the  Burial 
Semoe,  and  to  obtain  a  Revision  of  the  Leo- 
tionary  of  the  Established  Church  ;  also»  if  any 
measures  are  in  contemplation  to  remedy  certain 
Practices  in  the  Performance  of  Divino  Service 
of  which  Complaint  is  made/' 

said,  their  Lordships  would  probably  re- 
member that  two  years  ago  he  proposed 
a  Motion  for  an  Addross  for  a  Royal  Com- 
mission in  order  to  consider  the  best  me- 
thod of  obviating  evils  arising  from  (lie 
almost  indiscriminate  use  of  the  Burial 
Service  by  law  established.  On  that  occa- 
sion the  gravity  of  the  case  was  admitted 
by  all  who  took  part  in  the  debate  which 
ensued,  and*  specially  by  the  most  rev. 
the  Primate,  and  three  or  four  other  right 
rev.  Prelates  who  spoke  on  the  subject. 
He  did  not,  however,  press  the  Motion, 
because  he  was  glad  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
who  undertook  to  consult  the  clergy  and 
see  whether  he  could  not  bring  forward 
some  measure  to  remedy  the  evil.  Last 
year  he  inquired  whether  it  was  his  Orace's 
intention  to  propose  anything  to  remove 
the  grievance  ?  and  his  Grace's  reply  was 
that  he  had  taken  means  of  consulting 
the  clergy,  and  finding  that  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority  of  them  objected  to  any  change 
whatever,  he  had  nothing  to  propose.  Upon 
this  he  (Lord  Ebury)  gave  notice  of  his 
intention  again  to  bring  the  Service  bo- 
fore  the  House,  and  was  about  to  do  so 
when  he  received  an  intimation  that  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  thought  he  saw  a  way 
of  dealing  with  the  question  without  alter- 
ing the  Service.  He  was  sure  his  most 
rev.  Friend  would  bear  him  witness  that 
he  never  concurred  in  his  opinion  that  this 
proposed  mode  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject was  practicable;  but,  so  anxious  was 
he  to  leave  the  matter  in  his  hands  that 
he  at  once  withdrew  his  Motion.  They 
were  now  approaching  the  termination^  not 
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only  of  another  Session,  but  of  a  Parlia- 
ment; nothing,  that  he  was  aware  of,  had 
been  done  in  this  direction,  and  he  was  sure 
he  would  not  think  it  impertinent  if  he 
asked  his  most  rev.  Friend  the  question 
in  relation  to  the  Burial  Service  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  ?  He  wished  also  to 
include  in  his  question  the  Lectionary  of 
the  Church,  the  Table  of  Lessons,  which 
his  most  rev.  Friend  also  undertook  to 
deal  with ;  and  after  what  passed  in  this 
House  on  Friday  last  with  reference  to 
the  statements  made  by  a  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Westmeath) 
which  not  only  were  not  denied,  but  ad- 
mitted and  deplored,  he  wished  to  ask 
further  whether  his  most  rev.  Friend  was 
able  to  say  if  any  measures  were  in  con- 
templation having  reference  to  these  mat* 
tors? 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY, 
in  reply  to  the  three  Questions  pbt  by  his 
noble  Friend,  would  state,  thai  last  year 
he  had  intimated  his  entire  willingness,  in 
concurrence  with  his  right  rev.  Brethren, 
to  acquiesce  in  the  appointment  of  a  Rojsl 
Commission  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
revision  of  the  Lectionary ;  but,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  year  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  alter- 
ing the  terms  of  subscription,  and  the 
Home  Secretary,  with  whom  these  matters 
generally  rested,  intimated  that  one  subject 
of  this  kind  was  enough  at  a  time,  and  at 
his  desire  the  subject  was  postponed  for 
another  year.  With  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion touching  the  Ritual,  he  had  to  answer, 
that  neither  he  nor  his  right  rev.  Brethren 
had  yet  in  contemplation  any  measure 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  practices 
complained  of.  And  with  regard  to  the 
Burial  Service,  he  had  before  intimated  his 
entire  disinclination  to  any  alteration  in 
the  Service  itself ;  but,  if  any  mode  of  re- 
moving what  he  admitted  to  be  a  grievance, 
without  touching  the  Service,  could  be 
suggested,  he  should  be  glad  to  consider 
it.  He  honestly  confessed,  however,  that 
he  did  not  yet  see  any  mode  of  doing 
so. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  asked 
the  most  rev.  Primate,  whether  he  would 
be  prepared  to  include  among  the  snbjectB 
of  inquiry  by  the  Royal  Commission,  the 
appointment  of  which  he  had  recommended, 
the  propriety  of  altering  the  following  ru- 
bric which  appeared  under  the  "  Order  for 
Morning  and  Evening  Prayer  ?'* — 

"  And  here  it  is  to  be  noted  that  all  such  or- 
naments of  the  Charoh,  and  of  the  MiiiistMf 
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ihtreof,  At  ftU  timM  of  their  minifltratioii,  shall  be 
reteuiedand  be  in  nee,  u  were  in  this  Church 
of  England,  by  the  authority  of  ParliamoDt,  in 
the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  Edward  the 
6ixih  ** 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  that  he  should  not  like  to  give  a  de- 
finite answer  to  this  question  without  con- 
salting  his  right  re?.  Brethren. 

FARTNERSHIP  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(no.   162.)     REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  WENSLETDALE  moved  to 
insert  the  following  Amendments  after 
Clauae  1  :— 

In  order  to  entitle  any  Person,  so  lending  Money, 
to  the  Benefit  of  this  Act,  the  following  Particu- 
lars shall  be  registered  in  the  Manner  hereinafter 
proTided : 

(1.)  The  Samameand  Christian  Name  or  other 
Name  or  Names  in  full,  and  the  Place  or  Places 
of  Residence,  of  the  Lender  and  of  the  Partner, 
or,  if  more  than  One,  the  Partners,  to  whom  the 
Money  is  so  advanced. 

(2.)  The  Nature  of  the  Trade  or  Undertaking 
and  of  the  Place  or  Places  at  which  it  is  carried 
on  or  to  be  carried  on. 

(3.)  The  Name  of  the  Firm  or  Style  in  which 
the  ndd  Trade  or  Undertaking  is  or  is  to  be  car- 
ried on. 

(4.)  The  full  Particulars  of  the  Contract  by 
which  the  Advance  of  Money  by  way  of  Loan  is 
agreed  to  be  made. 

The  Registrar  of  Joint  Stock  Companies  shall 
be  the  Registrar,  and  shall  keep  a  separate  Re- 
gister for  the  Registration  of  Trades  and  Under- 
takings under  this  Act. 

Every  Registration  shall  be  effected  within 
Fifteen  Days  after  the  Contract  for  the  Advance 
of  Money  to  the  Person  or  Persons  engaged  or 
abont  to  engage  in  the  Trade  or  Undertaking  shall 
have  been  entered  into ;  and  no  Person  lending 
Money  shall  be  entitled  to  the  Benefit  of  this  Act 
in  respect  thereof  unless  the  several  Sums  specified 
hi  the  Registration  shall  ho  lent  to  the  Person 
borrowing  the  same  at  the  Time  or  at  the  Times 
respectively  specified  in  that  Behalf  in  such  Re- 
gistration, or  within  Fourteen  Days  thereof. 

No  Partofthe  Money  lent  under  the  Provisions 
of  this  Act  shall  be  repaid,  satisfied,  or  secured  in 
any  Manner  before  the  Expiration  of  the  Time 
registered  as  aforesaid  in  that  Behalf. 

Any  Person  so  advancing  Money  who  shall 
violate  the  Provisions  of  the  foregoing  Sections, 
or  either  of  them,  shall  become  and  be  a  General 
Partner  with  the  Person  to  whom  it  is  lent. 

Provided  also,  that  such  Person  or  Persons  to 
whom  iuch  Advances  by  way  of  Loan  sliall  be 
made  shall  oausein  all  Bills  of  Eichange,  Promis- 
sory Notes,  Cheques,  Orders  for  Money,  Bills  of 
Parcels,  Invoices,  Receipts,  Letters,  and  other 
Writings  used  in  the  Transaction  of  the  Business 
of  the  Company  to  be  added  the  Word,  Registered, 
to  his  Name  or  Partnership  Name. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD   said,   he  con- 
curred in   the  Amendments  of  his  nohle 


Friend.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford),  however, 
agreed  with  his  nohle  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Cranworth),  in  not  being  *able  to 
discover  any  difference  in  principle  between 
a  person  receiTing  a  fixed  interest  for  a 
sum  of  money  which  he  adyanced,  and 
being  paid  a  fluctuating  interest  by  taking 
a  share  of  the  profits.  But  he  confessed 
that  he  had  a  lingering  prejudice  in  fayour 
of  the  view  that  a  person  who  took  a 
share  of  the  profits  ought  to  bear  his 
share  of  the  losses.  The  Bill  before  the 
House  would  lead  to  a  revolution  in  the  law 
of  partnership,  and  what  might  be  the  effect 
of  it  upon  the  character  and  commercial 
credit  of  the  country  it  was  impossible  to 
say.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  made  an  admirable  speech  the 
other  evening,  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  and  after  listening  to  that 
speech  their  Lordships  were  quite  prepared 
to  accept  the  measure  as  it  stood.  But  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  while  he  placed 
the  advantages  of  the  Bill  in  a  strong  light, 
took  caro  to  throw  into  the  shade  all  the 
objections.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  ventured 
to  submit  to  their  Lordships  that  when 
they  were  about  to  enter  into  an  untried 
system  of  law,  such  as  this  Bill  proposed, 
it  would  not  be  proper  for  tho  Legisla* 
ture  to  take  such  a  step  without  taking 
care  to  provide  all  proper  safeguards.  A 
useful  lesson  might  bo  learnt  from  their 
neighbours,  tho  French,  amongst  whom 
there  has  been  established  for  some  time 
the  partnership  called  socieU  en  common* 
dite,  in  which  the  general  partners  are 
liable  for  the  whole  of  the  society's  obliga- 
tions, while  the  commanditaire  is  liable 
only  to  the  amount  of  the  capital  he  has 
put  into  the  concern.  Thus  there  is 
combined  a  general  and  a  limited  partner- 
ship. In  a  partnership  of  this  kind  it 
is  necessary  that  there  should  be  regis- 
tration, and  in  particular  that  there  should 
be  stated  the  amount  advanced  to  the 
partnership  by  the  commanditaire.  The 
registered  particulars  are  afterwards  affixed 
to  the  walls  of  the  Tribunal  of  Commerce. 
Certainly  if  the  French  think  it  necessary 
that  there  should  be  registration  in  order 
that  the  public  might  know  the  persons 
with  whom  they  were  dealing,  d  fortiori, 
in  a  case  where  a  man  is  to  be  allowed 
to  receive  a  large  portion  of  the  profits 
without  being  a  partner  the  public  should 
have  warning  of  the  terms  upon  which  the 
business  is  carried  on.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  was  impossible  for  him  not 
to  agree  with  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
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and  learned  Friend,  and  he  truBted  that 
their  Lordships  woald  pause  before  they 
passed  the  Bill  wlthoat  some  sueh  safe- 
gnard  as  was  now  proposed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
should  be  extremely  sorry  if  the  good  work 
done  in  giving  this  Bill  a  second  reading 
Bhould  bo  annulled  and  their  progress  re- 
traced in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  Amendments.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
difficulty  of  divesting  our  minds  of  early 
impressions,  and  lawyers  certainly  were 
not  exempt  from  this  difficulty.  The  truth 
was  that  from  their  earliest  education  they 
imbibed  the  principle  that  the  rule  of  law 
was  right — they  published  it  in  their  opi- 
nions, they  carried  it  into  effect  in  their 
judgments,  and  the  feeling  increased  and 
intensified  until  it  seemed  a  kind  of  sacri- 
lege to  question  its  accuracy.  Whut  this 
Bill  proposed  was  not  to  reverse  a  positive 
principle  of  law,  but  a  rule  which  was 
founded  on  a  mistaken  decision,  and  which, 
repeated  from  mouth  to  mouth  with  a  kind 
of  superstitious  authority,  had  grown  to  be 
reverenced  as  an  irreversible  principle  of 
law.  What  the  Bill  did  say,  and  whot 
their  Lordships,  by  giving  it  a  second  read- 
ing, had  affirmed,  was  this — that  a  trader 
might  be  at  liberty  to  borrow,  in  the  same 
manner  as  any  other  person,  upon  the  best 
terms  and  conditions  he  could.  If  he 
could  borrow  on  the  condition  of  giving 
part  of  his  profits,  instead  of  paying  a  de- 
finite rate  of  interest,  then  he  should  be  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  What  reason  or  justice 
could  there  be  in  preventing  him  from 
doing  this  ?  The  observations  of  his  two 
noble  and  learned  Friends  came  to  this — 
that  a  great  deal  of  mischief  would  ensue 
from  this  secret  dealing — but  what  it  was 
they  did  not  condescend  to  tell  their  Lord- 
ships. This  was  the  kind  of  terrible  thing 
with  which  children  were  frightened.  At 
present  a  trader  might  borrow  at  any  rate 
of  interest  he  pleased.  The  contract  was 
good.  The  lender  need  not  be  known, 
although  the  terms  might  be  such  as  would 
grind  the  trader  down  and  prevent  him 
deriving  anything  like  a  fair  remuneration 
from  his  business.  That  was  one  instance 
in  which  there  was  no  registration  ;  and 
what  evil  results  had  flowed  from  it  ? 
When  the  usury  laws  were  abolished  they 
had  been  the  idols  of  many  generations, 
they  had  been  looked  on  almost  as  matters 
of  religion,  and  yet  they  expired  with  the 
approbation  of  all  men.  Had  any  evil  re- 
sults followed  from  these  laws  coming  to 
Zord  Chelmsford 


ao  eod  ?     A  man  might  be  a  Moret  part- 
ner now,  and  no  registration  was  required. 
The  instances  referred  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  the  French  law  was  that 
of  anonymous  partnerships,   not  partner- 
ships en  eommanditet  and  in  similar  part- 
nerships our  own  law  required  the  regis- 
tration of  the  partners.     Registration  was 
required  in  the  case  of  joint  stock  compa- 
nies ;  but  that  was  an  obligation  attached 
to  the  privilege  of  a  great  number  of  indi- 
viduals being  associated  together,  none  of 
whose  names  would  otherwise  be  known  to 
the  world,  and  it  was  not  done  by  reason 
of  fear,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  partnership, 
which  would  not  get  credit  if  no  one  knew 
of  whom   it  was  composed.      What  was 
proposed  by  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would,  in  fact,  be  utterly  destructive  to  the 
trade.     Noble  Lords  were  aware  how  ex- 
tremely sensitive  credit  was,  and  if  at  the 
same  time  that  the  trader  were  given  the 
means  of  borrowing  money  on  fair  terms, 
the  obligation   were   imposed   on   him  of 
publishing  to  the  world  that  he  had  beeo 
obliged  to  borrow  money,  how  long  woaid 
his  credit  last  ?     The  Bill  might  as  well 
be  put  behind  the  fire  at  once  if  it  was  to 
have  a  condition  of  this  kind  annexed  to 
it.     In  the  House  of  Commons  this  very 
point  was  very  anxiously  discussed  by  men 
of  the  greatest  mercantile  experience,  and 
upon  an  examination  of  the  arguments  one 
way  and  the  other  no  one  could  fail  to  see 
that  it  had  been  demonstrated   that  the 
proposal  was  utterly  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  would  destroy  it, 
and  that  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
for  requiring  it.     He  could  see  no  reason 
why  a  restriction  should  be  placed  on  the 
liberty  of  the  trader  to  borrow  which  wss 
not  placed  on  anybody  else,  and  he  hoped 
their   Lordships   would    not   sanction  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  said,  he  had 
frequently  heard  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  recommend  the  House  to  disregard 
the  opinions  held  in  past  times,  but  h»  con- 
fessed for  himself  that  he  did  feel  some 
respect  for  those  who  had  gone  before  him, 
and  for  the  principles  they  had  laid  down. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  far  above 
this  feeling.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said,  the  present  rule  was  founded  on  a  mis- 
take; but  why  were  they  to  assume  that  all 
the  learned  authorities  of  past  times  had  been 
unable  to  detect  the  mistake,  and  that  it 
was  left  for  the  present  age  to  discover  for 
the  first  time  the  true  principle  of  action  ? 
Were  they  of  the  present  time  to  arrogate 
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to  themtelyes  that  sort  of  aathority  that 
woalci  entitle  them  to  disregard  eyerything 
that   had  been   established    before    their 
time  ?     Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
told  them,  that  if  they  admitted  the  Amend- 
ment they  might  as  well  put  the  Bill  be- 
hind   the   fire ;    but  let  their   Lordships 
consider  what  was  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment.     The   object    of   the  Amendment 
was  timply  to  give  to  the  public  that  kind 
of  knowledge  that  would  be  su£Scient  to 
prcTent  men  from  embarking  their  money 
without  knowing  what  security  they  had. 
His   noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  that 
what  was  proposed  to  deal  with  was  not  in 
effect  a  partnership ;    but   he  (Lord  St. 
Leonards)  must   say  that  by  the  law  of 
England,  as  it  now  stood,  it  was  a  partner- 
ship.    By  this  Bill  they  proposed  to  allow 
for  the  first  time  a  trader  to  allow  another 
to  take  a  share  of  his  profits  without  assum- 
ing the  liability  of  a  partner.     What  they 
should  guard  against  was  that  a  man  might 
trade  apparently  for  himself,  whereas  in 
reality  he  waa  only  trustee  of  the  profits 
for  another  person.  Under  the  proposed  law 
a  man  might  advance  money  to  a  trader  on 
condition   that   he   should   receive  three- 
fourths  of  the  profits.     The  trader  would 
then   get  credit  from   others  who  might 
think  he  was  in  a  sound  position,  being  un- 
aware of  the  private  arrangement  with  the 
lender  of  the  capital.      He  could  assure 
their   Lordships  that  there  was  a  great 
feeling  of  apprehension  in  the  country  in 
reference  to  this  Bill,  but  there  had  not 
been  full  time  for  the  expression  of  that 
opinion.     He  had  himself  presented  two 
petitions    to    their    Lordships,   from    the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of    Dundee  and 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Merchants 
of  Edinburgh,  and  both  petitions  contained 
exactly  the  same  complaints  of  the  absence 
of  publicity  in  such  transactions  as  were 
about  to  be  authorized.     He  had  also  re- 
eeiTed  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  in  a  large  way  of  business,  and  who 
bad  establishments  both  in  London  and 
Lyons.     The  gentleman  took  a  warm  in- 
terest in  this  Bill.     He  wrote— 

^  To  mj  mind  there  is  something  frightful  in 
eontempUting  the  Araud,  litigation,  and  unoer- 
tainty  that  mmt  ensue  from  the  Bill  if  it  is  pasted 
in  its  present  shape.  An  English  partnership 
will  be  as  unoertain  and  equivocal  as  a  Scotch 
marriage,  and  oommerolal  credit  will  be  muoh 
endangered." 

He  added— 

**  Only  ten  days  ago  I  showed  the  proposed  Bill 
to  the  Judge  ^  the  Tribosal  of  Gommeroe  in 


Lyons,  and  he  shook  his  head  and  held  up  his 
hands  in  amazement." 

He  (Lord  St.  Leonards)  spoke  in  the  inte« 
rest  of  the  trader,  when  he  advocated  a 
certain  amount  of  publicity  in  these  trans- 
actions. The  usury  laws,  which  had  been 
referred  to,  were  notanalogous  to  the  present 
case  ;  they  affected  all  classes,  and  not  the 
trading  class  only.  Several  recent  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  established  the  principle 
which  ho  sought  to  introduce  into  this 
Bill — that  of  registering  liabilities,  so  that 
all  the  world  might  know  the  solvency  or 
insolvency  of  the  man  with  whom  they 
were  dealing.  If  a  man,  for  instance,  gave 
a  warrant  of  attorney  to  confess  judgment 
his  creditor  must  publish  that  document  by 
registering  it.  The  wholesale  traders  were 
beginning  to  feel  that  if  this  Bill  passed  they 
would  not  know  whom  to  trust,  or  whether 
a  man  was  carrying  on  a  business  for  his  own 
interest  or  in  the  interest  of  other  parties. 
A  more  important  measure,  as  regarded 
trade  and  commerce,  than  that  before  their 
Lordships  had  never  been  introduced  into 
Parliament,  and  time  would  tell  whether 
the  warning  uttered  from  his  side  of  the 
House  was  well  or  ill  founded. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided  : 
-—Contents  14 ;  Not-contents  39 :  Ma- 
jority 25. 
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OnDBTd,  L.  (£.  Ont-    SejoMinr,   L.   {£.  St 

nard.)  Maur.) 

Outingi,  L.  Stnnlej  of  AlclerUy,  L 

Lalgh,  L.  Talbot  da  Malabide,  L. 

Mostirn,  L,  Weoloflk,  L. 
PoD>onbr,  L.  (E.  Beu-    Weatworth,  L. 

barwgh.)  {TeUa-.-^ 

LOHD  CHELMSFORD  said,  h«  had  ai 
Ameatlnieiit  to  propose  which  had  become 
iaOnitely  more  important  and  neceasarj 
for  the  protection  of  the  publio,  in  oonee- 
qnence  of  the  rejection  of  those  safeguard) 
which  his  noblo  and  learned  Friend  hac 
brought  forward  for  the  registration  of  th( 
particular  contract  into  nhioh  a  party  en- 
tered for  the  loan  of  nionej.  A  persor 
ad*aneitig  money  to  carrj  on  a  bueinesi 
would  always  have  access  to  the  boolia. 
If  the  concern  flourished,  he  would  be  cou' 
tent  with  the  profits  he  had  stipulated  to 
receire  ;  but  if  he  saw  there  was  danger, 
and  the  trade  was  likely  to  prove  a  failing 
one,  he  would  immediately  withdraw  hii 
capital,  render  himself  safe,  and  leaTO  to 
tbe  other  creditors  a  man  of  no  substance 
for  the  satisfaction  of  their  debts.  He 
therefore  proposed  that  if  within  twelve 
months  after  the  lender  had  withdrawn  hia 
money,  bankruptcy,  or  insolvency,  or  a 
composition  with  creditors  should  take 
place,  or  the  person  conducting  the  buainesi 
should  die  insolvent,  the  money  withdrawn 
should  be  liable  to  the  debts  of  the  con- 
cern, or  so  much  thereof  as  the  aeaetsofthe 
partnership  should  be  inanfflcient  to  aallsfy. 

An  AmeDdment  momd,  in  Page  1, 
Line  14,  after  ("such")  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause  : — 

"  If  tho  Lender  of  mob  Loan  ahall  withdraw 
tbe  •sme  or  mj  Part  thereof  from  the  Trads  or 
Pndertnking,  and  within  a  Yoar  aftcrwarda  the 
Trader  ahall  bs  aiiyndged  bankrupt,  or  ihall  take 
the  Benefit  of  BDjAot  for  the  Relief  of  Inaolvent 


LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  in  tbs 
case  which  he  had  suggested  the  lender 
would  hsre  withdrawn  hia  money,  and 
therefore  would  not  be  a  creditor  or  Imtb 
any  claim  to  be  postponed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  tbooght 
that  the  existing  law  as  to  fraudulent  pre- 
ferences would  be  sufficient  to  attain  the 
object  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  in  view.  He  objected  to  the  provi* 
sion  that  money  withdrawn  within  twelve 
months  of  bankruptcy  should  be  recovered 
by  the  creditors,  that  it  was  possible  that 
none  of  those  who  were  creditors  at  the 
time  of  the  bankruptcy  might  have  been 
creditors  when  tbe  money  was  withdrawn. 

Amendment  negadvtd. 

Clause  5  (In  case  of  Bankruptcy,  Ac., 
Lender  not  to  rank  with  other  Creditors). 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Cheuibtokd,  tha 
words  "  or  such  Widow  or  Child  "  jtruot 
out. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  bo  read  3*  on  Monday  neit. 
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A  Bill  to  r«^lat«  the  AppointmeDt  of  a  '^lai 
or  Incumbent  to  tbe  Vicarags  of  tha  Paiiili 
Chnrch  of  Roobdste  in  the  Coantj  of  Lan<sri(r 
nnd in  the  D iocese of Manoheatar — Vupretti^ 
by  The  Earl  of  CaioHaiisa ;  read  1* ;  aaA  to  ta 
pn'n<«<f.    (No.213.) 

NATAL  DISCIPLINE  AOT  AKSHDkBlIT  BILL 

[..I..] 

A  BUI  to  amend  tbe  Naval  Oiioipllae  Aet,  I8U 
— Waajir«ten(«db;TbeIhike  of  S<niusat;itad 
l^i  in -bt^pritiUd.    (No.  31*.) 


Ponnd,  or  ahall  die  in  iniolvent  Cironmstancea, 
tlis  Snm  10  withdraitn  ahall  be  applicable  to  the 
Fa^ment  of  the  Dehta  and  Liabilitiea  incurred  in 
oarning  oa  aucb  Trads  or  Undertaking." — {Lord 
Ch^mtfoTd.) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERL&Y  op- 
posed the  Araendmentaa  unnecessary.  The 
principle  of  tbe  Bill  having  been  already 
affirmed,  it  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  com- 
petent to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
treat  aa  a  partner  a  person  who  lout  money 
out  of  hit  Bhare  in  the  profits.  Sufficient 
aecurity  would  bo  given  to  the  pablic  by 
the  clause  which  provided  that  the  claims 
of  the  lender  should,  in  case  of  bank- 
niptcy,  be  postponed  until  all  other  orc- 
ditors  hti  been  satisfied. 


HOUSE    OP    C0UU0N8, 
FHdoj/,  Jittu  23,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  — NlW    MlMBIB    SWOBH  — 111001*1 

Bntiae;,  eaquire,  the  xoungar.yfir  DeTonport. 

SiLBOi  CoaMiTTii— fleport— On  ShanDon  River 
(No,4l>t)"i  TennreandlmproTementofLandi 
(Ireland)  (No.  403)*:  Edncation (No.  103).* 

fuBLic  Bills — FtTii  RtaMng — Huriagei  ( Lin- 
bourne)"  [Lorii«1  [337]  ;  Railwaja  DebeotorM, 
rba.  Regislrj  •  {Lordi'i  [2i!]  ;  Admiralty,  As. 
Acta  Repeal  '[Lorda]  [343];  Admiralty  Fowert, 
Ao. "  [Z-Dnfj]  [B*S] ;  Dookvard  Ports  Swob- 
tion-  [Lorf.]  [34*]. 
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>  — *  CoBMlldatod  Fund  (Appropriation) ; 
Poor  Lftv  Board  Continaanoe,  dtc.  (rd-oom«i.) 
[318];  Indomnitj  *  [284]  ;  Expiring  Laws 
Goniiniiano6*r235]  ;  Compound  Spirits  Ware- 
bonnng*  [288]  ;  Inland  ReTenae*[207]. 

RejMiri — Local  GoTonimentSapplemental  (No.5)* 
[909] ;  Tompike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  [225] ; 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  ;  Poor 
Law  Board  Continuance,  £o.(r^-«omm.)  [218]; 
Indemnity  *  [234]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continu- 
ance *  [285]  ;  Compound  Spirits  Warehousing  * 
[288]  ;  Inland  Revenue  •  [2071. 

Qmtider^d  <u  onMncfeJ-^Fire  Brigade  (Metro- 
polis) [230]  ;  Colonial  GoYemors  (Retiring 
rensions)  [138];  Local  GoTemment  Supple- 
mental (No.  5)*  [2<M)1. 

nird  Beadifig — Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit*  [2091;  War  Department 
Tram  (Devon)*  [Lordi]  [2041;  Turnpike 
Trusts  Arrangements*  [225];  Fire  Brigade 
(Metropolis)  *  [230]. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  APPROPRIATION 
-BlhU—COMMITTEE. 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clanie  1. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  Bald,  that 
the  Bill  was  a  great  improYement  on  for- 
mer Appropriation  Bills,  which,  generally 
speaking*  had  not  heen  printed,  and  were 
drawn  np  in  a  manner  difficult  to  he  un- 
derstood. He  trusted  that  the  improve- 
ment would  he  extended  to  the  puhlio  ac- 
eoants.  At  present  there  were  no  means 
of  making  a  satisfactory  comparison  be- 
tween one  year  and  another.  As  far  as 
he  could  make  out,  it  seemed  that  there 
was  a  permanent  increase  to  the  amount 
ef  £141,000  in  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  sums  paid  for  superannuations  were 
actually  one-fourteenth  of  the  #ho1e  Re- 
Tenve  of  the  year.  No  less  than  £5,000,000 
a  year  were  spent  in  superannuation  and 
retiring  allowances  in  the  various  Depart- 
ments of  the  public  service.  A  paper  had 
been  put  into  the  hands  of  Members  that 
morning,  in  which  the  Government  took 
credit  for  a  reduction  of  £155,895  in  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates.  That  reduction 
appeared  to  him  to  be  deceptive. 

Mr.  peel  said,  that  the  Appropriation 
Billf  in  its  present  amended  rorm,  stated 
the  amount  of  the  various  grants  in  figures 
instead  of,  as  formerly,  in  words ;  it 
avoided  useless  repetitions  of  the  same 
words,  it  removed  from  the  body  of  the 
Act  to  the  Schedule  the  various  items  ;  it 
arranged  into  classes  the  several  Votes, 
and  enabled  any  one  readily  to  find  the 
particular  grant  he  wished  to  trace.  The 
hon.  Member  was  not  justified  in  speaking 
of  the  paper  in  question  as  deceptive.    It 


was  a  comparison  between  the  present  and 
last  year.  The  reduction  arose  chiefly 
from  their  being  no  Vote  this  year  for  the 
redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Pues.  Con- 
sidering how  many  new  Votes  there  were 
in  the  present  year — the  Votes,  for  ex- 
ample, for  the  Fire  Brigade,  for  the  Re- 
gistry of  Deeds  Office,  for  Flax  Cultivation 
in  Ireland,  for  Agricultural  Statistics  in 
England,  and  for  Harwich  Harbour  —  it 
was  satisfactury  that  the  amount  required 
was  less  than  that  voted  last  year. 

Clause  ctgreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  3"*  on  Monday  next. 

FIRE  BRIGADE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
[bill  230.]      CONSIDERATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Clause  18  (Contributions  by  Government 
towards  Expense  of  Brigade). 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  it  was  intended 
to  maintain  this  Fire  Brigade  by  a  local 
rate,  at  not  exceeding  a  halfpenny  in  the 
pound,  but  instead  of  extending  the  rate  to 
Government  property,  in  which  there  would 
doubtless  be  difficulty,  the  sum  of  £10,000 
per  annum  was  to  be  paid  on  account  of 
the  national  property  in  the  metropolis. 
That  was  assuming  it  to  be  of  the  annual 
value  of  £4,800,000,  or  one-fourth  of  the 
whole  rateable  property  of  the  metropolis. 
He  could  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  this 
calculation,  and  in  order  that  the  same  law 
should  apply  to  national  as  to  private  pro- 
perty, he  should  move  an  Amendment  to 
that  effect. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLET  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Olaiue  18,  page  e,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "the  ram  of  ten  thouiond  pounds,"  in 
order  to  inaert  the  words  "  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  that  would  be  leviable  hj  a  rate  of  one- 
halfpenny  in  the  pound  on  the  full  and  fitir  annual 
value  of  all  rach  property  within  the  Metropolis 
belonging  to  the  Crown,  or  to  any  Denartment  of 
Government,  as  would  be  rated  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  were  the  laid  property  rateable  for  that 
purpose,"— (ifr.  BlockSwny) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  T.  0.  BARING  said,  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  estimate  the  benefieial  oc- 
cupation of  the  Government  property  in 
the  metropolis.  It  was  only  necessary  to 
mention  Buckingham  Palace,  for  example. 
Again,  from  noolwioh  to  Fimlioo  there 
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was  Government  property  of  enormous 
valne,  the  loss  of  which  would  affect,  not 
only  the  convenience,  but  in  some  cases 
the  safety  of  the  country.  Two  Commit- 
tees of  that  House  had  been  of  opinion 
that  a  contribution  of  £10,000  would  not 
be  two  much  for  the  Government  to  pay 
towards  the  new  Fire  Brigade.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press 
an  Amendment  which  would  overturn  the 
whole  arrangement  on  which  the  Bill  was 
founded.  " 

liORD  FERMOY  said,  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis  had  come  very  badly  out 
of  the  negotiation  as  it  stood ;  and  the 
Amendment  would  make  matters  still 
worse. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  '  the  sum 
of  ten  thousand  pounds'  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3^  T(hmorrow, 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE,  Ac., 
(re-eommiUed)  BILL— {Bill  218.] 

COHMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Lord  FERMOT  said,  that  this  Bill  was, 
on  the  face  of  it,  a  deception.  It  was 
described  as  a  Poor  Law  Continuance  Bill, 
yet  of  all  the  twenty-four  clauses  only  one, 
the  first,  enacted  the  continuance  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  The  other  clauses  ex- 
cited much  difference  of  opinion  both  in 
and  out  of  that  House.  The  24th  clause 
declared  that  the  Bill  might  be  "  cited  and 
described  for  all  purposes  as  '  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  of  1865,'  *'  and  that 
was  exactly  what  the  Bill  was.  It  was 
impossible  for  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
carry  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  Bill  should  be 
limited  to  a  single  clause,  continuing  the 
Poor  Law  Board  for  one  year.  The  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  religious  clauses  alone 
would  keep  them  there  for  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks,  and  it  was  too  important  a 
question  to  be  hurried  through  the  House. 
He  would  move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion — 


"That,  Id  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  the  pro- 
Tiiions  of  the  Bill  should  be  limited  to  the  con- 
tinuanoe  of  the  powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for 
one  year.*'* 

Mr.  T.  Q.  Baring 


Mr.  HARYET  lewis  aeeonded  the 
Motion.  He  said  some  of  the  largest 
parishes  in  the  metropolis  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill,  and  the  House  had,  he 
thought,  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
indecent  haste  with  which  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  attempted  to  force 
the  Bill  through  at  the  fag-end  of  the 
Session.  Why  had  it  not  been  brought 
forward  sooner,  when  it  would  have  been  a 
charity  to  find  the  House  something  to  do.^ 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  proTisions  of  thii 
Bill  should  be  limited  to  the  conUnuanee  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  for  one  year,"— {X«rd  Fermoy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wordi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.' ' 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  it  would  nega- 
tive the  Motion  to  go  into  Committee,  and 
that  therefore  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pass  even  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  woold 
continue  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

ViBOOUNT  GAL  WAY  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor  Law  Board  would  not 
refuse  to  accede  to  what  was  evidentlj  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House.  He  would 
not  object  to  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair,  in  order  that  the  first  clause  might 
be  carried.  But  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  were  of  great  importance,  and  would 
lead  to  a  great  deal  of  disoussion.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  deal  with  the  Oilbert 
Unions.  A  few  years  ago  the  House  woaU 
not  agree  to  a  dissolution  of  these  unions, 
and  it  was  rather  hard  that  they  should  be 
put  under  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  without  having  a  word  to  say  on 
their  own  behalf. 

Sm  BEOOK  BRYDGES  said,  it  was 
too  late  in  the  Session  to  discuss  the  im- 
portant clauses  of  this  Bill.  There  were 
important  taxing  powers  in  the  Bill  given 
to  the  Poor  Law  Board  independently  of 
the  Guardians.  These  might  be  very 
proper,  or  they  might  be  very  improper, 
powers  for  the  Poor  Law  CommisaioDera 
to  possess  ;  but  the  alterations  in  the  lav 
were  most  important.  The  Bill  wae  brongbt 
forward  when  hon.  Members  could  not  dia- 
cuss  its  provisions  with  satisfaction  to  their 
constituents,  and  he  believed  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  were  anxious  that  the 
Bill  should  be  cut  down  to  a  mere  oontioo- 
ance  Bill. 
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Sib  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  it  was  his 
daty»  ha? iDg  presented  a  great  number  of 
petitions  against  the  Bill,  to  represent  to 
Lis  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Villiers)  that 
in  the  interest  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  it- 
self it  would  be  extremely  imprudent  to 
press  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  continuance  clause.  The 
other  matters  should  be  discussed  in  the 
New  Parliament. 

Mb.  white  said,  he  concurred  in 
urging  on  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  adopt  this  plan.  He  had  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  the  directors  and 
board  of  guardians  of  Brighton  praying  the 
Honse  not  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
clauses  from  9  to  18.  The  matters  to 
which  those  clauses  related  could  not  re- 
eeite  adequate  attention  in  the  present 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
simply  pass  a  continuance  Bill. 

Sib  MATTHEW  RIDLEY  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  C.  p.  villiers  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Fermoy)  stated,  not  very 
courteously,  that  this  Bill  was  one  of 
deception,  because,  professing  to  be  one 
of  continuance,  it  contained  many  other 
clauses.  That  statement  was  wholly 
unfounded.  The  title  of  the  Bill  was 
"  A  Bill  to  continue  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  a  limited  period,  and  to  make  cer- 
tain Amendments  in  the  law  regulating 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor."  The  noble 
Lord  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
which  sat  for  three  years,  and  he  could 
Bot  affirm  that  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  was  in  any  sense  a  surprise.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  was  sent  to 
erery  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  country; 
and  the  guardians  had  considered  the 
Report  and  taken  action  on  it,  and  had 
presented  petitions  to  the  House,  and 
memorials  to  the  Poor  Law  Board.  They 
had  singled  out  those  portions  of  it  to 
which  they  objected,  namely,  the  pay- 
ment of  priests  out  of  the  rates,  and 
any  interference  with  the  discretion  of 
the  guardians  in  the  education  of  the 
ehildren.  Those  objections  had  been  re- 
spected; but  no  one  had  objected  to  those 
S^rts  of  the  Report  which  were  embo- 
ed  in  the  Bill.  The  real  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  to  prerent  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  from  haying  access  to  the 
workhoQses,  and  giving  instruction  to 
their  own  people.  The  Roman  Catho- 
lics some  time  since  having  complained 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  having  given 


access  to  the  workhouses  for  their  priests, 
they  were  still  not   admitted,   the  Duke 
of  Richmond,   with    the   consent  of  Mr. 
Sotheron   Estcourt,  issued  an    order   to 
meet    the   case,   but    at    this  order   the 
guardians  took   offence,    saying  that  the 
order  gave  a  direction  to  the  guardians  to 
procure  Roman  Catholic  priests  to  attend 
to   the  unions.     The   Resolution  of  the 
Committee,  embodied  in  the  present  Bill, 
fell  something  short  of  that  order  of  the 
Duke  of  Richmond.     He  would  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  complained  of  the  lateness 
of  the  Session  to   name  the  day  before 
which  he  could  have  introduced  this  Bill. 
It  was  brought  in  at  the  first  opportunity. 
The  clauses   relating  to  tho   register  of 
creed,    to  access  to  tho  inmates  by   the 
Ministers  for  religious  instruction,  and  to 
going  to  a  place  of  worship  were  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Protestant  Al- 
liance, and  he  thought  himself  safe  when 
he  obtained  the  approval  of  that  Gentle- 
man.     The   fact   was,  that  considerable 
pains  had  been  taken  to  bring  hon.  Mem- 
bers there  that  day  to  vote  against  this 
Bill;  yet,  considering  the  exertions  that  had 
been  made,  the  result  was  not  very  strik- 
ing.    Those  most  likely  to  object  to  the 
religious  clauses  were  absent.     His  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Shelley)  told  the  House 
that  he  had  presented  a  great  number  of 
petitions  against  the  Bill,  but  if  so  they 
bad  not  been  reported  in  the  Votes.     He 
did  not  believe  that  twenty  petitions  had 
been  presented  against  the  measure,  al- 
though  there   were  700   unions    in    the 
country.      He   had  received   deputations 
from    Boards  of   Guardians,  and  he   be- 
lieved  that,   after  explanation,  they  had 
been    in    most  cases    satisfied    with   the 
religious  clauses.      There  were  250,000 
Roman   Catholics   in  the  metropolis  who 
were  just  as  loyal  as  any    other  class, 
and  a  great  injustice  was  inflicted  upon 
that   body  by  the  present  system.      In 
the   pauper    schools    and   workhouses  of 
the   metropolis  no    notice    was  in   many 
cases    taken  of  their   religious   opinions, 
and  it  was  notorious  that  their  children 
were  sent  to    schools  where   they  were 
brought  up  as  Protestants.      One  of  the 
Poor  Law  inspectors  went  to  a  district 
school  containing  700  children,  and  asked 
whether   they  had   any  Roman   Catholio 
or  Dissenting  children  among  them.  They 
said  they  had  none.     He  had  great  rea- 
son to  believe  that  many  of  these  were 
the  children  of  Roman  Catholic  parents, 
and  he  went  to  the  workhouse  to  make 
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inquiry.     He  saw  a  poor  woman,  a  Ro« 
man   Catholic,    left   with    four    children, 
who  bad  been  sent  to  this  school.     The 
inspector  asked  her  of  what  religion  her 
children  were.     She  replied,  **They  are 
Catholics,  or  ought  to  he."     She  knew, 
noTertheless,  they  were  being  brought  up 
as  Protestants,  and,  being  asked  why  she 
had  not  complained,  she  said,  "  What  is  a 
poor  woman  like  me  to  do  ?"     The  in- 
spector knew  of  350  children  of  whose  re- 
ligion no  notice  was  taken,  and  he  knew 
that  the  parents  and  relatites  of  some  of 
them  were  Roman  Catholics,  although  the 
children  were  brought  up  as  Protestants. 
At  Manchester,   Liverpool,   and  Birming- 
ham correct  registers  were  kept,  the  reli- 
gious feelings  of  the  poor  were  consulted, 
and  no  ill-will  was  excited  between  Ro- 
man Catholics  and  Protestants.    He  knew 
a  metropolitan  district  inhabited  by  a  mil- 
lion of  souls,  and  containing  ten   work- 
houses, in  which  not  the  least  notice  was 
taken  of  the  religion  of  the  children.  Now, 
these  poor  people  did  care  whether  their 
children  were  brought  up  as  Roman  Ca- 
tholics  or  Protestants.     Some    thought, 
indeed,  that  the  poor  cared  more  for  their 
children  in  this  respect  than  the  rich,  but 
at  any  rate  they  had  feelings  which  were 
entitled  to  respect.     The  Roman  Catholics 
had    good   ground   of  complaint  in   this 
matter,  and  if  hon.  Members  refused  to 
do  them  justice  now  they  would  hear  more 
of  this  hereafter. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
hate  resumed  his  seat  without  expressing 
his  willingness  to  concede  to  the  evident 
wish  of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intimated  that  the  objection  to  the 
measure  was  entirely  owing  to  the  religious 
clauses,  but  he  had  not  stated  the  reasons 
on  which  he  founded  that  opinion.  Upon 
his  (Mr.  Henley's)  side  he  had  heard  no 
objections  founded  upon  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  a  single  clause.  The  religious 
clauses,  were  only  a  small  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  if  they  were  so  important,  why  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  the 
Bill  two  or  three  months  ago  ?  What  was 
to  hinder  him  ?  Hon.  Members  would  then 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the  opi- 
nion of  their  constituents.  He  did  not  wish 
to  give  his  opinion  upon  any  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  but  it  contained  ^^q  main  pro- 
▼isions.  With  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
the  Gilbert  Unions  had  a  right  to  be 
heard.  The  next  proYision  was  the  taxing 
power,  which  was  now  restrained  by  the 
Mr.  C.  P.  VaUers 


consent  of  the  Board  of  OsardiMii.    By 
the  8th  clause,   howeTer,  the  right  hom 
Gentleman  took   power  to  order  an  ex- 
penditure of  £500,000  without  any  consent 
at  all,  and  he  might  repeat  that  as  of^ 
as  he  pleased.     The  next  waa  a  power  to 
transport  children  from  one   part  of  the 
country   to   another  without  reference  to 
distance.    Then  came  the  religious  dtnsei 
of  the  Bill.     It  was    somewhat  singalar 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  had 
this  subject  before  him  for  six  years,  and 
the    Committee   having    been   sitting  for 
three  years,  and  the  right   hon.  Gentle- 
man having  communicated  with  Boards  of 
Guardians,  should  have  brought  in  a  aot 
of  clauses,  and  then,  before  the  ink  witk 
which  they  were  printed  was  dry,  should 
have   withdrawn    and   amended    his  own 
clauses.      If  the  right  hon.    Gentleman, 
after  all  this  time  for  consideration,  aod 
after   having  had   his   official  experience 
directed  to  the  matter,  thought  it  necesssiy 
to  amend  his  own  proposition,  it  was  odd 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  to  be 
allowed  no  time  for  consideration,  and  were 
to  have  many  unpleasant  thinga  thrown  at 
them  because  they  would  not,  without  dis- 
cussion, accede  to  these  proposals.     There 
was  one  very  curious  thing  in  the  Bill  as 
amended.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
divested  himself  of  the  power  of  censor- 
ship over  religious  books,  but  he  retained 
in  his  own  hands  the  very  extraordinaiy 
power  of  deciding  whether  a  child  of  twdve 
years  old  was  to  be  permitted  to  choose  his 
religion.     Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intended  to  make  a  journey  into  the 
country,in  order  personally  to  examine  these 
children,  or  whether  he  intended  to  have 
them  sent  up  to  him  by  third  class  traini 
to  be  examined  at  the  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
how  this  clause  was  to  be  otherwise  worked 
out,  he  did  not  know.     Another  strong 
power  was  taken  by  this  Bill.     If  a  man 
or  a  woman,  being  out  of  the  workhonae^ 
applied  for  relief  for  a  sick  child  and  got 
it,  and  if  the  Board  of  Guardians  saw  fit 
to  order  them  to  do  task  work»  and  the 
parent  neglected  or  refused  to  do  it»  he  or 
she  was  to  be  considered  an  idle  and  dis- 
orderly person,  and  might  be  sent  to  pmon 
as  a  vagrant.     Another  proTision  gave  the 
Board  of  Guardians  a  taxing  power  with 
reference  to  the  superannuation  of  a  niim- 
ber  of  persons  who  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relief  of  the  poor.     The  House  ooght 
surely  to  know  the  opiniouB  of  the  Glla^ 
dians    and    the    taxpayers    before   they 
adopted  such  a  clause*    All  theee  wore 
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imporUnt  alterAtiont  in  the  law,  which 
might  or  might  Dot  he  ad? isahle,  hut  which 
il  was  impoflsihie  to  discuM  after  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill  had  paBseJ  through  Com- 
mittee. There  was  no  earthly  reason  thai 
be  eoald  see  why  the  Bill  should  not  ha? e 
been  laid  on  the  tahle  three  months  ago. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wonld,  in  deference  to  the  uniTorsal  opi- 
nion on  all  sides  of  the  Honse,  agree  to 
Hake  this  simply  a  Continuance  Bill,  and 
Bot  drive  hon.  Members  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress  after  every 
elanae.  At  this  period  of  the  Session  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  the  questions 
of  pauper  emigration  and  officers'  super- 
annuation could  he  fairly  discussed.  In 
•iz  months  all  the  other  matters  contained 
in  the  Bill  could  be  discussed  and  adopted. 
Hia  own  opinion  was  in  favour  of  what 
were  called  the  religious  clauses  of  the 
Kll ;  bnt,  in  the  interest  of  those  for  whom 
tbej  were  framed,  it  would  be  better  they 
should  be  passed  after  the  Bill  had  been 
Mfficiently  considered  by  the  country, 
tmlher  than  leave  it  to  be  said  that  it  had 
bean  snatched  through  after  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  had  been  brought  in,  and  thus 
drive  many  persons  to  be  awkward  in  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  Another  reason  for 
more  oonsideration  was,  that  the  wording 
of  aome  of  the  clauses  was  very  defective. 
The  clause  enabling  ministers  to  vbit  and 
iutract  the  inmates  of  his  persuasion  was 
10  indefinitely  drawn  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve a  single  Minister  would  be  able  to 
avail  himself  of  the  provision. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  objections 
were  not  confined  to  the  religious  clauses. 
That  morning  he  received  a  communication 
from  the  Bermondsey  Board  of  Guardians, 
who  objected  to  clauses  from  16  to  19  in- 
cloaife,  not  one  of  which  referred  to  reli- 
gion. 

Me.  knight  said,  he  must  for  himself 
indignantly  repudiate  the  assertion  of  the 
Pinaident  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  that  this 
Bill  was  opposed  on  anti-Roman  Catholic 
grounds.  All  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
eoild  juatly  demand  would  have  been  given 
ikma  by  the  order  which  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, with  the  consent  of  Mr.  Sotheron 
Bateourt,  had  proposed  to  issue  ;  and  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,'  having  been 
m  office  for  six  years  and  done  nothing, 
propoeed  to  hurry  a  Bill  through  Parlia- 
ment at  tho  eve  of  a  general  eleotion,  to 
do  what  would  have  been  done  by  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  order.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had,  after  all,  left  out  the  best 


part  of  the  Select  Committee's  recommen- 
dations — namely,  that  Roman  Catholic 
children  should  be  handed  over  to  Roman 
Catholic  schools  and  maintained  therein 
by  the  guardians.  To  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  refused  to  give  Roman  Catholic 
children  their  religious  rights  and  privileges 
was,  in  fact,  a  mere  bit  of  electioneering 
tactics. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
was  delighted  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  with  his 
large  experience,  that  he  looked  with  favour 
on  the  religious  clauses  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  a  sanction  of  an  important  principle 
for  which  the  Roman  Catholics  would  be 
very  grateful.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Session  was  so  advanced  that  the  measure 
could  not  be  properly  discussed.  He  did 
not  concur  in  that  opinion.  At  all  events 
he  was  willing  to  accept  what  he  desired 
whenever  it  was  offered  to  him;  and  he 
trusted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  go 
on  and  try  and  pass  the  Bill.  It  contained 
clauses  of  great  importance,  affecting 
deeply  the  religious  liberties  of  large  num- 
bers of  the  most  destitute  persons  in  the 
country,  and  which  clause  had  undergone 
the  careful  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  that  House.  Why  delay  for 
another  year  the  consideration  of  these 
important  matters  ?  Next  year  there 
would  be  a  new  Parliament,  with  new 
Members  and  with  new  subjects  for  oon- 
sideration. The  management  of  work- 
houses varied  in  different  places.  Roman 
Catholics  had  great  complaints  of  that  ma- 
nagement in  many  places,  especially  in  the 
metropolis.  Bricklayers  and  dock  la- 
bourers flocked  to  London.  Without  them 
the  metropolis  would  be  wanted  in  its  mag- 
nitude and  in  its  present  commeroe.  But 
having  done  their  work  they  died,  and 
their  families  were  often  forced  into  the 
workhouses,  where,  for  want  of  instruction, 
they  were  led  away  from  the  religion  of 
their  forefathers.  He  regretted  that  so 
many  hon.  Members  connected  with  the 
metropolis  had  spoken  in  favour  of  delay, 
because  it  was  in  the  metropolitan  work- 
.houses  that  the  children  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic parents  were  most  frequently  perverted 
from  the  faith  in  which  they  had  been 
brought  up.  This  Bill  would  meet  the 
evil,  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  proceed  with  it.  Thank  God  ! 
there  had  been  throughout  the  debate 
such  an  enunciation  of  liberal  feeling  to* 
wards  the  Roman  Catholics  in  workhousea 
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on  both  BideB  as  to  lead  to  the  conviction 
that,  at  all  OTents,  if  not  this  year,  yet 
still  eventually  and  ere  long,  the  case 
would  be  treated  equitably,  and  the  existing 
evil  be  met  by  a  proper  remedy. 

Sir  JOHN  TROLLOPE  said,  he  must 
remind  the  House  that  this  debate  might 
have  been  greatly  shortened  if  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  had  not  thrown  out  the 
taunts  he  had.  For  himself  he  would  say 
that  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  taunts 
were  entirely  without  foundation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intimated  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches  had 
been  summoned  there  in  large  numbers  to 
defeat  the  Bill,  lie  for  one  had  received 
DO  such  summons.  It  was  still  more  un- 
founded to  assert  that  his  hon.  Friends  met 
this  Bill  in  a  spirit  of  bigotry.  He  agreed 
that  Roman  Catholic  children  should  be 
fully  open  to  religious  teaching  in  the 
tenets  in  which  they  had  been  brought  up, 
and  that  if  this  teaching  could  not  be  ob- 
tained in  the  workhouse,  it  should  be  pro- 
cured out  of  it.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  House  whether  he 
meant  to  go  into  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  or 
limit  it  to  a  continuance  Bill?  If  the 
former,  he  would  find  hon.  Members  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  willing  to 
consider  the  clauses,  and  that  not  in  a  spirit 
of  bigotry. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  was  prepared  to 
give  his  humble  support  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stood.  Especially  he  approved  of  Clause 
22,  -which  extended  the  limits  to  which 
children  would  be  sent  for  the  purpose  of 
education. 

Sir  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  was  rather  too  apt 
to  assume  an  aggressive  attitude  towards 
the  Opposition  Benches.  But  why  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  round 
on  his  ''Liberal  friends,"  as  they  called 
themselves,  and  attacked  them  for  their 
opposition  to  his  Bill  ?  Instead  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  needs 
attack  those  who  sat  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  and  told  them  they  had  been 
whipped  up  to  oppose  this  Bill  from  reli- 
gious feelings.  Ue  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  such  was  not  the  case,  and 
that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  were  too 
independent  to  be  whipped  up  for  any  such 
purposes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
entirely  misinterpreted  the  feelings  of  those 
who  sat  upon  the  Opposition  Benches. 
Their  only  reason  for  opposing  the  Bill 
was,  that  its  clauses  required  full  consider- 
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ation,  which  the  present  Sesaion  would  not 
afford  time  to  give. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  would  have  been  satisfied 
if  his  right  hon.  Friend,  after  so  long  an 
inquiry  by  the  Select  Committee  on  Poor 
Laws,  had  proposed  a  mere  continaanee 
of  the  powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for 
a  year  without  embodying  in  such  a  mea- 
sure some  of  the  most  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  withdrawn  some  of  the 
clauses  to  which  considerable  objection  hsd 
been  made  as  requiring  further  considers- 
tion,  and  had  hoped  that  those  now  left  in 
the  Bill  might  have  been  thought  reason- 
able enough  to  pass  without  any  consider- 
able delay  or  discussion.  It  was  clear, 
however,  that  there  was  on  the  part  of  the 
House  a  great  indisposition  to  go  on  with 
the  clauses  during  the  short  remaiDing 
period  of  the  Session.  It  was  impossible 
at  the  present  hour  (3  o'clock)  to  mske 
any  progress  with  the  clauses  in  Com- 
mittee. One  great  advantage  had  beea 
gained  by  the  discussion.  They  had 
heard  from  every  Gentleman  who  had 
addressed  the  House  a  concurrence  in 
those  clauses  the  object  of  which  waste 
give  the  Roman  Catholic  children  in  work- 
houses these  religious  rights  and  privileges 
to  which  they  were  justly  entitled.  Seeing 
the  evident  indisposition  of  the  House  to 
go  into  the  consideration  of  the  clauses 
this  Session,  and  being  of  opinion  that 
the  measure  could  not  be  passed  during 
the  short  remaining  period  of  the  Session, 
he  would  advise  his  right  hon.  Friend,  having 
done  his  duty  in  bringing  in  this  measorei 
and  having  made  the  best  fight  he  could,  to 
consent  to  limit  the  Bill  this  Session  to  a 
mere  Continuance  Bill.  If  his  noble  Fneod 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  the  House 
might  go  into  Committee  and  pass  the 
Continuance  Clause,  and  the  other  clauses 
could  then  be  withdrawn.  The  Govern- 
ment would,  if  they  were  in  office,  propose 
a  measure  containing  those  clauses  as  soon 
as  possible  after  Parliament  should  meet, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  expreaaion  of  opinion 
which  they  had  that  day  heard  would  insure 
the  favourable  consideration  and  adoption 
of  them  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  evident 
that  there  was  a  sort  of  tacit  agreement 
between  the  Roman  Catholics  and  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  supersede  the  guardians  in 
the  management  of  unions :  and  there  was 
a  rivalry  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House  in  making  oonceBaiona  to  the  Roman 
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Gatholicfl  and  their  oriesthood.  He  did 
not,  howoTer,  think  that  the  feeling  pre- 
Tailed  in  the  .country  as  it  did  in  that 
House.  The  impression  was  that  on  the 
one  hand  the  Roman  Catholics  were  press- 
ing  their  demands,  and  on  the  other  the 
Poor  Law  Board  was  pressing  its  autho- 
rity, and  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  was 
to  be  superseded  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  two  parties.  That  feeling  was  jus- 
tified hj  the  circumstances,  by  the  day's 
debate,  by  the  character  of  the  Bill, 
and  by  the  attempt  made  to  pass  it 
when  it  was  well  known  that  many 
Members  of  this  House  were  already  ad- 
dressing their  constituents,  that,  in  fact, 
the  House  was  a  mere  shadow  of  itself,  and 
that  the  legislative  power  was  almost  en- 
tirely transferred  to  the  Government.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  much  more  care- 
lets  on  this  subject  than  the  country  gene- 
rally. England  was  not  ashamed  of  its 
National  Protestantism  ;  and  though  in 
that  House  hon.  Members  treated  all  re- 
ligions alike,  the  people  had  a  National 
Religion,  and  were  becoming  aware  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  were  beginning  to 
make  themseWos  as  oppressive  as  they 
were  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  He 
trusted  that  at  tho  coming  election  the 
people  would  instruct  their  representatives 
as  to  the  course  to  be  taken  on  this  im- 
portant matter. 

If  a.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  make 
one  obaenration,  and  that  was  that  should 
be  be  a  Member  of  the  next  Parliament  he 
would  be  ready  to  give  his  support  in  car- 
lying  the  clauses  now  omitted  from  the 
ipreaent  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Continuance  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  for  One  Year). 

Mr.  C.P.VILLIERS  said,  he  adhered  to 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  that  the  Bill 
had  been  opposed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite solely  on  the  ground  of  the  religious 
elaases.  He  had,  however,  no  help  for  it 
eieept,  very  unwillingly,  to  submit  to  the 
proposal  that  had  been  made.  With  regard 
to  the  clause  which  rendered  persons  liable 
to  be  punished  who  were  relieved  out  of 
the  workhouse  and  who  refused  to  perform 
task- work,  he  must  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  that  the  clause 
■Mcelj  gave  the  same  power  in  regard  to 


persons  out  of  the  workhouse  that  was 
exercised  over  those  in  the  house. 

Sir  JOHN  TROLLOPE  said,  it  was 
exceedingly  inconvenient  to  come  to  Par- 
liament from  time  to  time  to  continue  the 
Board.  Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman extend  the  term  from  one  to  three 
years  ? 

Mr.  C.  P.  YILLIERS  said,  he  thought  he 
was  meeting  the  wish  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  by  limiting  the  continuance  of  the 
Board  to  one  year,  and  '*  to  the  end  of  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament.*'  That 
was  really  a  continuance  for  two  years. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  put,  and  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next,  and  to  bo  printed, 

[Bill  238.] 

TENURE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
LAND  (IRELAND).— COiOf/rrEje. 

Report  brought  up. 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  an  Act  on  the  tenure  of 
land  in  Ireland  was  brought  up  and  re- 
ceived. 

Mb.  HENNESST  asked  that  the  Re- 
port should  be  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  it 
contained  some  important  recommendations. 

Report  read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  table,  and 
to  be  printed,     [No.  402.] 

INDIA— LUCKNOW  PRIZE  MONEY. 
QUESTIOM. 

Sir  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  When  the  second  payment  of 
the  Luck  now  Prize  Money,  already  ordered 
to  be  distributed  in  India,  is  to  be  made  in 
this  country;  and  when  a  decision  is  likely 
to  be  come  to  with  reference  to  the  Eirwee 
Prize  Money  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD,  in  reply,  said, 
the  first  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  exactly  the  same  as  that  asked  on  the 
28th  of  March.  He  had  no  information 
then  to  give  as  to  when  the  payment  would 
take  place.  He  was  surprised  himself  at 
the  delay,  and  on  the  31st  of  March  he 
wrote  to  India  on  the  subject,  but  he  had 
not  yet  received  any  reply,  and  it  was 
therefore  out  of  his  power  to  say  when  the 
distribution  would  be  made.  He  wished 
he  could  persuade  hon.  Gentlemen  that  he 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  duty  of  dis- 
tribution ;  that  rested  with  the  Treasury. 
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When  the  Court  wonld  decide  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Kirwee  Prize  Money  it  was  out 
of  his  power  to  say. 

ARMY— DRESS  OF  MILITARY 
CHAPLAINS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  a  Circular  or  Me- 
morandum or  other  document  has  lately 
been  issued  by  the  War  Department  or 
the  Horse  Guards,  forbidding  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  Military  Chaplains  from  offi- 
ciating or  preaching  in  the  usual  black 
gown,  and  requiring  them  to  wear  the 
surplice  exclusively  on  all  such  occasions 
from  the  date  of  such  Order  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  Ecclesiastical  Authority  who 
is  responsible  for  having  recommended  the 
adoption  of  that  course  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply  to  the  lion.  Gentleman,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  circular 
referred  to.  The  direction  given  was  the 
following  : — 

"  The  robe  issued  by  Government  for  your  use 
is  the  surplice.  It  is  the  only  robe  which  you 
will  be  expected  to  carry  with  yon  in  the  event 
of  your  serving  in  the  field.  Tou  are,  therefore, 
to  wear  it  with  a  scarf  or  stole,  and  the  hood  of 
your  academical  degree,  if  you  be  a  graduate  of 
one  of  our  Universities,  as  often  as  you  officiate 
to  troops,  whether  in  a  consecrated  or  unconse- 
crated  church,  a  chapel -school,  a  lecture  or  other 
ordinary  room,  or  in  the  open  air." 

That  circular  was  sent  out  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Chaplain  General,  and  it 
was  rendered  necessary  by  certain  irregu- 
larities of  some  individuals  in  conducting 
the  service,  owing  to  extreme  views  held 
by  them.  Ho  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  Chaplain  General,  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  there  was  any  direction 
prohibiting  the  use  of  the  black  gown  on 
the  ordinary  occasions,  or  that  the  surplice 
should  be  used  exclusively. 

INDIAN  FINANCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  VANSITTART  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  In- 
dia, Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan's  Financial  Statement 
previous  to  making  his  own  on  Monday  next? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  had  hopes  of  being  oble  to  make 
the  statement  upon  Indian  finances  on  Mon- 
day ;  but  he  was  quite  unable  to  do  so,  and 
he  must  therefore  postpone  it  till  Thursday. 
With  regard  to  Sir  Ciiarlcs  Trevelyan's 
statement,  he  thought  it  would  not  be 
Sir  Charles  Wood 


proper  to  lay  that  document  on  the  taUe 
of  the  House.  It  was  not  an  official  doev- 
ment,  and  if  the  hen.  Gentleman  wooU 
refer  to  some  papers  mored  for  by  the  hoih 
Member  for  London  he  would  find  a  Miooto 
which  contained  Sir  Charles  Trerelyaall 
views  on  the  subject  of  the  income  tax* 

NAVT— ASSISTANT   SURGEONS. 
QUESTION. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  on  bs. 
half  of  the  hen.  and  gallant  Member  fir 
Queen's  County  (Colonel  Dunne),  hewooU 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiral^  j 
the  reason  why  Surgeons  in  the  Rojm  | 
Navy  have  been  recently  appointed  ti 
ships  to  do  Assistant  Surgeons'  dotf, 
and  if  it  be  owing  to  a  scarcity  of  tbi 
latter  Officers,  or  that  there  are  no  Caodi' 
dates  on  the  list  for  admission  into  tin 
Medical  Service  of  the  Navy ;  and  if  tbi 
Admiralty  have  taken  any  steps  to  removi 
so  great  an  evil  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  thtt 
several  young  surgeons  had  been  placed  oi 
promotion  on  foreign  stations  in  order  to 
retain  their  services  on  board  ship  «i 
surgeons,  partly  for  the  purpose  of  keepiog 
young  surgeons  employed,  and  partly  b^ 
cause  there  was  more  or  less  difficalty  in 
filling  up  the  places  of  assistant  surgeons. 
There  was  so  much  employment  elsewhere, 
that  they  did  not  keep  the  number  com- 
plete. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  the  Admiralty  were  in  great 
want  of  assistant  surgeons,  but  that  wai 
not  the  case ;  and  the  Admiralty  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  take  any  steps  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  additional  facilitiei 
for  the  entry  of  assistant  surgeons  into  the 
service. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved,  That  the    House  at  its  rising 
do  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

CHAIN  CABLES  AND  ANCHORS. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mr.  laird  said,  he  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Galloway  and  Mr.  Grey  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  the  Chain  Cables  and  Anckoca 
Act   of    1864.    which  was  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  8th  of  March  last.  He 
himself  had   introduced   a    Bill   in  1863 
for  testing  chain  cables  and  anchors  .  He 
had  originally  taken  up  the  question  be- 
cause his  own  experience  had  led  bim  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  expedient  tfatl 
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all  the  anefaors  purchaied  from  pri?ate 
firms  should  be  tested  by  means  of  a  publie 
testing  machine.  That  the  testing  ma- 
chines throughont  the  country  generally 
were  inefficient,  was  clearly  prored  by  the 
report  of  the  officers  whose  names  he  had 
mentioned,  and  the  only  security,  as  far 
as  he  could  judge  from  the  inquiries  which 
be  had  made,  against  the  continuance  of 
a  similar  state  of  things  was  that  the 
cables  and  anchors  used  by  our  ships 
should  be  tested  by  a  public  machine.  In- 
deed, he  belieyed  he  might  state  that  the 
committee  at  Lloyd's,  and  others  interested 
in  the  matter,  had  remonstrated  in  every 
way  they  could  with  the  Board  of  Trade 
against  licensing  the  machines  of  private 
individuals.  Brown,  Lennox,  and  Co.,  to 
whom  such  a  licence  had  been  granted, 
were,  no  doubt,  a  most  respectable  firm, 
but  then  if  a  licence  were  given  to  them 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
granted  to  every  respectable  firm  through- 
out the  country,  and  it  was,  he  was  in- 
formed, the  practice  of  the  Government  to 
have  the  cables  supplied  to  them,  although 
they  might  be  tested  previously  by  the 
maker,  retested  by  a  special  officer  of 
their  own  before  they  were  used.  The 
Act  was  not  imperative,  but  left  an 
option  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  ap- 
point testers  and  to  refuse  licences  to 
private  firms.  Mr.  Galloway  and  Mr.  Grey 
were  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
go  round  to  the  various  manufactories,  and 
they  made  a  report  on  the  subject  last 
year,  from  which  ho  would  read  some  pas- 
sages.    They  stated — 

**  As  regard!  the  Act  itmlf  we  find  that  it  is, 
with  one  or  two  exceptioDS,  looked  on  and  re- 
ceived as  a  boon.  It  was  represented  to  us  that  it 
will  be  the  means  of  raising  the  cable  trade  from 
what  is  described  as  the  present  lamentable  condi- 
tion, and  that  it  will  be  of  immense  value  to  the 
honest  maker  in  the  foreign  trade.  We  have 
been  shown  specimens  of  bad  iron,  almost  re- 
sembling plateglass  in  brittleness,  that  has  been 
used  in  nutking  chains  to  meet  the  market,  and 
we  have  been  shown  good  iron  that  may  be  used, 
and  if  used  that  will  make  a  chain  guaranteed  to 
stand  16  per  cent  beyond  tho  Admiralty  proof. 
We  were  told  repeatedly  that  the  honest  maker 
now  sees  his  way  to  making  a  really  good  chain 
at  a  profit,  without  fear  of  being  undersold  by  a 
bad  article  made  by  a  small  maker.  Tho 'great 
majority  of  chain-makers  also  object  strongly 
to  any  miiker  being  allowed  to  test  his  own  cable 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  certificate  of  public 
proof.  And  many  makers  who  intend  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  maktoff  their  machines  perfeot 
have  expressed  their  determination  not  to  take 
out  a  licence,  but  to  have  all  their  work  tested  at 
a  public  machine.  Many  chain  cable  makers  ox- 
pnned  a  hope  that  tho  committee  of  X/oycT f 


Regiater  will  refuis  to  elass  a  ship  unless  her 
cable  and  anohors  are  proved  at  a  machine  other 
than  the  one  belonging  to  the  establishment  at 
which  they  are  made.  They  stated  that  such  a 
rule  had  been  made,  bat  they  feared  it  had  been 
departed  from  in  fiivoar  ofoneortwo  makers.  We 
stated  that  this  appeared  to  us  to  be  a  point  with 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  cannot  properly  inter- 
fere, but  we  were  nevertheless  particularly  re- 
quested to  mention  the  subject  in  our  report." 

» 

He  (Mr.  Laird)  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  licensed  Messrs. 
Brown,  Lennox,  and  Co.  If  a  licence 
was  granted  to  them  it  must  be  granted 
to  other  parties,  and  instead  of  the  Act 
being  a  great  security,  it  might  be 
worked  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  very 
injurious.  If  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
was  not  postponed  for  three  or  six  months, 
its  tendency  would  be  to  throw  a  mono- 
poly into  the  hands  of  a  few  makers.  Ue 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Act, 
and  not  go  on  licensing  private  indi- 
viduals. As  it  was  there  was  not  sufficient 
public  machinery  to  do  the  work  of  test- 
ing, and  if  the  operation  of  the  Act  were 
not  postponed  for  a  few  months,  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  a  monopoly  would  be 
given  to  those  firms  which  were  in  tho 
neighbourhood  of  public  machines.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  hoped  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  would  take  care  that 
the  principle  of  the  Act,  which  involved 
the  application  of  a  public  test,  would  be 
adhered  to. 

Mn.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  ho 
thought  that  as  the  Act  was  to  come  into 
operation  on  the  1st  of  July  it  would  be 
advisable  to  wait  to  see  how  it  worked  be- 
fore introducing  into  it  any  Amendments. 
The  Board  of  Trade  were  doing  all  that 
lay  in  their  power  to  abide  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law,  and  did  not  license 
chainmakers,  but  the  testing  machine  it- 
self, which  it  was  authorised  to  do.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  satisfy  them- 
selves by  inspection  that  the  machinery 
used  for  testing  chain  cables  was  efficient 
in  order  that  the  cables  tested  by  the  ma- 
chine might  receive  the  proof  stamp.  They 
had  certainly  licensed  the  firm  of  Brown, 
Lennox,  and  Co.,  who  had  a  testing  ma- 
chine which  was  their  own  property,  and 
if  they  had  not  done  so  there  would  be 
no  testing  machine  in  London,  although 
the  Act  would  so  soon  come  into  force. 
Their  machine  had  been  found  to  be  most 
effective,  and  Messrs.  Lloyd  had  engaged 
to  make  such  alterations  as  was  requisite 
to  provide  an  effective  machinery  also.  His 
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hon.  Friend,  he  might  add,  was  mistaken 
if  he  supposed  that  he  could  attain  the  ob- 
ject which  he  seemed  to  have  in  view,  by 
laying  it  down  as  a  rule  that  no  testing 
machine  should  be  licensed  which  was  the 
property  of  a  chainmaker.  The  fact  was, 
that  chainmakers  were  members  of  joint* 
stock  associations,  and  might  do  in  that 
capacity  precisely  the  same  thing  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  opposed  to  their  doing 
as  individuals.  In  proof  of  the  accuracy 
of  what  he  had  stated,  he  might  refer  to 
Lloyd's,  who  were  of  opinion  that  testing 
machines  should  be  under  the  control  and 
superintendence  of  some  responsible  public 
body,  and  they  would  only  pass  such  chains 
as  were  tested  by  such  bodies;  and  amongst 
those  bodies  were  Messrs.  Lloyd,  of  Poplar; 
the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour  Board  Test- 
ing Company,  Lloyd's  Public  Chain  and 
Anchor  Proving  House,  and  the  Sunder- 
land Public  Chain  and  Anchor  Testing 
House.  These  machines  were  all  the  pro- 
perty of  chainmakers,  who  possessed  most 
admirable  machinery.  If  a  man  bought  a 
chain  from  Messrs.  Brown  and  Co.  he  might 
say,  ''  I  don't  approve  of  testing  it  by 
your  machine,"  and  he  might  take  it  to 
Lloyd's.  In  fact,  the  purchaser  had  his 
security  in  his  own  hands.  The  question 
was  whether  they  had  not  gone  far  enough 
in  licensing  testing  machines.  It  would 
be  only  throwing  dust  in  tlie  eyes  of  the 
public  if  he  wore  to  pretend  that  by  lay- 
ing down  some  general  rule  as  to  the  per- 
sons to  whom  licence  should  be  given  per- 
fect testing  machines  could  be  secured. 
That  could  be  done  only  by  means  of  some 
independent  corporation  or  the  Govern- 
ment taking  the  testing  machines  under 
their  own  charge.  But  corporations  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  willing  to  set  up  those 
machines.  The  trade  should  be  allowed, 
therefore,  to  go  on,  and  licences  should  be 
given  to  such  machines  as  were  found  to 
be  good  and  sufficient,  and  the  purchaser 
left  to  go  elsewhere  if  he  pleased.  An 
application  had  been  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  postpone  the  operation  of  this 
Act,  and  he,  thinking  that  the  application 
had  emanated  from  the  great  body  of  per- 
sons interested  in  the  question,  was  favour- 
ably disposed  to  postponement.  But  he 
found,  upon  inquiry,  that  the  great  body  of 
the  trade  in  Staffordshire  and  other  places 
did  not  desire  any  postponement  whatever. 
The  Board  of  Trade,  therefore,  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  to  license  before  the  1st 
of  July  a  sufficient  number  of  testing  ma- 
chines.    There  would  be  one  in  London, 
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two  in  Birkenhead,  three  in  Staffordshire^ 
one  in  Sunderland,  and  others   in  other 
places.     He  was  informed  by  persons  com- 
petent to  speak  upon  the  subject,  that  there 
was  no  necessity  whatever  for  any  post- 
ponement of  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The 
Bonrd  of  Trade  notices  were  published  in 
December   last,  every  one  was  prepared 
for  the  Act  coming  into  operation  on  the 
1st  of  July;  if  any  one  had  neglected  to 
provide  proper  testing  machines  the  fault 
was  his  own,  nor  would  it  be  fair  to  those 
who  had  taken  the  trouble  and  gone  to  Uie 
expense  of  providing  machines,  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Act,  in  order  to  sait 
the  views  of  some  manufacturers  who  had 
not  acted  with  equal  promptitude.  A  letter 
had  been  addressed  to  him,  signed  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  principal  chainmaken 
in  Staffordshire,  in  which  he  was  informed 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  necessitj 
for  deferring  the  operation  of  the  Act,  in- 
asmuch as  the  testing  machines  there  and 
in  Liverpool  were  very  short  of  work,  snd 
were  quite  equal  to  the  duties  required  of 
them.     They  further  stated  they  had  re- 
fused  to  concur  in  the  application  latelj 
drawn  up  and  presented  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  by  one  manufacturer  who  sought 
a  postponement  for  his  own  private  conve- 
nience, and  not  with  a  view  to  the  public 
benefit.     They  had  expended  upwards  of 
£10,000  on  the  machines,  and  they  would 
suffer  considerable  loss  if  the  operation  of 
the   Act   were  postponed.      Under  these 
circumstances,  having  consulted  the  Board 
of  Trade  Inspectors,   and   being   assured 
that  no  general  inconvenience  to  the  trade 
would  bo  caused  by  allowing  the  Act  to 
come  into  operation  on  the  1st  of  July,  he 
had  changed  the  intention  which  he  had  at 
first  formed. 

Mr.  HUMBERSTON  said,  he  had  the 
honour  of  attending  a  deputation  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  the  view  of  obtain- 
ing a  postponement  of  the  time  at  which 
the  Act  was  fixed  to  come  into  operation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
was  good  enough  to  assent  to  the  reqaest 
that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  in  order  to 
postpone  the  commencement  of  the  existing 
Act  to  the  first  of  January.  That  deputa- 
tion represented  the  views  of  gentlemen 
in  the  trade  at  Chester,  Liverpool,  Glas- 
gow, Staffordshire,  and  Newcastle,  and 
those  who  were  present  were  satisfied  that 
the  postponement  would  take  place  in 
accordance  with  what  was  stated  at  the 
time.  They  felt  aggrieved,  therefore,  that 
an  alteration  in  the  intention  of  the  right 
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bon.  Oentleman  should  hate  taken  place 
without  hafiog  had  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  reply  ;  but  the  real  question  after 
all  was,  whether  private  machines  were  to 
be  licensed  or  not.  The  feeling  of  the 
trade  was^  that  it  would  insure  more  satis- 
factory work,  if  no  testing  machines  were 
licensed  except  public  machines  or  machines 
at  which  a  man  could  not  test  his  owa 
work.  That  seemed  a  fair  recommenda- 
tion coming  from  the  trade.  The  members 
of  the  Goldsmiths*  Company  did  not  test 
their  own  work  ;  there  was  a  public  assay 
master  to  whom  they  sent  their  goods  to  be 
tested,  and  the  test  was  accepted  all  over 
the  world.  The  chainmakers,  for  whom 
be  spoke*  wished  the  same  principle  to  be 
adopted,  and  he  thought  it  a  small  request 
to  ask  for  a  postponement  for  six  months. 
The  public  would  be  better  satisfied  if  only 
public  machines  were  licensed,  and  to 
enable  a  sufficient  number  to  be  constructed 
a  postponement  to  the  1st  of  January  was 
required.  He  hoped  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  introduce  a  Bill  for  that 
purpose,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
discretion  which  he  undoubtedly  possessed 
of  not  licensing  private  machines. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  the  original  pro- 
posal was  for  a  public  testing  machine. 
The  clause  for  granting  licences  to  prirate 
testing  machines  had  been  subsequently 
introduced.  If  he  was  correct  in  that 
statement,  it  should  be  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  security  such  as  was 
sought  for  could  only  be  obtained  by  a 
public  test.  A  private  test  was  useless. 
But  that  was  the  very  question,  whether 
private  persons  should  stamp  the  Hall-mark 
on  their  goods  or  not.  What  was  wanted 
was  that  the  stamp  should  be  really  what 
it  professed  to  be,  a  warrant  to  the  public 
that  the  machines  did  really  test.  The 
inspectors  of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated 
that  a  great  many  of  the  machines  which 
thej  had  tested  could  be  relied  on.  He 
would  suggest  that  if  the  property  of  pri- 
Tato  persons  were  to  be  licensed  there 
should  be  such  a  system  of  public  inspec- 
tion as  should  show  not  only  that  the  ma- 
chine was  once  good,  but  that  it  continued 
to  be  good. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  appeared  not  to  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  required,  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  very  strange  pro- 
ceeding to  call  upon  the  Government  to  sus- 
pend its  operation.  Next  to  the  machines 
being  good  it  was  essential  that  the  test 
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should  be  a  fair  and  honest  one.  In  the 
discussion  of  1863  the  impression  was  that 
the  test  should  be  carried  on  in  the  pre* 
sence  of  public  officers,  and  if  that  were 
done  it  would  not  much  matter  to  whom 
the  machine  belonged,  provided  it  was  a 
good  one.  A  private  individual  might  use 
it,  and  probably  would  use  it  honestly  with 
regard  to  his  own  work ;  but  he  doubted 
if  the  public  could  be  induced  to  believe  in 
it  unless  a  public  inspector  certified  to  the 
completeness  of  the  test.  He  thought  the 
present  law  wanted  amendment  in  that 
particular. 

THE  NAVAL  RESERVES. 
OBSERYATIONS. 

Mr.  GORRY,  said,  he  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  Naval  Re- 
serves. There  was  no  branch  of  our 
naval  organization  which  offered  so  great 
an  inducement  to  short-sighted  economy  as 
our  reserves  of  seamen  and  marines,  and 
there  was  none,  therefore,  which  required 
to  be  more  closely  watched  by  those  who 
took  a  special  interest  in  naval  affairs* 
He  was,  however,  afraid  that  at  a  time, 
when  we  had  so  much  reason  to  congratu- 
late ourselves  on  the  formation  of  a  valu- 
able reserve  of  merchant  seamen,  the 
House  might  find  it  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  he  should  think  it  necessary 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
thought,  however,  that  any  such  difficulty 
would  disappear  on  a  comparison  between 
the  state  of  the  Naval  Reserves  in  general 
at  the  present  time  with  what  it  was  three 
years  ago.  During  this  period  the  Royal 
Coast  Volunteers  and  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  had  increased,  but,  concurrently 
with  this,  the  Coastguard,  the  reserve  of 
Marines  on  shore,  and  the  reserve  of  man- 
of-war's  men  disposable  for  the  service  of 
the  home  ports  had  been  reduced.  Thus 
the  irregular  and  imperfectly  trained  re- 
serves had  been  increased  at  the  expense 
of  the  regular  and  thoroughly  trained 
reserves,  and,  as  the  difficulty  we  should 
experience  at  the  commencement  of  a 
naval  war  would  lie  rather  in  obtaining  the 
quality  than  the  quantity  of  men  that  would 
be  required,  he  considered  this  state  of 
things  to  be  eminently  unsatisfactory.  He 
considered  it  to  be  the  more  unsatisfactory 
because  his  noble  Friend,  in  moving  the 
Estimates,  had  indicated  the  probability  of 
further  reductions  in  the  Coastguard  and 
the  Marines,  which  were  by  far  the  most 
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valuable  of  all  the  reserves,  and  it  was  in 
the  hope  of  arresting  this  retrograde  policy 
that  ho  ventured  to  direct  attention  to  the 
subject  which  he  was  prevented  from  doing 
by  unavoidable  absence  on  the  night  when 
the  Vote  for  the  Reserves  was  under  consi- 
deration. The  necessity  of  maintaining 
large  and  immediately  available  reserves 
at  all  times,  however  secure  we  might  feel 
in  the  prospect  of  peace,  was  forced  upon 
the  country  by  the  Russian  war.  We 
were  then  at  war  only  with  a  third-rate 
naval  Power,  and  we  were  in  alliance  with 
another  naval  Power  only  second  to  our- 
selves. Our  colonies,  our  commerce,  and 
our  shores  were  as  secure  as  in  time  of 
peace,  and  the  efforts  which  we  were 
called  upon  to  make  were,  therefore,  in- 
significant compared  with  what  they  must 
have  been  if  we  had  been  at  war  with  a 
first-rate  maritime  State ;  but,  even  under 
such  circumstances,  we  experienced  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  obtaining  men  for  the 
ships  it  was  necessary  to  commission,  and 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  do  so 
without  the  greatest  risk  of  disaster  and 
disgrace,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  reserve 
of  seamen  we  possessed  in  the  Coastguard. 
But,  although  the  war  showed  the  great 
value  of  the  Coastguard  as  a  Naval  Re- 
serve, it  also  showed  its  deficiencies  and 
defects,  and  immediately  after  the  peace 
in  1856  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Wood),  then  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
introduced  a  measure,  the  principal  objects 
of  which  were  to  transfer  the  management 
of  the  Coastguard  from  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms to  the  Admiralty,  and  to  provide  for  the 
gradual  increase  of  the  force  from  about 
4,500  to  10,000  men.  But  even  this  addition 
was  thought  inadequate  to  meet  the  con- 
tingency of  a  great  naval  war ;  and  in 
1858  Lord  Derby's  Government  appointed 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject  of  the  manning  of  the  Navy. 
The  spirit  of  the  recommendations  made 
by  that  Commission  was  adopted,  not  only 
by  the  Administration  of  Lord  Derby,  but  by 
the  present  Government.  The  Commission 
advised  that  a  reserve  of  merchant  sea- 
men should  be  formed,  consisting  of  20,000 
men,  taken  from  sailors  who  were  never 
long  absent  from  their  ports,  that  is  to 
say,  of  men  who  would  be  immediately 
available,  and  of  5,000  men  usually  em- 
ployed on  long  voyages,  and  they  also 
advised  that  the  Royal  Coast  Volunteers 
should  be  raised  to  10,000  men.  These 
were  the  principal  recommendations  ap- 
pVioaWe    to   the   irregular   reserves,    and 
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it  was  also  that  the  Coastguard  should 
be  raised  to  12,000,  that  the  Marines  on 
shore  should  be  raised  to  11,000,  and  that 
there  should  be  always  4,000  sailors  dis- 
posable in  the  home  ports,  of  whom  1,000 
were  to  he  seamen  gunners.  In  1860,  in 
reply  to  the  late  Sir  Charles  Napier,  who 
had  brought  forward  a  Motion  on  the  sub* 
ject,  his  noble  Friend  said  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  satisfy  the  House,  before  he 
sat  down,  that  the  Admiralty  were  carrying 
out  one  by  one  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission.  He  stated  that  he  agreed 
entirely  in  the  expediency  of  increasing 
the  number  of  Marines — that  the  late  Go- 
vernment (Lord  Derby's)  had  taken  a  Vote 
for  2,000  extra  Marines — that  the  present 
Government  had  added  1,000  more — (the 
very  1,000,  numerically,  which  had  been 
reduced  by  this  year's  Estimates) — that 
the  Coastguard  was  about  to  be  increased 
by  500  men,  and  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  Admiralty  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Roval  Commission,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  considerable  number 
of  seamen  in  the  home  ports  available  for 
any  emergency.  These  early  aspirations 
of  the  Admiralty  for  a  time  influenced 
its  action.  In  1862  his  noble  Friend 
informed  the  House  that  there  were  4,400 
trained  seamen  and  bovs  in  the  home 
ports  available  for  service,  exclasive  of  the 
complements  of  all  the  ships  in  commis- 
sion ;  and  in  1863  the  Navy  Estimates 
provided  for  a  reserve  of  10,000  Marines 
on  shore  and  10,000  men  in  the  Coastguard. 
This  year,  however,  the  reserve  of  men 
disposable  at  our  home  ports  was  reduced 
from  4,400  to  1,500,  as  had  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend,  but  he  doubted, 
from  information  he  had  received,  whe- 
ther he  could  lay  his  hands  on  anjthing 
like  that  number.  The  Marines  on 
shore,  who  numbered  10,000  in  1863, 
were  reduced  this  year  to  9,000;  the 
Coastguard,  who  were  10,000  in  1863, 
were  now  reduced  to  7,750  men.  These 
reductions  showed  a  diminution  of  6,150 
men  in  the  regularly  trained  reserves  ;  and 
while  these  men  were  greatly  superior  in 
quality  to  what  any  reserve  of  merchant  sea- 
men could  possibly  be,  he  doubted  whether 
the  whole  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  set 
down  at  17,000  men,  would  famish  a  force 
even  numerically  equal  at  the  outbreak  of 
a  war.  The  reasons  assigned  by  his  noble 
Friend  for  these  reductions  were  so  on- 
substantial,  that  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
have  given  a  better  explaoatioDy  and  that 
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the  CoMtgiuurd  and  Marines,  and  the  men 
dupotable  at  the  home  ports,  had  been 
required  to  contribute  to  his  estimated 
surplus  for  the  current  year.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that  the  reduction  in  the 
number  of  Marines  was  a  natural  se- 
quence of  the  reduction  of  the  fleet  ; 
and  he  added,  with  the  enviable  talent 
he  possessed  of  making  things  plea- 
santy  that  it  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  the  force,  because  Marines  lose  the 
eharaeteristics  of  the  sailor  unless  they 
haTe  the  proper  turn  of  service  afloat. 
But  the  whole  reduction  in  the  fleet,  by 
this  year's  Estimates,  was  1,000  men, 
and  it  would  be  difficult  for  his  noble 
Frieod  to  show  that  this  rendered  neces- 
sary a  reduction  of  1,000  Marines  ;  the 
proportion  of  Marines  to  1,000  seamen 
would  he  nearer  100  than  1,000,  and 
he  (Mr.  Corry)  would  observe  that  the 
Royal  Commission  did  not  lose  sight  of  the 
oeeessity  of  the  Marines  bearing  a  proper 
proportion  to  the  fleet.  They  stated  in 
their  Report — 

"  There  is  a  limit  beyond  which  the  Marines 
eannot  properly  be  increased,  because  it  is  necos- 
Mry  to  their  eflSciencjr  that  they  should  spend  a 
large  portion  of  their  time  afloat." 

But  the  Commission,  nevertheless,  recom- 
mend that  the  reserve  of  Marines  on  shore 
should  be  raised  to  11,000,  although  at  this 
time  the  seamen  and  boys  voted  were  only 
37,000,  whereas  this  year  the  number 
of  seamen  and  boys  was  42,000,  so  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
at  a  time  when  the  number  of  seamen 
voted  was  5,000  less  than  at  present,  tho 
reserve  of  Marines  might,  with  advantage, 
be  2,000  more.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland,  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Commission,  had,  in  a  separate  Report, 
recommended  that  the  Marines  should  be 
raiaed  to  30,000  men,  which  he  (Mr.  Corry) 
eonsidcred  an  eitravagant  proposal.  In  the 
whole  navy,  however,  there  was  probably 
no  officer  more  distinguished  for  his  ability, 
his  experience,  or  the  moderation  of  his 
views,  than  Sir  Alexander  Milne,  who 
expressed  the  opinion,  in  his  evidence  be- 
fore the  Commission,  that  it  would  be  an 
advantage  to  increase  the  number  of  Ma- 
rines to  25,000,  provided  the  number  of 
seamen  was  not  reduced,  and,  as  already 
stated,  the  number  of  the  latter  was  now 
5,000  more  than  at  that  period.  But 
naval  officers  were  often  supposed  to  en- 
tertain exaggerated  notions  on  such  sub- 
jects. He  would,  therefore,  quote  the 
opinion   of    a  civilian  who  could  not  be 


suspected  of  extravagance  on  any  question 
of  naval  administration.  This  year  the 
Marines  had  been  reduced  from  18,000  to 
17,000,  but,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Commission,  Sir  James  Graham  said — 

"  I  should  rejoice  to  see  the  Marines  raised  to 
20,000,  never  to  be  diminished.  I  saw  with  great 
pain  the  recent  reduction  of  1,000  men.  I  re- 
garded that  as  an  imprudent  measure." 

Hon.  Members  might  think  that  he  (Mr. 
Corry)  attached  too  much  importance  to  a 
reduction  of  1,000  marines.  He  was  glad, 
therefore,  to  be  supported  by  so  great  an 
authority  as  Sir  James  Graham,  and  he 
said,  with  him,  that  he  saw  with  great 
pain  the  recent  reduction  (in  this  year's 
Estimates)  of  1,000  Marines,  and  that  he 
regarded  it  as  an  imprudent  measure.  He 
would  make  only  one  more  quotation  from 
the  evidence  before  the  Commission,  but  it 
was  so  apposite  to  his  present  purpose  that 
he  could  not  refrain  from  adverting  to  it, 
more  especially  as  it  expressed  the  opinion 
of  an  officer  of  great  administrative  as 
well  as  naval  experience — an  opinion  which 
his  noble  Friend  could  hardly  dispute,  be- 
cause it  was  his  own.  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
said,  in  his  evidence,  **  I  propose  to  in- 
crease the  Marines  by  6,000."  This  would 
have  raised  the  number  to  21,000 — the 
Vote  at  that  time  having  been  for  15,000* 

**  I  should  have  no  hesitation  in  recommending 
that  increase  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 


mons. 
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His  noble  Friend,  after  stating  other  rea- 
sons, went  on  to  say — 

"  I  have  a  still  stronger  reason  for  recommend- 
ing an  increase  of  Marines.  Our  present  number 
of  Marines  is  only  commensurate  with  our  num- 
ber of  seamen,  and  proportionate  to  the  actual 
wants  of  tho  fleet ;  but  we  have,  or  soon  shall 
have,  a  reserve  of  seamen  of  20,000  men,  but  we 
have  no  corresponding  reserve  of  Marines,  and 
fur  this  reason,  also,  I  recommend  an  increase  of 
6,000  men." 

« 

So  much  for  the  reduction  of  the  Marines 
as  the  natural  sequence  of  the  reduction 
of  tho  fleet  ;  and  in  this  opinion  of  his 
noble  Friend  he  entirely  concurred,  for  un- 
less there  were  Marines  to  embark  on  board 
the  vessels  which  would  be  manned  by 
the  reserves  of  merchant  seamen  in  case  of 
war,  it  would  only  be  another  instance  of 
that  want  of  comprehensiveness  which  had 
always  been  a  defect  of  our  naval  system. 
But  he  (Mr.  Corry)  considered  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Coastguard  still  more  objec- 
tionable than  that  of  the  Marines,  and  it 
amounted  to  no  less  than  2,750  men  in 
the  last  two  years.  The  noble  Lord  would 
probably  say  that  no  reduction  had  taken 
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place   this    year  in   the  numbers  of  the 
Coastguard  on  shore,  which  was  bj  far  the 
most  valuable  part  of  the  force.  Comparing 
the  figures,  however,  with  those  of  1863, 
the  Estimates  showed  a  reduction  of  500, 
and,    if   he    was   not  misinformed,    there 
had  been  a  positive  reduction   this   year, 
although   it  did  not   appear  in  the   Esti- 
mates, as  he  believed  the  number  borne  on 
the  1st  of  January  was  300  more  than  the 
number  voted.     A  reduction  to  this  extent 
had  been  effected,  as  he  had  been  informed, 
not  by  discharging  the  older  men,  but  by 
stopping  the  introduction  of  younger  hands, 
thereby  increasing  the  average  of  age  and 
consequently  diminishing  the  efficiency  of 
the  force.     The  reasons  assigned   by  his 
noble  Friend  for  reducing  the  Coastguard 
were  that  it  was  a  very  costly  force,  and 
that  its  numbers  might  safely  be  diminished 
as  we  had  now  a  magnificent  reserve  of 
merchant  seamen ;  but,  so  far  from  regarding 
the  Coastguard  on  shore  as  a  costly  force, 
he  regarded  it  as  very  economical,  consi- 
dered as  a  reserve,  for  it  was  the   only 
reserve  of  seamen  giving  a  return  for  the 
outlay  on  it  in  time  of  peace.     In  1856, 
when  the   management  of  the  force  was 
transferred    from     the    Customs    to    the 
Admiralty,    the   Estimate  relating    to   it 
amounted  to  £480,000,  an  amount  which 
the    then   First    Lord    of  the   Admiralty 
stated  to  be  wholly  inadequate  to  provide 
for   the  protection  of  the  revenue.     The 
additional  amount  then  considered  necessary 
by  the  First  Lord  for  mere  revenue  pur- 
poses was    estimated    at  about  £130,000 
— making  a  total  of  £610,000,  and  in  the 
jear  1863 — when  a  Vote  was  taken  for 
10,000    Coastguard    men   on    shore    and 
afloat— the  total  Estimate  was  £790,000, 
or  only  £180,000  more   than  what   was 
couBidcred  necessary  for  the  mere  protec- 
tion of  the  Revenue  in  1856.    It  might  be 
said  that  the  treaty  with  France  had  ren- 
dered it  unnecessary  to  maintain  so  large  a 
preventive  force,  but  it  never  was  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Coastguard  to  prevent  smuggling 
at  the  great  emporiums  of  commerce,  but 
only,  as  their  name  implied,  on  the  bare 
coasts,  where  brandy  and  tobacco  were  the 
principal  articles  attempted  to  be  run,  and  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  free  trade  had  gone  the 
length  of  admitting  brandy   and    tobacco 
duty  free.     He  could  not  pretend  to  say 
what  was  the  actual   expenditure  on  the 
Coastguard  now  required  for  the  protection 
of  the  revenue,  but,  whatever  its  amount 
might  be,  the  difference  between  it  and 
the  entire  cost  of  the  force  was  all  that 

Mr,  Carry 


could  be  charged  to  it  as  a  Naval  Reserve- 
But  the  protection  of  the  Revenue  was  not 
the  only  service   rendered  by  the  Coast- 
guard in  time  of  peace.     It  appeared  from 
a  return  which  he  had  obtained  of  the  value 
of   property  saved  and  protected,  and  of 
lives  saved  by  the  Coastguard  during  the 
last   six  years,  that  in  that  short  period 
the  amount  of  property  saved  and  protected 
was  within  a  few  pounds  of  £4,000,000, 
and  the  lives  saved  about  4,000,  so  that 
the  force  had  in  this  respect  alone  almost 
returned  to  the  country  the  entire  cost  of 
its  maintenance,  and  by  diminishing  its  num- 
bers the  Government  would  be  diminisbing 
the  means  of  saving  life  and  property.  The 
other  reason  assigned  by  his  noble  Friend 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Coastguard  was 
that  he  had  now  a  magnificent  reserve  of 
merchant  seamen.     He   (Mr.  Corrj)  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  forming  that  re- 
serve, but  if  he  had  supposed  it  was  in  any 
respect  to  supplant  instead  of  supplement- 
ing the  Coastguard  on  shore  hia  views  re* 
specting  it  might  have  been  different.    It 
could  be  no  affront  to  the  Naval  ReserTO 
to  say  that  it  could  not  be  compared,  in 
point  of  efficiency,   with  the  Coastguard. 
On  the  contrary  it  would  be  an  insult  to 
their  understanding    to   assert  that  men 
who    received    instruction   in   the   special 
duties  of  man-of-wars  men  only  twenty- 
eight  days  in  the  year,   which  might  be 
broken  into  four  periods  of  seven  days  each, 
could   be  compared  with    men   who  rouit 
have  served  eight  years  in  man's  ratings 
in  the  Royal  Navy — many  of  whom  had 
attained  to  the  rank  of  petty  officers,  and 
the  whole   of  whom  were  selected  in  refe- 
rence to  superior  qualifications  and  good 
conduct.     No  one  had  taken  a  greater  in- 
terest in,  or  done  more  towards  the  forma- 
tion of   the   Royal   Naval    Reserve   than 
Captain  Browne,  the  late  Registrar  of  mer- 
chant seamen;  but  he  held  a  letter  from 
that  lamented  officer  in  his  band  in  which 
he  stated  that,  for  every  200  of  that  body 
embarked  for  service,  from  fifty  to  sixty 
men  should  be  added  from  the  Coastgoaid 
on  shore,  and  this  would  require  ft-om  5,000 
to  6,000  of  the  latter  as  the  proper  pro- 
portion to  a  reserve  of  20,000  men.  Ano- 
ther great  advantage  possessed    by  the 
Coastguard  over  the  Naval  Reserve  was 
that  it  was  more  immediately  available  for 
service.     The  whole    of    the    Coastguard 
might    be   assembled   at    Portsmouth  in 
forty-eight  hours,  even  from  the  furthest 
stations  on    the    coast  of   Ireland,  while 
he  believed  the  calculation  was  that  not 
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mora  than  one-third  of  the  Naral  Ee- 
wtwe  eould  be  depended  on  as  being 
within  reach  at  the  commencement  of  a 
war.  Moreover,  the  men  of  the  Naval 
ReserFO  could  not  be  called  out  except  by 
Boyal  Proclamation  under  an  Order  in 
Cottncil.  This  he  had  always  thought  a 
great  defect  in  the  Act  constituting  the 
roree,  for  so  long  as  negotiations  were  going 
on  with  a  Power  with  which  we  had  a  dif- 
ference, the  issuing  of  a  proclamation 
ealling  out  the  reserTos  would  be  tanta- 
mount to  a  declaration  of  war;  and  the  prac- 
tical result  would  be  that  they  never  would 
be  called  out  until  after  the  actual  com- 
mencement of  hostilities.  He  remembered 
when  he  was  at  the  Admiralty,  many  years 
agOy  and  when  there  was  great  apprehen- 
sion of  a  war  with  France  on  the  Tahiti 
affair,  the  Government  would  not  even  allow 
a  single  ship  to  be  put  into  commission 
lest  it  should  precipitate  the  war  they 
otherwise  hoped  to  avoid,  and,  if  war  had 
actually  occurred,  we  should  have  found 
ourselves  in  a  very  dangerous  predicament. 
For  these  reasons,  although  he  wished  to 
ipeak  of  the  Royal  Naval  Resenre  with  the 
greatest  respect  he  did  not  think  it  ought 
to  be  considered  as  a  substitute  for  the 
Coastguard.  Both  the  irregular  and  the 
regolar  reserves  were  many  thousand  men 
below  the  numbers  recommended  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  of  1858,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  increase  of  the  former  compen- 
sated the  reduction  of  the  latter.  He  saw 
in  this  reduction  a  great  want  of  system. 
The  number  of  men  to  be  voted  for  the 
fleet  of  necessity  fluctuated,  from  year  to 
year,  according  to  the  aspect  of  political 
affain  on  which  the  Cabinet  were  alone 
competent  to  decide,  but  the  reserves  were 
intended  to  meet  contingencies  which  could 
not  be  foreseen,  but  which,  although  un- 
foreseen, were  of  frequent  occurrence  in 
the  history  of  nations,  and  often  arose  when 
least  expected.  The  reserves,  therefore, 
ooght  to  be  fixed  according  to  a  well  con- 
sidered and  well  defined  scale,  and  he 
trosted  that,  if  his  noble  Friend  should 
annoance,  next  year,  a  further  increase  of 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  a  further 
redaction  of  the  fleet,  he  would  not  also 
have  to  announce  a  further  reduction  of 
the  Coastguard  and  Marines. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  that 
bis  right  hon.  Friend,  in  objecting  to  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  Marines  and 
Coastguard  on  shore,  founded  his  observa- 
tions on  the  valuable  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Manning  the  Navy  which  sat  in  1858. 


It  was  true  that  the  evidence  of  most 
naval  officers,  including  himself,  who  ap- 
peared before  that  Commission  was  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  desirable  rather  to  increase 
than  decrease  the  body  of  Marines.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  stating  that  the  burden  of 
his  recommendations  to  the  Commission  was 
to  increase  the  body  of  Marines,  for  at  that 
time  the  seamen  had  not  got  into  the  ad- 
mirable system  of  continuous  service.  But 
circumstances  had  greatly  changed  since 
then.  At  that  time  the  boy  system  was 
in  its  infancy.  We  had  not  brought  up 
large  numbers  of  youths. who  belonged  to 
us,  who  knew  us,  and  who  had  acquired  a 
real  affection  for  the  service.  The  Royal 
Navy,  six  or  seven  years  ago,  was  only  one 
among  many  of  the  occupations  of  a  seafar- 
ing life.  A  man  entered  a  man-of-war,  served 
in  it,  and  then  went  into  the  merchant  service. 
Officers  always  felt  the  great  inconvenience 
of  that  uncertainty  in  the  manning  of  their 
ships.  The  fact  was  well  illustrated  in 
1859,  when  a  great  bounty  was  offered  to 
induce  seamen  to  go  into  the  Navy.  All 
these  things  had  changed.  At  that  time 
we  had  no  reserve  at  all,  so  to  speak  ;  we 
had  nothing  but  the  Coastguard,  and  that 
Coastguard  was  not  altogether  so  efficient 
as  it  had  been  of  later  years  ;  and  the 
reason  the  naval  officers  on  that  occasion 
recommended  a  large  increase  of  Marines 
was  that  they  thought  it  was  a  body  of 
men  we  could  always  count  upon.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  lamented  that  there 
seemed  a  prospect  of  reducing  the  Coast- 
guard, which,  as  he  truly  observed,  was 
really  the  nucleus  of  the  reserve  force,  and 
which,  he  added,  was  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  petty  officers  in  the 
event  of  the  Reserve  being  called  out ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  remember 
the  petty  officers  and  seamen  of  the  navy 
were  mostly  continuous  service  men,  and 
that  on  board  ship  there  was  also  a  vast  num- 
ber of  young  men  quite  fit  to  make  petty 
officers  of.  This  was  a  state  of  things 
which  did  not  exist  formerly.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  want  in  the  organization  of 
the  navy,  except  in  reference  to  artificers, 
and  he  trusted  that  shortly  the  finishing 
stroke  would  be  put  to  the  means  of  reme- 
dying that  want.  Many  circumstances 
had  contributed  to  tho  gradual  reduction  of 
the  Coastguard  on  shore.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  quoted  figures  to  show  the 
necessity  of  the  Coastguard  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  revenue  ;  but  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  5,000  Coastguard 
were    required    at   tho    present  moment 
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solely  for  the  protection  of  the  rerenue  ? 
Smaggling  was  almost  a  thing  of  the  past, 
though  in  certain  pUcei  of  great  commerce 
it  was  still  thought  necessary  to  take,  pre- 
eaotions   against   it.     In  conseqaence   of 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place  in  legis- 
lation it  was  not  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  revenue  to  keep  the  force  of 
Coastgnard  equal  to  what  it  used  to  be ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that,  as  the  result  of 
inquiries  now  making  on  the  subject,  it  would 
be  established  that  a  further  reduction  of 
the  Coastguard  on  shore  might  safely,  as 
far  as  revenue  purposes  were  concerned,  be 
effected.     There  now  existed  a  large  body 
of  Royal  Navy  Reserve,  and  he  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  done  justice 
to  them.     Many  Members  of  the  House, 
and  officers  who  had  seen  them,  reported 
favourably  of  them,  that  they  were  effi- 
ciently trained  men.    Under  good  captains 
of  a  gun  they  would  be  efficient  at  once  on 
board   ship.     The   right  hon.   Gentleman 
stated  that  one-third  of  the  number  could 
not  be  considered  to  be  available  at  any 
moment.     That  really  was  not  the  case. 
According  to  the   last   return   the   num- 
ber was  18,000  ;   those  drilled,   16,280  ; 
available  in   from   one  to  fourteen  days, 
9,000.     The  larger  proportion  were  thus 
arailable  in   from   one   to  fourteen  days. 
In  addition,  there  was  the  valuable  body 
of    Coast    Volunteers,    little    inferior    to 
the    Navy  Reserve,    because   the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  a  year    or   two  years 
ago    introduced  a  new  system,  and   now 
more   care   was   taken    in    the    selection 
of  men.      About  two  years  ago  there  was 
no  power  in  the  Admiralty  to  send  these 
men  more  than  100  leagues  from  the  shore 
of  this  country  ;    but,  in  consequence  of 
the  inconvenience  felt  therefrom,  the  Act 
of  Parliament   was   amended  in  that  re- 
spect, and  power  was  taken  to  send  them 
anywhere.     Taking  the  Naval  Reserve  at 
18,000  men,  and  the  naval  Coast  Vol nn- 
teers   at   about   6,000  men,  there  was  a 
force  of  24,000   men   provided   by  those 
two  bodies.     He  had  described  on  a  former 
occasion  the  tendency,  by  the  introduction 
of  armour  ships,  to  decrease  in  the  crews 
of  ships.  The  armour  ships  had  less  nume- 
rous crews  than  the   line- of- battle  ships. 
A  great  change  was  coming  over  the  ser- 
vice in  this  respect,  but  what  was  lost  in 
numbers  was  gained  in  skill,  for  an  infi- 
nitely  more   skilful    class    of   men    were 
now   on  board  ship.      At   great  cost  we 
were    training    them     as    gunners,     and 
what  was  lost  in  numbera  was  gained  in 
Zord  Clarence  Paget 


skill.     If  the  oaval  force  were  analysed, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  number  of  pare 
blue  jackets  was  not  mnch  above  20,000. 
But,  with  a  reserve  of  24,000  men,  there 
existed,  in  fact,  a  second  navy.  It  was  said 
that  that  force  could  not  be  called  out  in  case 
of  emergency  except  by  an  Order  in  Council, 
but  he  thought  that  Parliament  and  the 
country  would  soon  cry  out  for  the  Order 
in  Council  to  be  issued  if  any  necessitj 
should  arise  for  their  senrices.     When  the 
Royal  Commission  recommended  a  large 
increase  of  the   Marine  force  it  was,  be 
believed,    contemplated   that  the  Marioes 
should  garrison  the  dock  ports.     He  con- 
fessed he  should  like  to  see  those  ports 
garrisoned  by  them.     On  the  other  hand, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  our  Marines  wero 
now  just  sufficiently  employed  afloat  to  aflford 
them  that  necessary  exercise  which  should 
give  them  their  sea  legs  and  those  sea  habits 
without  which   they  would  be  useless  on 
board  ship,  and  if  they  were  greatly  in- 
creased   they  would   not   have    sufficient 
sea  service  to  keep  them  efficient  in  this 
respect.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
mistaken  as  to  the  process  by  which  the 
Coastguard  were  being  reduced.  A  carefal 
medical  examination  had   been   going  on 
at     all     our    stations,     and    a    principle 
of  superannuation  was  being  adopted  bj 
which  about  300  of  the  older  men  would 
be  taken  from  the  force.     By  reducing  tlie 
Coastguard,  men  were  relieved  who  were 
somewhat  past  their   work.     He  believed 
that  although  there  had  been  a  decrease 
of  numbers,  there  was  improved  efficienej. 

INDIA-CLAIMS  OF  THE  SATPOORA  AND 

GOA  FRONTIER  FIELD  FORCES; 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  STANIL and  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  claims  of  the  Satpoora 
Field  Force  and  of  the  Goa  Frontier  rield 
Force  (portions  of  the  Indian  Army)  to  the 
Indian  Mutiny  Medal,  the  Government  of 
India  having  rejected  these  claims.  He 
regretted  to  be  obliged  to  bring  forward 
the  subject  in  the  absence  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  but  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  deem  it  dis- 
courteous on  his  part  if  he  could  not  at 
that  period  of  the  Session  defer  doing  so 
any  longer.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
personal  interest  in  the  matter,  and  in 
calling  attention  to  it  he  was  actuated 
only  by  a  sense  of  duty,  and  a  desire  to 
see  justice  done  to  an  honourable  body  of 
men  who  had  fought  gallantly  and  success- 
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fully  for  iheir  Queen  in  India,  in  the  sup- 

Eion  of  the  unhappy  mutiny  and  rehel- 
f hich  broke  out  there  a  few  years  ago. 
mutiny  was  not  confined  to  Bengal, 
but  extended  to  parts  of  the  other  Presi- 
dencies, especially  to  Bombay,  where  these 
particular  field  forces  were  employed,  and 
their  actiTe  serTices  were  called  into  re- 
quisition against  tho  mutineers  and  rebels, 
some  of  whom  were  afterwards  executed. 
He  wished  the  House  to  consider  the  de- 
cision come  to  by  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  India,  in  opposition  to  the  Governments 
of  Bombay  and  Madras,  in  order  that  these 
troops  might  have  granted  them  that  medal 
which  it  was  the  express  intention  of  the 
Sovereign  should  be  given  to  all  who  had 
been  engaged  in  suppressing  the  rebellion. 
He  would  explain  the  particular  circum- 
stances under  which  the  services  of  these 
troops  were  required.  In  the  month  of 
February,  1858,  certain  native  chiefs  as- 
sembled a  considerable  force  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  Goa,  with  a  view  to  create 
rebellion  against  us.  They  took  up  a  posi- 
tioo  and  stockaded  it,  making  it  as  defen- 
sible as  the  circumstances  would  permit. 
Lord  Elphinstone  called  in  the  assistance 
of  General  Jacobs  to  suppress  the  move- 
ment, and  the  operations  were  under  the 
direction  of  that  distinguished  officer. 
There  was  no  question  that  the  military 
authorities  of  Bombay  regarded  the  duty 
imposed  on  these  troops  as  the  suppression 
of  rebellion.  The  whole  of  the  testimony 
on  the  subject  went  to  establish  that  the 
military  authorities  who  were  parties  to 
the  operation  were  clearly  of  opinion  that 
the  rising  partook  of  the  character  of  a 
rebellion.  The  brothers  Saal  were  the 
leaders  of  the  mutiny,  and  the  rebels  were 
dispersed  by  means  of  a  force  called  the 
Goa  Frontier  Field  Force  acting  in  the 
particular  locality  in  question,  and  consist- 
iDg  of  1,500  regular  and  irregular  troops 
from  the  Bombay,  and  a  similar  number 
from  the  Madras,  Presidency,  making  in 
all  3,000  men,  there  were  also  1,000 
Portugese,  and  by  those  troops  the  rebels 
were  dislodged  from  the  position  which 
they  had  taken  up,  and  dispersed.  General 
Jaoob  was  summoned  to  Goa  to  concert  a 
plan  of  operations  with  the  Portugese  au- 
thorities in  the  following  spring,  but  the 
leading  rebels  finding  they  could  not  make 
head  against  the  military  arrayed  against 
them  surrendered  themselves.  The  Goa 
Field  Force  was  then  disbanded,  and  the 
troops  returned  to  their  respective  districts, 
and  when  the  whole  mutiny  in  India  was 


at  an  end  an  order  was  sent  out  awarding 
medals  to  all  the  military  and  civilians  who 
were  employed  in  its  suppression.  Colonel 
Fitzgerald,  one  of  the  officers  who  com- 
manded the  combined  Goa  force,  addressed 
a  letter  in  October,  1860,  to  the  Adjutant 
General  of  the  army  at  Fort  St.  George, 
making  a  request  for  medals,  and  setting 
forth  the  services  of  those  employed  under 
him  ;  but  the  result  was  that  in  proportion 
as  the  application  for  those  medals  became 
more  numerous  the  official  snubbing  given 
to  the  applicants  increased.  In  July,  1861, 
a  Minute  of  Council  was  forwarded,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  being  of  opinion  that  no  military 
operations  had  been  undertaken  against 
us  by  the  rebels  in  the  particular  quarter 
referred  to,  decided  that  there  had  been 
nothing  to  warrant  the  issue  of  the  medal ; 
it  was  therefore  countermanded,  although 
the  home  Government  had  been  prepared 
to  grant  it,  and  the  medals  were  actually 
struck  and  sent  out  to  India.  This  gross 
inconsistency  was  therefore  sanctioned, 
that  a  medal  was  denied  to  the  Bombay 
force  which  the  Madras  army  obtained,  and 
were  actually  wearing.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  consider  this  subject  during  the  re- 
cess, and  be  prepared  next  Session  to  view 
the  case  favourably. 

Mr.  T.  G.  baring  said,  he  had  been 
requested  to  answer  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  as  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  Charies  Wood)  to 
attend  that  evening.  The  case  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
one  that  ought,  he  believed,  to  be  left  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  decide.  The 
authorities  in  India  had  laid  down  the  con- 
ditions on  which  medals  were  to  be  given. 
The  regulation  on  this  subject  was  that 
for  any  military  force  to  become  entitled 
to  the  distinction  of  the  medal,  it  must 
have  been  engaged  in  actual  conflict  in  the 
field.  A  letter  had  been  addressed  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  subject,  and 
he  had  stated,  in  reply,  that  there  was  no 
rule  of  the  service  which  would  authorise 
the  granting  of  the  Indian  mutiny  medal 
to  the  Satpoora  Field  Force.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  but  he  had  omitted 
to  state  that  the  Government  of  India 
concurred  in  his  opinion.  That  House  was 
hardly  in  a  condition  to  discuss  the  details 
of  military  operations  against  the  mutineers, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
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would  not  think  it  necessary  to  move  further 
in  the  matter. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  House  was 
evidently  unwilling  to  listen  to  the  details 
of  this  matter,  which  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  go  into.  He  should,  therefore,  confine 
himself  to  an  expression  of  opinion  that, 
AS  a  matter  of  gratitude,  tho  Government 
ought  to  have  seized  the  opportunity  of 
doing  justice  to  troops  who  had  stood  by 
us  in  the  crisis  of  danger,  prevented  our 
being  driven  to  the  coast,  and  thus  saved 
our  Indian  empire. 

NAVY— DOCKYARD  SUPERINTENDENTS. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  FREDERIC  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
fraot.  If  there  be  any  valid  reason  for 
limiting  the  tenure  of  office  of  the  Super- 
intendents of  the  Royal  Dockyards  to  five 
years,  and  whether  he  will  object  to  furnish 
a  Return  showing  the  length  of  time  which 
each  Superintendent  held  office  since  1841. 
He  had  been  acquainted  since  1815  with 
all  the  dockyard  superintendents  employed 
at  Chatham,  and  he  had  never  known  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  officers  selected 
for  that  post  were  not  men  of  distinction 
who  had  rendered  good  service  to  their 
country.  The  duties  in  tho  dockyards 
required  their  whole  time  and  undivided 
attention.  Even  the  accounts  came  under 
their  supervision,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  working  of  the  system  had  been  at- 
tended with  rigid  economy.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  before  the  next  Session  would 
reconsider  the  rate  of  wages  of  tho  men, 
for  they  were  obliged  to  live  whero  lodg- 
ings and  provisions  were  dear,  and  that  he 
would  place  it  upon  a  more  equitable  foot- 
ing. He  hoped  also  that  the  Government 
would  not  feel  restricted  to  a  period  of 
five  years  for  the  employment  of  the  super- 
intendeAts  if  those  gentlemen  rendered 
good  service,  for  no  one  could  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  various  duties  of  the 
dockyard  until  after  a  long  period  of  time. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  not 
follow  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  into  all  the 
questions  which  he  had  raised,  nor  would 
he  attempt  to  revive  the  debate  which  had 
taken  place  last  week  upon  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely). 
With  regard  to  that  debate  he  would  merely 
say  that  he  would  take  an  opportunity 
before  the  House  rose  to  lay  some  papers 
upon  the  table,  and  to  make  a  statement 
on  tho  subject.  The  Return  as  to  the 
Mr,  jr.  G.  Baring 


I  superintendents  who  had  held  office  sinee 
1841,  which  had  been  asked  for  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  should  be  givea. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  asked  whether  there 
was  any  valid  reason  for  limiting  the  tenure 
of   office  by  the  superintendents   to  five 
years.     The  reason  was    this,  that  if  it 
were  right  that  naval  officers  should  be- 
come superintendents   in   consequence  of 
their  experience  at  sea,  it  was  also  right 
that  those  who  had  been  superintendents 
should  bring  their  experience  acquired  in 
the  dockyards  to  bear  upon  their  duties 
afioat.     To  carry  out  both  these  objects 
properly  there  were  decided  reasons  why 
the  superintendents  should  not  hold  ofiiee 
for  a  very  long  time,  for  if  so  they  would 
soon  revert  to  the  old  system  which  existed 
before  the  time  of    Sir  James   Graham, 
when  the  Commissioners  of  Dockyards  held 
their   office  for  a    long   period,    and  the 
House   of  Commons  put  it   down.     The 
present  arrangement  was  that  the  superin- 
tendents were  appointed    for   five   years. 
However,  the  First  Lord  had  a  discretion 
vested    in    him    to   re-appoint   particular 
officers  for  a  second  period  of  five  years, 
if  their  re-appointment  was  very  desirable. 

TENURE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
LAND  (IRELAND).— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  that  the  Re- 
port  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  Act  of 
1860,  popularly  termed  "  the  Cardwell 
Act"  which  had  been  laid  on  the  table 
that  evening  was  of  extreme  importance ; 
and,  looking  to  the  fact  that  this  was  the 
last  opportunity  which  Irish  Members 
would  have  of  offering  any  remarks  upon 
the  subject,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words. 
The  Select  Committee  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  appointed  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
Maguire)  and  in  moving  for  it  his  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  principle  of  the  Aet 
of  1860,  that  under  no  circumstances 
should  a  tenant  receive  compensation  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord,  was  wrong. 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  House  to  re- 
consider the  Act  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
ing it.  The  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee were  published  in  all  the  Irish  news- 
papers, special  reporters  had  come  over 
from  Ireland  to  do  so,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  not  the  honour  of  being  ap- 
pointed on  the  Committee  attended  its 
sittings,  and  took  the  liveliest  interest  in 
its  proceedings,     Members  of  the  Com- 


75S     Tmmr$  mul  ImproHmmt  of    ( Juite  23, 18f 5 } 


Zand  {Ir»lani). 


754 


aittee  wrote  long  leUori    to  the   Irish 

Cpero,  giriog  an  aeeonnt  of  what  was 
ing  done,  and  pointing  oot  what  would 
be  the  ultimate  result.  Among  those  letters 
waa  one  published  in  the  Nation  of  last 
Saturday,  which  steted  that  it  was  the 
ntention  of  the  Committee  to  report  only 
the  eridenee  this  year,  that  it  would  meet 
again  early  next  February,  and  after  two 
months  would  report,  and  that  in  the 
month  of  April  a  Bill  was  to  be  brought 
in,  with  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
OoTemment,  which  was  to  gire  to  the 
Iriah  tenants  compensation  for  improre- 
mente,  and  those  other  securities  which 
they  deemed  of  so  much  importance.  The 
letters  which  appeared  in  the  papers  and 
the  speeches  which  were  made  on  the 
inbject  —  and  they  were  many  —  aroused 
great  interest  in  the  minds  of  a  large  class 
m  Ireland.  He  roust  say  he  thought  the 
way  in  which  the  organs  of  Her  Majesty's 
OoTemment  availed  theroseWes  of  the 
fittings  of  this  Committee  to  announce  the 
faet  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment  were 
about  to  introduce  a  Bill  next  Session, 
was  most  insidious.  Suddenly  they  now 
learned  that  the  Committee  had  brought 
their  labours  to  a  close,  for  their  Report 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table.  In  tliat 
Report  the  Committee  stated  that,  baring 
examined  several  witnessess  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  promoters  of  the 
inquiry,  they  were  of  opinion,  while  pro- 
posing several  modifications,  that  the  prin- 
eiple  of  the  Act  of  1860  embodied  in  the 
38th  and  40th  sections — namely,  that  com> 
penaation  to  tenants  should  only  be  secured 
on  the  improvements  made  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord,  must  be  maintained.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Maguire)  had  said  that  that  Act  was 
practically  a  dead  letter  because  it  was  based 
npon  a  false  principle,  and  he  quoted  in 
hia  speech — and  the  same  evidence  was 
given  before  the  Committee — the  opinion 
of  Judge  Longfield,  who  said  that  the  Act 
of  1860  must  be  altered  in  principle,  for 
ererything  depended  upon  so  amending  it. 
The  Committee  also  added  that  several 
modifications  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
night  be  made  without  infringment  of  its 

Erinciple,  that  a  lump  sum  of  money  might 
e  substituted  for  a  payment  from  year 
to  year,  and  the  duration  of  possession 
night  be  altered.  But  these  were  merely 
natters  of  minor  detail,  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1860  being  maintained.  It 
was  his  fortune,  with  the  assistance  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Follard-Urquhart), 


to  hare  introdoeed  this  Session  a  Bill  which 
had  been  prepared  by  the  Westmeath 
Tenant-Right  Committee.  That  Bill  em* 
bodied  the  principle  which  Judge  Long- 
field  said  was  essential,  and  was  in  di- 
rect variance  with  the  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1860,  but  it  had  not  become  law.  The 
expectations  of  the  Irish  people  had  been 
roused,  and  the  organs  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  Ireland  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  recommend  the  Government  to  the 
favour  of  the  people  ;  they  stated  that 
the  members  of  the  Government  were 
giving  the  most  sedulous  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  that  in  the  new  Parliament 
a  Tenant- Right  Bill  would  be  introduced. 
Though  he  differed  in  ioto  from  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee,  ond 
deeply  regretted  them,  he  thought  it  was 
much  fairer,  on  the  part  of  the  Committee, 
to  have  stated  their  views  than  that  this 
should  be  deferred  till  after  the  general 
election.  The  Chief  Secretory  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Robert  Peel)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Card  well)  were  both  quoted 
in  favour  of  this  Report ;  and,  therefore, 
the  people  of  Ireland  now  knew  that  no- 
thing would  be  done.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Maguire)  was  not  responsible  for  this.  It 
was  true  he  proposed  the  Committee,  but 
he  was  not  responsible  for  its  nomination 
and  everybody  knew  how  such  a  Commit- 
tee was  nominated.  Directly  he  saw  the 
names  he  said,  "Here  are  eleven  to  six 
against  tenant-right,"  and  that  was  rather 
a  good  guesS)  for  it  turned  out  that  eleven 
to  six  formed  the  actual  division.  From 
the  outset  he  had  not  the  slightest  con- 
fidence in  the  Committee,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  such  a  Committee  should  have 
examined  such  witnesses  as  Judge  Long- 
field,  and  should  have  come  to  such  a 
conclusion  as  they  had  expressed  in  their 
Report. 

Mr.  maguire  said,  he  could  not  tell 
with  what  object  his  hon.  Friend  had  in- 
troduced this  subject  to  the  House.  The 
Report  had  not  been  read  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers, the  evidence  was  not  before  tho 
House,  and  save  from  hearsay  his  hon. 
Friend  must  be  quite  ignorant  of  all  the 
transactions.  It  would  be  most  impolitic 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  to  dis- 
cuss so  grave  and  important  a  subject. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  an  Irish  paper  which 
held  out  a  promise  that  the  Government 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  next  year.  Now,  he 
was  the  writer  of  that  letter,  and  he  wrote 
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ifc  because  applieatiooB  to  be  examined 
came  from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  not 
having  time  to  answer  them  personally  he 
sought  the  medium  of  the  press  for  that 
purpose.  He  was  led  to  imagine  at  that 
time  that  the  evidence  would  alone  he  re- 
ported this  year,  and  that  in  all  probability 
the  Committee  would  be  reappointed  next 
year.  He  therefore  said,  that  the  case  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  tenantry  might  occupy 
a  certain  time  in  the  beginning  of  next 
year,  that  then  there  should  be  an  oppor- 
tunity given  for  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses on  behalf  of  the  landlord  class,  and 
that  ample  time  would  thus  be  afforded  for 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which  might  be 
brought  in  some  time  in  April.  This  was 
the  substance  of  the  letter.  It  would  be 
wrong  of  him  in  the  peculiar  position  which 
he  occupied  to  force  a  discussion  upon  this 
subject  prematurely.  His  hon.  Friend,  for 
some  object  of  his  own,  which  he  could 
not  understand,  ignored  the  fact  that  while 
the  principle  of  Mr.  Cardwell's  Bill  was  en- 
forced and  adhered  to,  the  Committee 
suggested  that  important  modifications 
might  be  introduced  into  that  Act  with 
advantage.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  heard 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Curling,  one  of  the 
best  witnesses  he  had  ever  seen  in  the 
the  witness-chair,  his  hon.  Friend  would 
have  treated  with  disdain  the  most  impor- 
tant part  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  Mr.  Curling  had  shown  better 
than  any  man  had  ever  shown  what  was 
the  real  character  of  the  Irish  people  when 
they  were  well  treated.  He  was  a  man  of 
great  experience.  For  sixteen  years  he 
had  had  the  management  of  a  large  pro- 

Serty  in  England,  and  for  seventeen  years 
e  had  had  the  management  of  the  Devon 
property  in  Ireland.  Before  he  came  to 
the  management  of  the  property,  many  an 
agrarian  outrage  was  committed  there. 
Eleven  hundred  tenants  were  in  occupation 
of  it,  and  there  were  between  6,000  and 
7,000  people  dependent  on  it.  This  ten- 
antry had  been  well  treated,  encouraged 
to  improve  their  holdings,  and  felt  that 
their  improvements  were  secured  to  them, 
and  the  result  was,  that  though  half  the 
population  had  not  a  quartern  loaf  on  their 
table,  and  hardly  tasted  meat  in  the  whole 
year,  not  a  single  crime  or  outrage  had 
been  committed  there  for  the  last  seventeen 
years.  Mr.  Curling  gave  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Cardwell),  but  the  rest  of  his 
suggestions  were  important  and  valuable. 
I  Hhe  Government  did  not  briug  in  a  Bill, 
Mr,  Maguire 


embodying  these  suggeationSt    tlie  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  must  do  so,  and 
ask  the  House  to  take  it  up.     He  did  not 
disdain  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
he  thought  it  bad  policy  on  the  part  of 
Irish  Members   to  treat  with    scorn    and 
contempt   the  statement    that   important 
amendments  would  be  made,  by  which  he 
trusted  a  better  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
would   be    brought  about.     He   hoped  it 
would  not  be  thought  that  he  had  entered 
unduly  into  this  question.    The  Committee 
was  of  his  moving;  he  hoped  he  had  shown 
temper  and  prudence  as  its  chairman,  and 
he  must  submit  to  whatever  decision  they 
arrived  at ;  but  though  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  I860  was  affirmed  by  the  Report, 
he  believed  that  the  suggestions  for  amend- 
ing it  which  had  been  made  would,  if  car- 
ried out,  change  the  face  of  the  country. 

Colonel  GREVILLE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  somewhat  irregular  to  discuss  a 
Report  not  yet  in  the  hands  of  Members, 
and  evidence  which  was  not  yet  printed ; 
but  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  he 
completely  bore  out  the  statement  of  bis 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maguire)  respecting  the 
letter  referred  to,  which  was  thought  the 
most  convenient  mode  of  notifying  to  per- 
sons wishing  to  be  examined  what  it  was 
supposed  would  be  the  course  taken  by  the 
Committee.  He  regretted  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  pursued  that  course — 
reporting  the  evidence  without  any  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  and  leaving  a  future 
Parliament  to  take  what  steps  it  pleased 
in  the  matter.  The  Committee  received 
valuable  evidence,  on  which  ^  a  measure 
might  be  founded  in  a  future  Session,  with 
the  view  of  amending  the  Act  which  was 
the  subject  of  investigation.  In  such  case 
great  benefit  would  result  to  the  land 
tenantry  of  Ireland. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee had,  under  the  circumstances,  pur- 
sued the  best  and  most  honest  course. 
The  Committee  had  examined  many  wit- 
nesses, and  propositions  emanated  from 
many  of  them  which  would  never  be  ac- 
cepted by  Parliament — namely,  that  com* 
pensation  should  be  given  to  tenants  for 
improvements  made  contrary  to  or  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  landlords.  Con- 
sidering that  this  was  the  end  of  the 
Session,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
done  wisely  in  expressing  a  decided  opi* 
nion  on  that  important  point.  With  regard 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  Aet,  there 
was  no  indisposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  to  avoid  considering  the  details 
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of  tbe  oMMore  with  a  view  to  their  im- 
piofement  ond  to  the  hotter  working  of 
the  Act.  Bat  bo  much  misconception  ez- 
iBted  that  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
pwformed  an  important  puhlic  duty  in 
aononnoing  their  opinion  that  no  proposi- 
tion  was  likely  to  he  entertained  hy  Par- 
liament which  would  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  property,  and  which  laid  down 
the  principle  that  tenants  might  deal  with 
the  property  of  their  landlords  in  a  mode 
which  the  landlords  did  not  think  conducive 
to  their  interests.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  when  this  opinion  was  entertained  by 
BMn  of  all  parties  it  would  get  nd  of  the 
delusion  which  prevailed,  and  lead  men  to 
consider  whether  an  alteration  might  not 
be  mado  which  would  be  entirely  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  property  and 
the  improvement  of  the  land  in  Ireland,  by 
facilitating  those  contracts  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  which  were  the  only  means 
of  effecting  real  improvements.  He  was 
ready  to  accept  his  share  of  responsibility 
for  the  course  taken  hy  the  Committee. 
The  Government  entirely  concurred  in  it, 
and  he  did  not  think  any  advantage  could 
arise  from  discussing  the  matter  at  the 
present  time.  The  question  was  bo  im- 
portant that  it  was  beyond  the  range  of 
party  politics.  It  was  whether  the  House 
eoald  or  could  not  encourage  the  improve- 
ment of  land  in  Ireland,  and  whether  they 
woold  or  would  not  adhere  to  the  rights  of 
property,  in  the  maintenance  of  which  the 
tenants  were  as  much  interested  as  the 
landlords. 

Mb.  C.  MOORR  said,  he  must  express 
his  belief  that  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
would  be  received  with  dissatisfaction  and 
disappointment  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  M*MAH0N  said,  he  thought  that  the 
House  was  under  obligation  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy) 
for  calling  attention  to  the  Report  of  tbe 
Committee.  It  was  the  most  important 
topic,  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  that 
eould  be  brought  before  the  House.  The 
Besolntions  of  the  Committee  were  sub- 
itantially  what  he  ezpected  they  would  be, 
and  instead  of  sanctioning  a  measure  of 
tenant-right  the  Committee  produced  this 
abortion  of  a  suggestion — that  the  Bill  of 
1860  shoud  be  amended.  Therefore,  the 
principle  announced  by  the  Committee  was 
that  no  improvement  could  be  made  in  Ire- 
land without  the  consent  of  the  landlord. 
This  showed  clearly  the  folly  of  the  course 
pursued  by  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  in  re- 
ducing their  claims  firom  day  to  day  till 
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the  whole  question  of  tenant-right  was 
frittered  away,  and  nothing  but  the  name 
remained. 

Mb.  L0N6FIELD  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  acted  wisely  and  honestly 
according  to  their  rights,  and  beneficially, 
also,  to  their  country,  in  making  the  Re- 
port they  had  done.  He  had  not  gone 
through  the  evidence,  but  he  was  much 
struck  by  one  thing.  The  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Cloyne  had  said  he  thought  there 
were  only  two  courses  to  be  pursued  on 
that  question — the  one  being  to  give  a 
large  and  ample  measure  of  tenant-right, 
and  the  other  being  to  put  an  end  to  tho 
subject  altogether.  The  Committee  had 
adopted  the  last  of  these  two  courses.  It 
had  made  its  Report  in  a  way  that  would 
put  an  end  to  the  question  of  tenant-right 
for  ever.  It  would  be  tbe  guide  to  Parlia- 
mentary legislation  for  this  generation,  and 
would  prevent  the  tenants  from  looking  to 
tenant-right  as  a  sort  of  panacea  which 
was  to  make  them  rich  and  happy.  In  his 
opinion,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
County**  (Mr.  Hennessy)  deserved  credit 
rather  than  censure  for  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  the  country  to  the 
matter.  The  country  would  now  know 
what  they  had  to  expect,  and  could  make 
their  arrangements  accordingly ,  and  though 
he  might  not  agree  with  the  Report  if  it 
only  put  an  end  to  futile  hopes  of  legisla- 
tion by  future  Parliaments,  he  believed  it 
would  do  good  service  to  the  public. 

Sir  COLMAN  G^LOGHLEN  said,  he 
could  not  approve  the  manner  in  which 
that  matter  had  been  brought  forward  that 
evening,  because  the  Report  had  only  been 
agreed  upon  that  afternoon,  and  the  House 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  evi- 
dence or  the  various  propositions  which  had 
come  before  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  thought  it  an  advantage 
that  the  Report  had  been  brought  forward 
on  that  occasion,  because  it  would  put  an 
end  to  tbe  questions  raised  in  tho  Commit- 
tee ;  but  although  the  Report  represented 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  it  had  been  only  agreed  to  that 
day  by  a  majority  of  three.  There  had 
been  a  strong  expression  of  dissent  in  the 
Committee,  and  the  matter  was  one  which 
must  be  discussed  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  card  WELL:  Sir,  before  this 
discussion  closes,  I  wish  to  say  a  Tcry  few 
words.  Whether  this  discussion  will  be 
very  useful,  seeing  that  it  has  been  brought 
on  without  notice,  and  that  the  evidence  is 
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not  before  the  Home,  lo  that  few  hon. 
Members  are  able  to  jadge  as  to  the  eoarse 
taken  by  the  Committee,  is  a  point  which 
may  admit  of  some  difference  of  opinion. 
Bat  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  we  are  not 
about  to  separate  under  the  imputation  of 
having  given  an  uncertain  sound  upon  this 
question.     Whatever  may  have  been  the 
reasons  for  this  discussion,  I  think  that,  at 
any  rate,  we  should  be  open  to  grave  re- 
prehension if  we  permitted  the  impression 
to  go  forth  to  Ireland  that  we  are  at  all  un- 
certain about  the  rights  of  property  in  that 
country.     I  wish  to  express  my  individual 
opinion  that,  by  whatever  name  it  may  be 
called,  compulsory  compensation   for  im- 
provements effected  against  the  will  of  the 
landlord  is  not  a  principle  which  is  consis- 
tent with  the  rights  of  property.  I  express 
no  opinion  except  my  own  ;   but  it  is  my 
belief  that  this  House  of  Parliament  will 
not  consent  to  a  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion which  assumes  as  a  basis  a  principle 
which  is  at  variance  with  the  rights    of 
property.     Having  had  the  task  intrusted 
to  me  of  bringing  in  the  measure  which 
has  been  the  subject  of  discussion,  I  am 
most  desirous  that  there  should   be  the 
most  full  and  free  inquiry  into  that  measure, 
and  that  every  means  should  be  taken  for 
removing  any  obstacle  to  its  efficient  work- 
ing, and  making  it,  if  possible,  acceptable 
and  valuable  to  the  people  of  Ireland.     I 
think  that  the  spirit  in  which  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  (Mr.  Maguire)  has  from 
first  to  last  conducted  the  inquiry  is  such 
as  entitled  him  to  credit  and  respect.     He 
does  not  agree  with  me  in   the  opinion 
which  I  have  expressed,  and  he  has  never 
concealed  that  disagreement ;  but  both  in 
1860  and  now  he  has  been  ready  to  meet 
those  who  do  entertain  that  opinion,  and  to 
say,  "  Well,  if  you  do  insist  that  compul- 
sory compensation  is  not  to  be  given  for 
improvements  effected  against  the  will  of 
the   landlord,  that  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  inquire  what  improvements  can 
be  made  consistently  with  the  principle  for 
which  you  contend."     I  am  glad  that  the 
Committee  has  not  separated  without  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  distinctly  on  the  ques- 
tions which   have  been   raised,  and   I  do 
hope  that  every  effort  will  be  made  in  all 
future  time,  when  measures  for  encourag- 
ing the  improvement  of  land  in  Ireland  are 
brought  forward,  to  give  every  legitimate 
facility  for  such  improvements.     I  wish  it 
may    be   distinctly  understood    that   only 
such  facilities  as  are  legitimate  and  as  do 
not  interfere  with  the  rights  of  property 
Mr.  Cardwell 


will  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  I  am 
convinced  that  it  is  more  in  accordance  with 
the  feeling  of  a  high-spirited  people  that 
they  should  be  spoken  to  in  plain  terms ; 
and  I  have  that  opinion  of  the  Irish  people 
that  I  do  not  think  they  would  approve  an 
insincere  and  uncertain  course  on  an  im- 
portant subject  like  this,  or  that  they 
would  at  all  thank  the  Committee  for  giving 
an  ambiguous  opinion  upon  it. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  said,  he  hoped  it  would 
not  go  forth  to  the  country  that  the  House 
had  attempted  that  night  to  discuss  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  or  the  questions 
which  had  been  referred  to  it.  For  him- 
self, he  did  not  know  its  precise  nature. 
He  only  knew  that  it  had  been  laid  on  the 
table,  and  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Maguire] 
had  conducted  the  inquiry  had  been  in  the 
highest  degree  creditable  to  him.  When 
the  Report  was  printed,  and  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  it  could  be  discussed  ;  to  do  so 
then  was  premature.  He  had  seen  a  letter 
in  an  Irish  newspaper  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  stating  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  'present  the  Report  this  year, 
owing  to  the  inquiry  not  having  been  com- 
pleted, but  that  the  re-appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  be  moved  next  Session, 
with  a  view  to  resume  the  inquiry.  What, 
then,  was  his  surprise  to  find  that  the  Re- 
port had  been  laid  on  the  table  that  day. 
He  had  had  no  opportunity  of  reading  the 
Report,  and  he  must  say  he  could  not  ap- 
prove the  course  which  had  been  taken  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's  County 
(Mr.  Hennessy). 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Monday 
next. 

COLONIAL   GOVERNORS    (RETIRING 
PENSIONS)  BILL— [Bill  133.] 
OONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  burden  which  the  measare 
would  cast  upon  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  It  was  proposed  to  give  to  a 
Colonial  Governor  who  had  had  a  salary  of 
£5,000,  a  pension  of  £1,000  after  foor 
years'  service  ;  a  Governor  who  had  been 
in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  £2,500,  would 
obtain  a  pension  of  £750  for  life  ;  while 
Colonial  Governors  who  had  enjoyed  smaller 
salaries  were  to  receive  proportionate  re- 
tiring pensions.    These  pensions  would  be 
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adiowed  them  quite  independentlj  of  their 
haying  performed  any  pre?iou8  ser? ice,  and 
it  might  be  paid  to  them  between  the  age 
of  forty  and  sixty.  Considering,  there- 
fore, that  we  had  forty  odd  colonies,  each 
with  a  6o?emor  of  its  own,  it  was  easy 
to  see  how  costly  an  arrangement  this 
woald  be  to  the  public.  He  looked  upon 
the  Bill  as  a  convenient  mode  of  reward- 
ing QoTernment  supporters.  He  thought 
that,  with  the  professed  desire  of  economy 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  this  measure 
ought  not  to  ha?e  been  allowed  to  go 
through  almost  sub  silentio.  By  accident 
he  was  absent  when  it  was  i*ead  a  second 
time  ;  but  he  now  felt  bound  to  say  that 
he  was  no  consenting  party  to  the  mea- 
sure. 


Bill  to  be  read  3°  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Ten  o'clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 
Saturday,  June  24,  1865. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1.  con- 
tidered  (according  to  Order) :  Then  it 
was  resolved,  That  this  Day  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  a  Sitting  Day  with  respect  to 
any  Petition  praying  to  be  heard  upon  the 
Merits  against  any  Bill  mentioned  in  either 
of  the  Two  Classes  of  Prirate  Bills,  except 
to  any  such  Bill  which  was  read  a  First 
Time  on  Friday  the  16th  Instant:  {The 
Chairman  of  Committees,) 

Their  Lordships  having  then  gone 
through  the  business  on  the  paper  without 
debate. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  paat 

EloTen  o'clock,  till  Monday 

next  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  June  2^,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  SxLKOT  CoMMiTTxi—  Report^ 
River  Shannon  (Navigation  and  Drainage)* 
(210). 

PuBuo  Bills — Firtt  Reading — Divine  Worship 
in  the  Church  of  England  (218);  Fire  Brigade 
(Metropolis)  *  (215) ;  Turnpike  Trusts  Ar- 
rangements *  (210);   Consolidated  Fund  (Ap- 


propriation)*; Inland  Revenae  *  (221) ;  In- 
demnity *  (222) ;  Local  Government  Supple- 
menUl  (No.  6)  *  (223) ;  Compound  Spirits 
Warehousing* (224)  ;  Colonial  Governors  (Re- 
tiring Pensions)  *  (225). 

Second  Reading — Roman  Catholic  Oath  (170) 
negatived;  Carriers  Act  Amendment  *  (108)  ; 
Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment*  (211); 
Rochdale  Vicarage*  (213)  ;  Naval  Discipline 
Act  Amendment*  (214);  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  (195). 

Committee  —  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  4)  *  (208) ;  GonsUbulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment  *  (168) ;  Navy  and  Marines 
(Wills)*  (169);  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)*  (184)  ;  Naval  and  Ma- 
rine (Pay  and  Pensions)  *  (177);  Naval  and 
Marines  (Property  of  Deoeased)*  (176) ;  Na- 
tional Gallery  (Dublin)  *  (196). 

Report — Land  Debentures  (Ireland)*  (193); 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment* 
(168) ;  Navy  and  Marines  (WUls)*  (169) ;  Pier 
and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  * 
(184);  Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions* 
(177);  Harbours  Transfer*  (182);  National 
Gallery  (Dublin)* (196). 

Third  Reading — Partnership  Amendment  *  ( 1 62) ; 
Fortifications  (Provision  for  Expenses)* 
(180);  Malt  Duty*  (181);  Kingstown  Har- 
bour* (188);  General  Post  Office  (Additional 
Site)*  (124) ;  Locomotives  on  Roads*  (237)  ; 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Act  (I860)  Amend- 
ment* (205);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Su- 
perannuation Allowances)  *(  189),  and  passed, 

DIVINE  WORSHIP  IN  THE  CHURCH  OF 

ENGLAND  BILL. 

PRESENTED,    FIBST  BBADINO. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTME  ATH  said, 
that  when  he  brought  under  their  Lord- 
ships' notice,  a  few  nights  since,  the  ex- 
travagant proceedings  of  certain  clergy- 
men in  the  diocoss  of  London,  the  Bishop 
of  London  stated  that  if  any  Bill  was 
brought  in  upon  the  subject  he  would  give 
it  his  support,  and  in  consequence  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Westmeath)  hnd  prepared  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject,  which  he  begged  to 
present  to  their  Lordships'  House.  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  also  stated  there 
was  no  possibility  of  their  deriving  any  as- 
sistance from  the  Home  Secretary  because 
one  Bill  in  connection  with  the  Church  was 
enough  at  a  time,  showing  that  he  was 
either  too  lazy,  or  too  indifferent  to  per- 
form those  duties  which  he  had  sworn  to 
fulfil.  Some  measure  on  the  subject  was 
necessary,  and  he  had  hoped  that  a  Bill 
would  have  been  brought  in  by  one  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelates,  but  as  that  had  not 
been  done  he  had  taken  the  task  upon 
himself,  and  hoped  to  have  their  support  in 
carrying  it  into  a  law.  He  had,  therefore, 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  remedying  the  abuses 
referred  to,  and  which  he  would  now  lay 
on  the  table. 


7flS            Smm  CtOMie              {lOKDS)  OM  BitL                 T64 

A  Bill  to  Bmend  th»  Lkv  relstiog  ta  the  smgeiuent  to  oonclnda  tlia  Smuoh  npoD  k 

Performsnce   of  DiTinB   Worship   in  the  cert&in  d»y.     At  the  lame  time  he  might 

ChurchofBogltknil— WaBprM«nl«IhjTho  imprsH  upon  those   hkring  the  muiage- 

UsrquaiB  of  Wbstueath  ;  read  1*.    (No.  ment  of  these  inqniriei,  th»t  if  either  the 

218.)  promoters  or  opponents  of  «  Bill  coold  not 
mftke  out  their  ease  in  a  reuonahle  speee 
of  time,  there  wu  a  fair  presumption  Ihkt 
it  nas  not  entitled  to  much  coo  si  deration. 
No  measure  ought,  on  an  average — espe- 

LORD    RBDESDALE    said,    he  would  ciallj  if  Committees  sat    everj   daj  —  to 

now  nnswcr  to  the  best  of  his  power  the  occupy  more  than  a  week.      It  must  be 

Qaestion  put  to  him  bv  the  noble  Lord  the  home  in  mind  that  manj  of  the  Bills  which 

Poatmnster  General  last  week  as  to  the  vere  now  before  their  Lordships  might  re- 

■tate  of  the  Frirate  husinesa  before  their  oeive  amendments,    and  would    therefora 

Lordehips'  House.  There  were  now  twenty-  huTe  to  go  back  to  the  ether  Hooae  ;  bat, 

one   opposed    ?ri*ate  Bills  before    Select  making  all  necesssrj  allowance  for  tint 

Coromiiteei,   and  he  trusted  that  the   in-  circumstance,  his  impression  was  thst  if 

^uiries  that  had  been  commcDced  might  be  there  was  an  understanding  that,  if  neces- 

got  through  in  fair  time.     There  had  been  gar;  Farliaoient  would  sit  till  the  I3thof 

read  a  second  time  that  night,  or  would  be  July,  all  the  Bills  might  be  satis faotorily 

to-morrow,  twent;-four  more  Bills  which  disposed  of.     Ue  did  not  despur  of  the 

woiild  be  opposed  in  Committeo.    In  msnj  business  being  completed  so  as  to  enable 

eases  the  opposition  was  of  a  trifling  cha-  tho  Session  to  close  a  few  days  sooner,  but 

raoter,  and  the  inquiries  would  not  be  likely  for   the  reasons  which    he    had    already 

to  oceapy  moeh  time  ;  but  in  other  in-  nated  he  should  object  to  name  an  eorlisr 

stances   the  objections  were   of  a    more  day. 

aeriouH  nature.    If  noble  Lords  really  felt  Lobd    STANLET    or    ALDBBLEY 

that  it  was  important  to  the  character  of  ,aii],  that  the  statement  which   the  noble 

the  House  to  dispose  of  as  nearly  as  pos-  Lord  had  made,  for  which  the  House  was 

sible  all  the  Bills  which  were  before  them,  much  obliged  to  him,  would  be  considered 

he  hoped  that  to-morrow  or  next  day  he  by   the  Oovcrnment,  but   at   present   he 

should    be  able    to    appoint  Commiitees  vrould  express  no  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

upon  all  the  Bills  which   were  before  the  Lord     REDESDALE    said,     that  on 

liouse.     There  were  reasons  which  made  Monday    next  he  would  make  a  further 

it  Tcry  important  in  some  cases  that  the  statement  as  to  the  position  of  the  Prims 

progress  of  Bills  should  not  be  stopped,  business  on  that  day. 
There  were  some  arrangements  between 

railway  companies,  especially  in  Scotland,  PRIVATE  BILLS, 

where  the  companies  after  "intending  for  g                  ^^_^^^^y^ 

along  t.me  had  at  last  oome  to  an  agree-  .        ^^.\  q^j^^,   ^„j  g„^„j^  „  j,,. 

ment  among  themselves;  and  it  was  very  \"'-'-"'""'b  m  ■ji«oij,  oi.«  ■ 

desirable,  for    tho   interest  of    the  puhKo,  '»"■=— 

equBlly   for   that  of    the    companies,   that  Standing  Order  164.     At  Ihoend  of  Seotiwi 

,1^       '                     1  '  1   1    J     J           1       c  odd  ("and   if  the   B  1    is  for  the   PurpoM  of 

those  measures  which  had  advanced  so  for       ,  .\-  ,  ■  _    „ „.„.  t.,  „..„;„„  _.,  .„Vw»4 

.,         Ill               ■                  .  11    1     i  eifablnhmff  a  Company  for  orrjing  on  any  W»rx 

OS  they  had   done,  nod   were  not  likely  to  or  Underlsking,  tho  Perrooa  in  whose  Noowi  laj 

occupy  an  oitraordinary  time,  should  pass  mch  Deposit  is  mode  mast  bo  Subsoriben  to  Um 

during  the  present   Session.      There  were  Undenallin(^  and  their  nimes  must  appesr  U 

also  one  or  two  other  Bills  of  considerable  "■°'' 'V"  °'''"*\a,      ...^       a    ,„    .,    t 

,-.-,__       J     ■     Li       I.     ij  SUnding  Order  18S.    At  the  end  of  Seotioa  J 

importance   which  it  was   desirable  should  add(.,„  tbst  he  or  Uh?  an  Penoo.  in  whoiS 

rcceiTO  the  assent  of  their   Lordships.      II  Nnme*  the  Depoiit  required  b;  the  Orders  of  tbii 

he  could  obtain  a  fair  number  of  Commit-  House  is  nutde"). 
tees  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  husinesa 

should  not  bo  got  through  in  comparatively  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  OATH  BILL— {No.  W.) 

a  few  dnys.     It  was  not  desirable  to  name  second  readiho. 

a  very  early  dey  as  tho  limit  beyond  which  „,       ,,„      .      ,     „         .ni 

Parliament  would  not  sit.  lest  you  should  .    Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  R«»d- 

provoke  opposition,  intended  merely  to  de-  '"E  "^"■ 

feat  Bills  by  delay.     He    therefore  hoped  The    Earl  op  DEVON,  in    rising  to 

that  if  tlie  House  decided  to  go  on  with  more  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said, 

tho  Private  business  there  would  bo  no  en-  he  did  so  with  the  unfeigned  wish  that  tbe 
73i»  Marqueu  of  Wettmaaih 


765 


JRomm  CMMe 


[JvmM^  1865} 


OMBiU. 


766 


task  had  been  undertaken  by  some  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government — which, 
he  thenght»  would  have  been  most  desir- 
able—or by  some  noble  Lord  possessing  a 
greater  claim  to  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships'  House  than  himself.  He  was 
at  all  times  unwilling  to  trespass  upon 
their  Lordships'  attention,  but  on  this  oo- 
easion  he  felt  eompelled  to  come  forward 
in  support  of  a  measure  which  he  believed 
to  be  one  of  great  national  importance. 
In  doing  so  he  felt  that  one  of  the  chief 
difficulties  he  had  to  encounter  was,  that 
upon  this  question  he  entirely  differed  in 
opinion  from  many  of  those  noble  Lords 
with  whom  he  generally  concurred*  But 
he  eould  not  conscientiously  shrink  from 
undertaking  a  task  which  seemed  to  him 
to  iuToWe  a  consideration  of  justice  and 
expediency.  For  a  long  time  he  had  taken 
a  deep  interest  in  the  question  of  the  re- 
moval of  the  Roman  Catholic  disabilities, 
and  he  was  one  of  those  who,  from  conyic- 
tion,  as  well  ns  from  hereditary  example, 
rejoiced  in  the  success  of  the  struggles 
that  had  been  made  for  that  object ;  and 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  him 
if,  by  taking  charge  of  this  Bill,  and  intro- 
ducing it  to  their  Lordships,  he  was  able 
to  complete  the  removal  of  the  disabilities 
of  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects. 
The  Bill  he  held  in  his  hand  proposed  a 
substitute  for  the  oath  required  by  the  Act 
of  1829,  and  which  was  substantially  ro- 
enacted  in  the  Oaths  Bill  of  1858,  from 
which  it  differed  in  only  one  or  two  points. 
That  oath  was  in  these  terms — 

"  I,  A.  B.,  do  declare.  That  I  profess  the  Ro- 
man  Catholic  Religion.  I,  A.  B.,  do  sincerely 
promise  and  swear,  that  I  will  be  faithful  and 
bear  true  allegiance  to  His  Majesty  King  Gkoros 
the  Fourth,  and  will  defend  him  to  the  utmost  of 
my  power  against  all  conspiracies  and  attempts 
whatfoefor,  which  shall  be  made  against  his  per- 
son, crown,  or  dignity ;  and  I  will  do  my  utmost 
eadieaTOur  to  disclose  and  make  known  to  His 
Mjnesty,  his  Heirs  and  Successors,  all  treasons 
and  traitorous  conspiracies  which  may  be  formed 
against  him  or  them.  And  I  do  faithfully  pro- 
mise to  maintain,  support,  and  defend  to  the  ut- 
most in  my  power,  the  succession  of  the  Crown, 
which  succession,  by  an  Act  intituled, '  An  Act 
for  the  further  Limitation  of  the  Crown,  and  bet- 
ter securing  the  Rights  and  Liberties  of  the  Sub- 
ject,' is,  and  stands  limited  to  the  Princess  Sophia, 
lulectress  of  Hanover,  and  the  heirs  of  her  body, 
being  Protestants ;  hereby  utterly  renouncing  and 
abjuring  any  obedience  or  allegiance  unto  any 
other  person  claiming,  or  pretending  a  right  to 
the  Crown  of  these  Realms..  And  I  do  further 
dsdare.  That  it  is  not  an  article  of  my  fiiith,  and 
that  I  do  renounce,  reject,  and  abjure  the  opinion, 
that  Princes  excommunicated  or  depriyed  by  the 
Pope,  or  any  other  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome, 


may  be  deposed  or  murdered  by  ^ir  subjects, 
or  by  any  person  whatsoerer.  And  I  do  declare, 
That  I  do  not  belieys  that  the  Pope  of  Rome,  or 
any  other  foreign  prince,  prelate,  person,  state,  or 
potentate,  hath,  or  ought  to  have,  any  temporal 
or  civil  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  or  pre- 
eminence, directly  or  indirectly,  within  this  Realm. 
1  do  swear  that  I  will  defbnd  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power  the  settlement  of  property  within  this 
Realm,  as  established  by  the  laws :  And  I  do 
hereby  disclaim,  disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any 
intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church  Estab- 
lishment as  settled  by  law  within  this  Realm.  And 
I  do  solemnly  swear.  That  I  never  will  exercise 
any  privilege  to  which  I  am,  or  may  become  en- 
titled, to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion or  Protestant  Government  in  this  kingdom. 
And  I  do  solemnly,  in  the  presence  of  God,  profess, 
testify,  and  declare,  that  I  do  make  this  Declara- 
tion and  every  part  thereof,  in  the  plain  and  or- 
dinary sense  of  the  words  of  this  Oath,  without 
any  evasion,  equivocation,  or  mental  reservation 
whatsoever." 

There  were  four  parts  of  that  oath  to  which 
he  entertained  the  strongest  objection. 
The  first  part  was  that  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic,  before  he  took  his  seat  in 
either  the  House  of  Lords  or  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  before  he  could  be  admitted 
to  a  civil  office,  was  called  upon  to  swear 
as  follows— 

*'  And  I  do  further  declare,  that  it  is  not  an 
article  of  my  fiiith,  and  that  I  do  renounce,  re- 
ject, and  abjure  the  opinion  that  Princes  excom- 
municated or  deprived  by  the  Pope,  or  any  autho- 
rity of  the  See  of  Rome,  may  bo  deposed  or 
murdered  by  their  subjects  or  by  any  person 
whatever."— [760.] 

Now,  if  any  noble  Lord  believed  that  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  enter- 
tained the  doctrine  which  they  were  thereby 
called  upon  to  abjure,  he  would  almost  be 
disposed  to  give  up  the  Bill  ;  but  ho  felt 
assured  not  one  of  their  Lordships  could 
entertain  that  opinion.  If,  then,  that  were 
so,  nothing  could  be  more  painful  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Members  of  the  United 
Legislature  than  to  compel  their  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-subjects  — men  who,  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  had  been  ad- 
mitted to  an  equality  with  themselves  in 
all  civil  rights,  men  holding  a  high  position, 
and,  perhaps,  exercising  judicial  functions; 
men  who,  perhaps,  had  bled  for  their 
country  on  sea  or  on  land,  before  taking 
their  seats  in  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  take  an  oath  in  which  they 
had  to  abjure  their  belief  in  a  doctrine 
which  not  one  of  their  Lordships  believed 
they  entertained.  Ho  would  now  refer  to 
the  concluding  part  of  the  oath,  in  which 
Roman  Catholics  were  made  to  say — 

**  And  I  do  solemnly,  in  the  presence  of  God, 
profess,  testify,  and  declare  that  I  do  mako  this 


161 


Soman  Gatholie 


(LOKDS] 


OathSiS. 


f68 


deolwaLbn,  knd  srerr  (Mut  tbenof.  In  the  pUuo  [{e  Bpotce  4S  ftn  atUch«d  member  ot  the 

•nd  ordiDarj  MDM  or  this  oath,  vithont  anf  en-  Jhoroh  of  England,   aad   U   a  man   who 

aion,  eqnivooiOion.  or  monUl  rMemtion  wluUo.  ^^^y  ^j^jj  j^,   ^^^^^  jj,  j^^  conTiotion  of 

«Ter.  — L      .J  1^^  neceBBity  for  the  onion  of  Chnreh  and 

Independently   of  the    unjUBt    imputation  gtate,  as  a  component  part  of  the  oonsti- 

ciBt  by  theso  words  upon  those  irho  were  ^^^^^^  .    „qJ^   therefore,    if  he   felt   that 

mpelled  to  take  this  part  of  the  oath,  ,triiing  this    paragraph  out  of  the    oath 


there  was  Bomething  in  the  declaration 
itBolf  iDherenllj  absurd.  The  oath  pro- 
ceeded upon  the  assumption  that  Roman 
Catholics,  unloBB  bound  by  this  declaration, 
would  take  it  with  a  nteutnl  reservation. 


iTould  in  the  least  degree  endanger  the 

m  of  Church  and  State  he  would  not 

a  undertaken  to  propose  each  an  omii- 

I.     But  he  thought  it  of  great  import- 

„       ,  , ,      ,       ,  ., ,  luce  to  consider  whether  it  waB  right  to 

Now,  he  would  ask^  what  possible  Boeurily    .^^5^^  ^^^  .  p^^j  ^f  (he  o^th  which  did 

'"°  ', '    not  prerent  Roman  Catholics  from  speak- 

1   person   could    |„g  ^„j  ^^jj^jj  „p„„  (^o  question  to  which 

"■""""""   "  "    it  referred.     Different  people  had  differeat 

opinions  upon  the  construction  which  oegbt 

to  be  put  on  this  part  of  the  oath.     Tfaeit 

iware  that  a  IsU 

ks  conscientioDslj 


did  those  words  afford  ?' 

omitting    those   wordi 

lake  the  oath  with  me 

ahould  he  not  include  those  words  in  the 

mental   reservation?     This   was   such  an 

inherent  absurdity  as  to  appear  to  him  one    L„dships  were  doubtleBs 

of  the  Btrongest  arguments  in  favour  of  the    ^^^U  Duke  felt  that  he 

alteration  of  the  oath.  He  ventured  to  hope, 

from  the  tone  of  the  debate  in  the  other 

Houae.  the  omission  of  these  two  parts  of    liedid'not"  undertake"  to  say  whethf 

the  oath  would  be  unanimously  assented  to.    noble  Duke,  who  eaid  he 

Passing  to  the  second  paragraph  oE  the 

oath,  to  which  he  felt  a  strong  objection — 

namely,  that  part  of  the  oath  which  called 

upon  the  Roman  Cotholic  to  swear — 

"  That  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of  mj  power 
Iha  settlefflsnC  of  the  propertj  within  this  realm 
a*  eitabliahed  bj  the  laws."— [TSO-} 


precluded  from  taking  any  part  in  discos- 
BioUB  relating  to  the  Church  of  Englsnd. 


itiously  sit  and  rote  upon  Church  mat- 
ters after  taking  the  oath,  and  many  othen 
who  were  of  the  same  opinion,  were  right 
or  wrong,  hut  their  Lordships  must  also 
be  aware  that  there  were  many  conscien- 
tiouB  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  who  did 
not  feel  themaelves  so  precluded  frtni 
Now,  he  would  ask  their  Lordships,  who  taking  an  active  part  in  the  discnasion  rs- 
were  those  who  were  colled  upon  to  take  i^ti^g  to  the  Church  of  England.  Tbeir 
this  oath  ?  Were  (hey  not  men  who,  Lordships  would  admit  at  once  that  no 
equally  with  their  Lordships,  were  strongly  „a„  „ho  took  an  oath  ought  to  be  left  in 
intcreated  in  the  maintenance  of  the  righte  j^ubt  as  to  its  meaning  by  its  ainbignooi 
of  property?  Were  they  not  men  who,  phraseology.  The  present  Roman  Catbolio 
equally  with  themselves,  were  living  undet  ^mh  expressly  sinned  ngoinat  that  essen- 
the  protection  of  the  eame  laws  ?  Were  tial  principle.  In  the  discussion  on  ths 
they  not  men  who  were  miied  up  with  Oaths  Bill  iu  1588,  Mr.  Gladstone  said- 
their  Lordships  in  the  discharge  of  public 
and  responsible  duties  J  Wore  they  not 
men  who  would  sufTer  equally  with  theii 
Lordships  if  tlie  security  to  property  were 
not  preserved  ?  He  came  now  to  thai 
which  was  a  very  important  part  of  tht 
question  to  many  minds,  and  which  wask 
his  opiniuu  the  most  important  part  of  tht 


"  If  there  were  these  diSoulties  in  the  eon- 
structioQ  of  an  oath  which  were  held  to  be  ^ 
great  oonttitutioaal  importsnee,  that  of  itialtwu 
H  clear  proof  that  the  nutter  required  the  attni- 
tioD  of  the  lloute,  for  it  vas  not  a  subjeot  wtiieb 
ought  to  be  left  to  A.  B.  and  C.  to  conttro*  liir 
themielTeB."— {3  Haniard,  aiUx.  481.] 


But,  if  e 


r  there  « 


1  oath  which  « 


oath,  I 


I  it  raised 


of  many  of  the  Roman  Catholi 
who  were  compelled  to  take  it — namely 
that  part  in  which  the  Roman  Catholic  wai 
called  upon  to  any — 

"  I  do  hcrcbj  disclaim,  disavow,  and  Bolemnl; 
abjure  any  iateution  to  subvert  the  present  Churol 
Establiahmont,  u  settled  bj  the  Uw  within  thi. 
Toalm.  And  1  do  Balemnlj  inear  that  I  Dever  wil 
oiercige  anj  priTiiege  to  which  I  am  or  ms/  be 
come  entitled,  to  diaturb  onreakea  tbeProtestan 
religion,  or  Protestant  Government  in  this  king 
dom."— {7fiO.] 

I%«  Earl  of  Devon 


scruples  it    construed    differently    by  persons   of  tbe 


lity  who  had  to  take  il. 
Roman  Catholic  woB  the  one ;  and  hs 
thought  this  was  a  strong  argnment  in 
favour  of  abrogating  that  part  of  the  oath 
which  gave  rise  to  this  great  ambiguity. 
He  contended,  too,  that  they  ought  not  to 
trust  to  oaths  for  the  seeurity  of  the  Eits- 
blished  Church,  but  rather  to  the  icereasing 
earnestness  and  activity  of  its  clergy.  Anil 
here,  he  must  observe,  that  Roman  Cs- 
tholicB  were  not  enemies  to  un  Establivlisd 
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Chureh.     In  Romin  Cfttholio  coantriei  an  whioh  the  dntiM  »nd  fimotiont  of  a  Mnab«r  of 

Eaubluhed  Clinrch  wm  tlwava  to  bfl  foond;  P^li'iooiit  >ra  to  bo  oieroiMd.    In  tho  leoood, 

■nil   it   <■■■    nnt..*:^...    *l  .1    .    _..        _  „_.  '*  "  oiffloult  to  dsfloo  beforebond  wbkt  ore  tbo 

1^     V  .?"   S  ;   ?  l°',','i  qo..i»n..bl.b.«,tib.lot«»t.orib.cb.,ob. 

number   Of    tbo    RamoD    CmllollCB   looked  .  .  .  .  j  boli.To  tboro  U  more  of  n.1  Moorit;  io 

upon     tho    Church     of    England     oa     the  eonSdenoo  than  In  avowed  oiiitmit  aod  luapioion 

atrongeat    and    moat    permanent    bnleark  unaccompanied  by  effectual  goarda.     For  theao 

egainat  infidelitj  in  this  country.     On  the  reaeoua  I  am  unwilling  to  deprieo  the  Roman  Ca- 

Atl...    l..«J     il    ■     t      J  I,-  tliolio  Member  of  eitbar  lloueo  of  Parliament  of 

Mher   hand,   the.r   Lordahipa  .ere  .-are  .„,  p,i,ii,,.  of  ft™  di»u,.i.o,  and  Ir..  .■«. 

that  maojbodiea  of  Uiaaentera  entertained  ciao  of  judgment,  wliicb  belcngi  to  other  Membora 

n  feeling  of  enmitj   againat  the  Church  of  tbo  Legielaturc."~[3  ^anaard,  ax.  TS8-9.] 

Eetabllehment.     Membora  of  theao  bodies,  „      ,  ,    ,  , 

he   had    no   doubt   conaeienlioual;,  apoke  <?»  ™"  P""''  l'«  ™.'"™  '»  ["P?" 

and  pnhUaheil  their  opiniooe  on  the  auhJDol,  f'''.  "brogaiion  of  the  o...ling  oath.     Be 

and  oiertedthen.tel.oa  in  and  out  of  Par.  f"'"''  "  tobo  ambiguoua,  nojn.l,  and 

liement  to  aubrert  the  EaUUI.hed  Choroh.  '»•'«' "'h     The  oath  ho  propoa.rf  in  .!• 

Tot  no  auch  deteoce-no  auch   «.fegoard  ""J  ""  ","  P™"ibed  b,  21  i22  Ttd. 

—»..  aet  up  againat  thorn  aa  «aa  thought  '■  *'■  '".  ?"  {"'f'^  ^"^  Calhelica  and 

to  b.  neceaaarj  in  tbo  oaao  of  Roman  Ca-  ■'«'"■'   ""»   "".  .""J"""';™  '' '^  "^ 

tbolica.      Be  eontondod  that   if  the  oath  ".  temporal  or  cml  "for  the  .orda  ■■eccle- 

iraanot  t«qnired  from   the.e  men   it  waa  """."l  "  "PI"'"''.'      »he   latter   word, 

unjuat  to  require  it  of  the  Romon  C.tho-  '^"^  ''™"''  Catl.oliea  could  not  adopt  in 

tea.       Th.ro   »a   a   further   ground    on  """ng  that  no  foreign  Power  or  Pcton- 

which  he  naked  for  the  abrogation  of  thia  "f  '"f  "  °,"8j.'  •«.  hare  jnnadiction  m 

oath,  which  bad  been  well  eipreaacd  bj  a  lh«  realm.     In  h.a  opinion  hia  propoaition 

man,   to   whoae  opiniona   their  Lordahipa  "•"  *r  i">»bjoolionablo  one;    but,  unfor- 

•Iwaja  liatened  with  re.peot_tho  late  Sir  '"'"'J  '""  '^  '"t'  ""'Mr  on  their 

Robert  Peel.     While  the  Bill  of  1829  wa.  LOTf'hipe    henohoa,  and  from  the  notice 

under  diaonaaion,  a  propoaition  waa  made  °\  Amendment  gircn  bj  hia  noblo  Friond 

to   atiU  further  limit  the  action  of  Roman  ("'•  ^/''  •«  I>"bj)  he  wao  afraid  that  the 

Calholie  Membora  of  Porliamcnt  i  but  Sir  •""'  .'«»S»8   •'   "«  Bi"  "".  •h»nt  to 

Robert  Peel  ohjeeted  to  it.  on  the  ground  "Mt  »ith  a  most  aoriou.-he  hoped   be 

that  it  would   not   be  right  to  limit  and  •!'»""  ™'    I"   »'>''«"''   '«   "J  •"•"■■'■'I 

fetter  the  diacrction   of  I  Member  of  ihe  -»PP"i'i"-     He    waa   well   aware   that 

Legialatnre  "u    the   diacuaaion   of    puhlio  ""  "«Vr°I?  ¥"',  l-  ^     ?"    ''  •* 

qneationa.     Uembera  were  returned  to  the  "'8=''  '•'>'''}  'he  force  whioh  eloquence, 

other   branch   of  the  Legialatnre  charged  "K''"''    "r   ™8-'"«'^  eipeneuc.    could 

I;  their  conatitnonta  to  deliberate  and  fonu  bring  to  bear.     Be  (the  Earl  of  De.on) 

m.  opinion  upon  all  quoationa  which  might  "'  'herefore  eonlent   to  loan    to  thou 

oome  before  the  Bouae  of  Commona  ;  but  "ho  wore  to  follow  him  m  euppon  of  th. 

then  came  thia  oath,  which  told  boo.  Oen-  i""»"   'he   'aak    of   repljing    to   thou 

tietnen   of  tbo  Catholie   religion    that   on  argumenla  aa  well  aaof  auppljmg  thedefi- 

certain    nucttiona    thoj   moat    hold   their  "enoiea  of  hia  ad.oo.oy.     Bot  there  waa 

longuea.     It  thia  ajalem  were  po.h.d  to  ''"  "bjootion  made  to  the  moaaut«  which 

the  ealremo.  it  ia  impnaaible  to  >a,  where  ilemanded    tome   notice  from  the    porton 

it  would  atop.     In  1829,  Mr.  Wilmot  Bor-  "charged  with  moving  the  aecond  reading, 

ton  propoaed  a  clause  pro.iding  that  Ec  "»'  ."1"°''  '■?  "  ""' .'«"»'  ■"  "'«'  i"'- 

B.n  Catholic  Membora  ahonid  be  diaquali-  ™"ioi>'-     ''  '■•   ••«!   'hat    tbo   preaent 

ied  bylaw  from  roting  on  mottera  relaling  »«'b  "aa  the  roault  of  a  oompromiae  cn- 

directly   or  indirecllv   to  tbo  inlerJaH   ol  !»'"'  '°,'°  '!'  "^^i   "''  "'"  "  ""  "'■ 

the  Eatabliahed  Church.     In  refcrooco  to  '«  "'S'''  'I'""'   "J.   ecuipolont   to   the 

that  propoaition  Sir  Robert  Peel  oaid-  P"""'  Perliamont  to  deal  with  or  qualify 

'    '  It.     Be  ought  aak   their  Lordahipa  what 

"Mr  right  hon.  Friend  baa  propoeed.  with  a  oridence  there  waa  in  the  diaeuaaioua  which 
rlaw  to  calm  the  luipioicni  and  lean  of  thoee  who  .    „i.„_  „.    ,i,_  ,;„„  „»  _„_  ..._i.   „„„ 

object  to  the  admieiicn  of  Romao  Clulic.  ic  '»°''  f'"'  ■'   (l»  "mO  of  any  auch  com- 

PariUmeot.  that  tbo  Roman  Catholic   Member  promiao— he  might  ask  them   to  consider 

Aonid  be  disqoaiilleHl  hj  law  ftom  eottng  on  mat-  the  absurdity,  ho  might  aay.  of  a  oompro- 

tata  nUtinc.  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  inleresls  niiao  with  one  portion  of  ft   greht  commn- 

a  the  iLstsblishsd  Church.    There  appear  to  me  „itT._he  might  refer  them  to  eapreaaiona 

rj:T.;.'^a:;ffi.ic::."to"'.':un£  •>  ■«■' s*"  f-i;  '"'-"-I  "■• "» ««' 

imowbDt  «f  Umitiiif  bj  liw  th*  diHrttion  bj  «t  1829  was  uot  tli«  r«Bul(  of  k  COmpiO- 
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mise  wiih  any  party,  but  a  measure  broqgliit 
forward  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
Tern  men  t  ;  but  he  preferred  to  argue  the 
point  on  other  ground.  He  held  that  in 
a  question  of  this  sort,  the  Parliament 
sitting  in  1829  had  no  power  to  fetter  the 
Parliament  that  was  to  be  sitting  in  1865« 
In  1829  it  might  have  been  necessary  to 
the  success  of  the  Emancipation  Bill  to 
introduce  this  oath.  That  was  one  thing  ; 
but  it  was  quite  another  thing  to  say  that 
a  Parliament  sitting  in  1865,  with  the  ex- 
perience of  thirty-five  years  before  it,  had. 
not  a  right  to  declare  that  the  oath  was 
no  longer  necessary.  He,  therefore,  put 
it  on  the  broad  ground  that  the  Parlia- 
ment sitting  in  1865  \Tas  not  fettered  by 
the  engagements  of  the  Parliament  of 
1829.  He  would  further  say,  that  the 
question  might  with  the  greatest  propriety 
be  considered  at  a  time  like  the  present, 
when  the  existing  Parliament  was  on  the 
point  of  closing  its  labours,  and  the  Par- 
liament which  was  about  to  be  elected 
would  probably  contain  many  new  Members. 
Moreover,  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  adoption  of  this  measure  would  place 
the  statute  book  more  in  unison  with  the 
spirit  of  the  age.  No  doubt  allusion  would 
be  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to  the 
so-called  Papal  aggression  and  the  recent 
Encyclical  Letter  of  the  Pope.  With  re- 
gard to  the  latter,  which  was  remarkable, 
if  for  anything,  for  its  singular  want  of 
adaptation  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  he 
would  only  ask  their  Lordships  whether 
they  thought  that  the  doctrines  it  con- 
tained were  likely  to  meet  with  any  accep- 
tance in  the  present  day  with  any  portion 
of  the  population  of  this  country.  To  the 
so-called  Papal  aggression  ho  referred,  not 
with  a  view  of  opening  up  old  sores,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention 
to  the  result  of  that  aggression,  which  was 
to  elicit  such  a  burst  of  feeling  throughout 
the  country  as  clearly  showed  that  no  re- 
petition of  such  an  act  could  be  of  the 
slightest  consequence.  After  all,  those 
who  talked  of  the  dangers  they  appre- 
hended from  such  quarters  must  forget 
tliat  we  were  living,  not  in  the  14th,  but 
in  the  19th  century— that  wo* were  living  in 
the  days  of  a  free  press  and  universally 
diffused  education — and  we  need  not  there- 
fore be  deterred  by  considerations  of  any 
such  dangers  from  giving  the  full  relief 
which  this  Bill  was  intended  to  secure. 
He  had  undertaken  to  ask  their  Lordships 
to  pass  the  Bill,  because  he  believed  that 
it  was  required  as  the  complement  to  the 
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Act  of  1829,  and  because  be  felt  that  the 
proposal  which  it  contained  was  a  simple 
act  of  justice  to  those  who  were  members 
of  a  united  Legislature.  Apologising  for 
the  length  of  time  he  had  occupied  their 
Lordships,  and  thanking  them  for  the  kind- 
ness with  which  he  had  been  heard,  he 
would  now,  in  conclusion,  move  the  sejcond 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mor>ed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—<  The  Earl  of  Devon,) 

The  Earl  of  DEBBY  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  s 
second  time  this  day  three  months,  I  cao 
assure  your  Lordships  that  it  is  not  with- 
out great  reluctance  that  I  feel  myself 
compelled  to  oppose  a  measure  which  comes 
before  us  recommended  by  the  attractife 
principle  of  perfect  political  equality,  irre- 
spective of  religious  distinctions,  which 
oppeals  to  your  sympathies  on  behalf  of 
those  who  constitute  a  small  minority  of 
this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and,  above  all,  one  recommended  to  your 
Lordships  by  a  noble  Friend  of  mine,  uni- 
versally respected  and  esteemed,  in  a  speech, 
the  temper  and  moderation  of  which  are 
calculated  to  conciliate  your  Lordships' 
support.  Tet  I  trust  that  if  your  Lord- 
ships will  honour  mc  irith  your  attention  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is  not  wise, 
that  it  is  not  expedient,  more  especiallr 
under  the  circumstonces  of-  the  present 
moment,  to  adopt  a  Bill  the  result  of  which 
will  be  entirely  to  subvert — I  will  not  call 
it  a  compact,  for  that  is  a  word  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  objects— but  to  subfert 
one  of  the  leading  principles  of  that  great 
settlement  which,  after  many  years  of  angry 
and  protracted  discussion  and  controversy, 
at  length  restored  political  'and  religious 
peace,  and  which  was  accepted  by  those  to 
whom  it  imparted  the  full  privileges  of  the 
Constitution  as  a  satisfactory  and  complete 
arrangement  of  all  the  grievances  of  which 
they  complained.  My  Lords,  for  my  own 
part,  I  live  in*  a  county  which  contains 
perha|Ss  a  larger  proportion  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics than  is  to  be  found  in  any  other 
part  of  England,  which  contains  a  number 
of  old  and  highly-esteemed  families  at- 
tached to  the  Koman  Catholic  fsith,  with 
many  of  whom  I  am  on  terms  of  intimsey, 
and  with  some  of  whom  I  enjoy  relati<ns 
of  close  friendship.  I  have  a  conaideraUe 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  tenants,  and 
for  upwords  of  forty  years  I  have  had  the 
management  and  control  of  a  property  in 
Ireland  which,  if  not  excluaiveiy  ocenpM 
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bj  RomftD  CatholioB,  eontaine  a  preponde- 
rating Dumber  of  persons  belonging  to  the 
faith  professed  by  them  ;  and  I  defy  any 
haman  being  to  say  that,  either  in  England 
or  Ireland,  whether  in  social  relations  or 
io  my  dealings  with  my  tenants,  I  have 
drawn  the  slightest  difference  between  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics.  I  have 
treated  both  on  precisely  the  same  terms 
of  equality.  This,  however,  my  Lords,  is 
not  a  social  question—it  is  not  a  personal 
question — it  is  a  question  of  high  political 
importance  ;  and  it  is  to  be  decided  not  by 
personal  feelings  and  wishes,  but  by  consi- 
derations which  affect  the  good  of  the  em- 
pire at  large.  My  Lords,  if  I  may  ven- 
ture again  to  say  a  word  with  respect  to 
myself,  I  think  in  the  political  course  I 
have  pursued  for  forty-three  years  I  can- 
not be  charged  with  having  neglected  the 
political  interests  or  the  fnir  demands  of 
my  Roman  Catholic  fellow  countrymen, 
whether  in  this  or  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  have  at  all  times  been  ready 
and  anxious  to  defend  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  that  Church  of  which  I  am  an 
attached  member — indeed,  the  first  speech 
of  any  importance  I  made  in  the  other 
House,  forty-one  years  ago,  was  one  in 
defence  of  the  Protestant  Establishment 
in  Ireland,  which  now  seems  to  be  the  mark 
for  constant  attack  ;  and  some  of  my  ear- 
liest votes  were  given  in  favour  of  reliev- 
ing Roman  Catholics  from  those  restric- 
tions and  incapacities  which  were  imposed 
upon  them,  to  my  mind  at  least,  unjustly 
and  improperly.  I  do  not  refer  only  to 
the  great  measure  of  Roman  Catholic 
emancipation  in  1829,  to  which  I  gave 
humble  but  cordial  support,  but  I  would 
appeal  to  my  Roman  Catholic  countrymen 
whether,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  1 
have  not  taken  a  prominent  part  in  re- 
lieving them  from  disadvantages  which 
were  imposed  upon  them,  and  which  af- 
fected them  in  the  exercise  of  their  reli- 
gion or  with  reference  to  their  religious 
organisation.  1  have  gone  so  far  as  to 
ineur,  I  am  afraid,  the  censure  of  some  of 
Ihoae  who  sit  and  usually  act  with  me,  and 
who  hold  sentiments  rather  of  an  ultra- 
Prolestant  eharacter.  I  have  not  feared 
to  expose  myself  to  their  observation  and 
erilieiaiD--and  even  censure— because  I 
felt  that  the  course  I  was  adopting  was 
called  for  by  justice  and  fair  dealing  to- 
warda  ny  Iloman  Catholic  fellow  country- 
men. Therefore  if,  as  I  have  said,  I  feel 
myself  bound  at  this  time  to  oppose  the 
pvogreaa  of  this  measure,  I  hope,  at  all 


events,  that  my  opposition  will  not  be  im- 
puted to  unreasoning  bigotry,  or  to  hostile 
feeling  towards  the  Roman  Catholic  body. 
My  Lords,  I  have  said  that  I  think  it 
very  unwise  and  inexpedient  at  this  time 
to  introduce  such  legislation.  We  are  on 
the  eve  of  a  general  elootion,  and,  closely 
as  parties  are  now  balanced,  and  compara- 
tively unimportant  as  the  political  diffe- 
rences between  us  have  become,  and  when 
there  is  no  other  question  before  the  public, 
likely  to  excite  angry  passions  and  lead 
to  personal  recriminations — I  admit  that  it 
may  be  very  good  electioneering  tactics — 
1  do  not  deny  it — but  I  say  is  it  wise,  is  it 
prudent,  is  it  statesmanlike,  is  it  patriotic, 
nt  such  a  moment  to  bring  before  excited 
constituencies  a  measure  than  which  none 
cau  be  more  provocative  of  discussion  and 
controversy,  and  upon  a  subject  which  emi- 
nently requires  to  be  treated  with  the  ut- 
most caution,  the  utmost  calmness,  the  ut- 
most deliberation  ?  Is  it  for  the  interest 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves  that 
such  a  question  should  be  raised  at  this 
particular  time  ?  Of  late  years  religious 
animosities  have  much  subsided  and  reli- 
ligious  jealousies  have  been  much  ap- 
peased; and  is  it  desirable,  having  regard 
to  the  general  peace  of  the  various  reli- 
gious denominations,  that  the  Protestant 
jealousy,  deeply  rooted  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  should  have  a  fresh 
stimulus  given  to  it;  that  there  should  be 
opportunities  given  of  representing  the 
Roman  Catholics  as  always  dissatisfied 
and  aggressive,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  Roman  Catholics  should  have  the 
means  of  retorting  against  those  with  whom 
they  are  engaged  in  the  elections,  the 
charge  of  bigotry  and  intolerance  ?  I  can 
conceive  nothing  more  calculated  to  pre- 
judice the  cause  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  to  peril  the  removal  of  any  real  dis- 
advantages they  may  labour  under,  than  to 
bring  forward  what  1  would  call  imaginary 
grievances  at  a  time  of  political  excite- 
ment. Well,  then,  my  Lords,  let  me  ask, 
by  whom  is  this  question  brought  forward  f 
I  remember  the  time  of  the  old  discussions 
on  Roman  Catholic  disabilities — that  long 
protracted  struggle  that  lasted  during  the 
first  seven  years  in  which  I  had  a  seat  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — I  remem- 
ber the  excitement  it  produced*  and  the 
controversy  to  which  it  led.  In  the  year 
previous  to  my  entrance  into  Parliament 
— the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Russell) 
was  then  a  Member  of  the  other  House— I 
did  not  come  in  till  1821 — the  noble  Earl 
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will  remember  that  Lord  Nugent  presented 
n  petition  for  the  reroo?al  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  disabilities,  signed  by  8,000  Ro- 
man 'Catholics,  including  seven  Peers,  a 
great  number  of  baronets — in  fact,  by  those 
who  had  the  best  Roman  Catholic  blood  in 
the  country.  But  those  petitioners  dealt 
with  real  and  substantial  grieyances,  and 
did  not  put  forward  imaginary  grounds  of 
complaint — for,  at  that  time,  the  Roman 
Catholics  were  unjustly  excluded  from 
privileges  to  which  they  were  well  entitled. 
On  the  present  occasion,  where  are  the 
petitions  ?  Who  are  those  that  bring  for- 
ward this  Bill  ?  What  are  the  vexatious 
impediments  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights 
of  British  subjects  which  they  require 
shall  be  removed  ?  Where  are  the 
Howards,  the  Cliffords,  the  Arundells,  the 
Stourtons,  the  Petres,  the  Gerards,  and 
the  Cliftons  ?  Again,  crossing  to  1 1  eland, 
where  are  the  Fingalls,  the  Gormanstowns, 
and  the  Trimlestowns  ?  Where,  in  fact, 
are  those  great  historic  names  who  in 
times  of  old  had  proved  by  their  acts  the 
sincerity  of  their  allegiance  to  the  Crown, 
and  served  the  "  Heretic"  Elizabeth  with 
as  much  zeal  and  devotion  as  they  after- 
wards showed  in  their  adherence,  greatly 
to  their  own  loss,  to  the  fallen  fortunes  of 
the  house  of  Stuart  ?  Not  one  of  them  is 
to  be  met  with  now.  And  why?  Be- 
cause they  feel  that  there  is  no  substantial 
grievance  to  be  removed,  because  they  do 
not  feel  that  by  this  oath  they  are  deprived 
of  any  political  privileges  to  which  they 
are  entitled.  There  is  not  one  of  them  but 
knows  that  the  restrictions,  such  as  exist, 
are  not  only  not  unjust,  that  they  were  not 
only  not  imposed  by  a  grudging  Protes- 
tant Legislature,  but  that  they  were  ac- 
tually prepared  and  framed  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholics themselves  —  by  Roman  Catholic 
Prelates,  by  Roman  Catholic  laymen,  by 
Roman  Catholic  lawyers,  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic statesmen;  that  they  were  the  con- 
ditions on  which  they  entreated  and  prayed 
that  they  might  be  admitted  to  a  full  par- 
ticipation in  the  privileges  of  British  sub- 
jects, which  they  succeeded,  on  those  con- 
ditions, in  obtaining  in  1829.  And  they 
prayed,  moreover,  as  I  will  show,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  that  their  co-religionists 
should  not  be  allowed  to  sit  in  Parliament 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  take  one  of 
those  very  oaths  which  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Devon)  now  proposes  should 
be  abolished. 

I  will   mention    one   statement  of  my 
noble  Friend  which  rather  surprised  me. 

The  JSarl  of  Beihy 


He  says,  he  proposes  an  oath  which,  with 
some  slight  modification,  is  the  same  oath 
required  to  be  taken  by  Protestants? 
What  is  that  slight  modification  ?  Let  me 
remind  my  noble  Friend  that,  in  proposing 
that  slight  modification  he  is  proposing  no- 
thing new,  for  he  is  only  proposing  that 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  now  enjoy — 
exemption  from  taking  the  oath  of  supre- 
macy in  the  sense  of  conferring  ecclesias- 
tical or  spiritual  jurisdiction.  When  my 
noble  Friend  speaks  of  this  as  being  a 
slight  difi^erence,  he  must  be  aware  that 
that  slight  difference  is  just  that,  and  that 
alone,  which  for  years  before  1829,  pre- 
vented Roman  Catholics  from  aittuig  in 
Parliament. 

It  is  said,  why  not  have  one  oath  ?  My 
noble  Friend  has  suggested  why  we  should 
not  have  one  oath.  It  was  necessary  to 
introduce  that  slight  difference,  because, 
although  you  allow  Roman  Catholics,  from 
conscientious  motives,  to  decline  assenting 
to  that  proposition  of  ecclesiastical  juris- 
diction, you  are  not,  I  believe,  prepared  to 
say  that  Protestant  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment shall  not,  as  an  essential  condition 
imposed  by  the  Constitution,  be  called 
upon  to  declare  their  assent  to  that  doc' 
trine  of  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  as  in- 
dependent of  any  foreign  prince,  potentate, 
or  prelate  with  regard  to  all  matters  eccle- 
siastical and  spiritual,  as  well  as  in  tem- 
poral and  civil  jurisdiction.  I  could,  in- 
deed, understand  the  argument  if  it  were 
proposed  to  have  one  oath  ;  bnt  that  is 
not  proposed  here.  We  are  now  discnss- 
ing  what  shall  be  the  terms  of  an  altered 
oath  to  be  taken  by  Roman  Catholics,  and 
by  them  alone.  In  considering  this  oath 
of  supremacy,  it  is  rather  singular  to  find 
that  from  a  very  distant  period  of  time 
that  oath  of  supremacy — that  declaration 
of  the  independent  ecclesiastical  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Crown — was  an  oath  not  im- 
posed by  a  Protestant  Parliament.  It 
was  introduced  previous  to  the  Reforma- 
tion, and  was  taken  to  Henry  VIII.  at  a 
time  when  the  assertion  of  Protestant 
doctrines  would  have  led  to  awkward  con- 
sequences to  the  person  who  professed 
them.  But  long  after  that,  in  the  early 
part  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  oaUi 
was  taken  without  the  slightest  objeotioo 
by  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  alike. 
In  one  of  Lord  Plunket's  most  able  state- 
ments in  the  discussions  upon  the  qoestion 
of  Roman  Catholic  relief  he  made  use  of 
these  expressions— 
"  Bat  it  was  said  that  those  prinetpks  wW 
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ftltored  at  the  Reformation.    There  had  heen  no 
portion  of  the  volgar  history  of  this  country  more 
fidsified  than  that  of  the  Reformation.    The  very 
Aet  of  Snpremaoy,  enacted  by  Elizabeth,  demon- 
•irated  the  false  inferences  which  were  drawn 
from  that  great  epoch.    That  Act  was  passed 
with  the  Tiew  of  distinguishing  between  those 
Catholics  who  were  loy^    and  attached  to  the 
Throne  and   those  who  were    disloyal  and  dis- 
afRseted.     All  that  Elizabeth  required  was  the 
Hune  authority,  right,  and  rule  over  her  subjects 
M  was  possessed  by  her  predecessors.   She  would 
suffer  no  foreign  power  to  interfere  with  their 
concerns.    She  ayowed  no  desire  to  intermeddle 
with  her  subjects  in  point  of  conscience,  but  she 
exacted  those  oaths  as  the  tests  of  loyalty.    This 
aTowal    was   incorporated    in    the   6th  of  her 
reign,  and  was  made  the  law  of  the  land.     In  its 
Tery  recital   it   states,  *  Whereas  the  Queen  is 
otherwise  sufficiently  assured  of  the  loyalty  and 
good  disposition  of  the  barons  and  nobles,  be  it 
therefore  enacted  that  they  shall  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  this  Act.'    These  words, 
'otherwise   sufficiently  assured,'  were    evidence 
that  the  yery  measure  then  contemplated  was,  at 
the  time,  considered  as  an  extended  test  of  loy- 
alty.   It  was  notorious  that  Catholics  continued, 
after  that  Act,  to  sit  and  yote  in  Parliament." 


» 


That  sbowB  that  the  Act  was  not  directed 
agaiDst  Roman   Catholics  <fti  account  of 
their  religion,  but  as  a  precaution  against 
suspected  disloyalty.      And    this    is    the 
more  to  be  remarked  upon  because  Lord 
Plunket,  who  was  for  so  many  years  the 
leading    advocate   of    measures    for    the 
emancipation  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  in 
1821  proposed  the  introduction  of  certain 
words   relating   to  that  part  of  the   oath 
which  defines  the  Royal  power  in  matters 
ecclesiastical  and  cif il,  giving  explanations 
At   the    same    time,    of  the    oath   which 
was  imposed  by   the  Act    of    Elizabeth. 
[See  2   Hansard,   iv.  275.]     That    Bill 
proTided    a  form    of   oath    proposed  by 
a    leading  advocate  of    Roman     Catholic 
claims  in    1821,  in    which    he    not  only 
ealled  upon  them   to  renounce  the  prin- 
ciples   which    were     imputed     to    them, 
but  also  proposed  to  introduce  the  words 
which  are  now  objected  to — 1  do  not  say 
unnaturally  or  unreasonably  objected  to — 
by  my  noble  Friend,  and  to  take  the  oath 
of  supremacy  in  matters  of  ecclesiastical 
and  spiritual  jurisdiction  with  such  modi- 
fication and  explanation  as  was  expressed 
in  the  Act  of  Elizabeth.     At  the  time  of 
the  long  controversy  previous  to  the  re- 
moTal  of   the   Catholic  disabilities,  there 
were    certain    principles    laid   down   and 
agreed  to— sreat  fundamental  bases,  upon 
which  the  discussion  proceeded.     Certain 
imputations  were  thrown  out  against  the 
Roman    Catholics  —  I    believe    unjustly 


necessary  to  enter  a  protest  and  denial ; 
but,  as  1  have  said,  certain  principles  were 
laid    down  —  namely,    conditions    without 
which  none  of  their  supporters  would  have 
brought  the  question  forward :  that  the 
Protestant  supremacy  should  be  held  in- 
violate ;   that   the    Sovereign  should    be 
held  to  be  independent  of  the  power  of 
the  Pope  to  absolve  subjects  from  their 
allegiance ;    that  the   settlement  of  pro- 
perty   should   be   respected ;    and,  above 
all,  that   the  Established   Church  should 
be    maintained    as    an    integral    portion 
of  the    Constitution.      Those    were    not 
conditions  which  were  put  forth  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims — 
they  were  laid  down  by  the  advocates  and 
supporters  of  those  claims.     It  was  upon 
those  conditions   alone  —  on   the  cordial 
assent  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  those  pro- 
positions— that  they  asked  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  share  in  privileges  which  they 
admitted  it    to    be  otherwise    unsafe   to 
intrust  to  them.     There  were  also  various 
imputations    thrown  against  the  Roman 
Catholics,  such  as  that  it  was  a  doctrine  of 
Roman  Catholics  that  faith  need  not  be 
kept  with    heretics,  that  it   was  in  the 
power  of  the  Pope  to  absolve  them  from 
their  oath,  and  that  the  Pope  could  also 
absolve    subjects    from   their    allegiance. 
1  did  not  then  give  credit,  and  still  less 
now  do  I  give  credit,  to  those  imputations; 
but  I  must  be  permitted  to  remind  your 
Lordships  that  there  is  not  one  of  those  im- 
putations which  may  not  be  traced  to  some 
claim  which  has  been  put  forward  at  some 
time  or  the  other  by  the  Supreme  Pontiff^ 
and  which  may  not  be  found  vindicated  and 
defended  by  the  casuists  whose  opinions 
are  received  as  authority  by  the  Roman 
Catholics.      Surely,  my  Lords,  when  such 
claims  are  put  forward  by  one  exercising 
such  high  jurisdiction  as  the  Pope,  are  put 
forth  in  treatises  and  works  professing  to 
give  an   authoritative   exposition  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  faith,  it  cannot  be  con* 
sidered  too  much — it  was  not  considered 
too  much  by  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves—that they  should   be  called  upon 
to  repudiate  such  doctrines,  and  declare 
that  they  do  not  form  any  part  of  their 
religious  belief.      When    the   Relief  Act 
passed  in  1829,  there  were  certain  restric- 
tions imposed — respecting  which  I  will  say 
a  few  words  presently — but  they  were  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  Legislature  with 
universal  consent.    Those  restrictions  were 
not  harsh  measures  by  which  the  grace  of 


thrown  out — against  which  they  thought  it  a  great  act  of  conciliation  was  marred,  or 
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made  to  appe&r  u  though  it  htd  been  themieWeB.     H7  Lords,  this  is  to  impor- 

granted  bj   a  grndgiTig  Psrlianient  or  t  tsot  &  part  of  my  argument  that,  at  the 

reluctant  Ministrj,  but  thej  wore   prorl  risk  of  wearying  jour  LordshipB,  I  must 

•ions  wbich,  as  I   iiaTB  laid,  were  frnmeij  trouble  yon  to  listen  to  the  progreH  of 

bj  Roman  Catholics,  were  urged  by  them,  these  oaths,  the   manner   in  which    ihej 

and  irere  pressed  on  the  accepUincQof  th<  were  introduced,  the  entreaties  made  to 

Legislature  by  those  who  adrocsted  theii  be  permitted  to  take  them,  and  to  traee 

claims.     Recollect  what  were  the  circum-  the  question  down  from  as  early  a  period 

stances  under  which  that  great  measure  ol  as  1757  to  1829.     During   the    progren 

Relief  took  place.     It  had  been  a  mattei  of   the   ReToIation  it   is    needless  to  siy 

of  controrerey  among  most  distinguished  that  the  Romao  Catholio  mind  waa  deeply 

men   and   the   most   able    statesmen   foi  agitated,  and  that  at  that  time  the  Romsa 

many  years;  it  had  kept  the  rival  partiei  Catholics  ai  a  body  could  not  be  regarded 

aloof :  it  had  distracted  and  almost  pars'  as  loyal  to  the  Crown.     I  would  eren  go 

lyied  the  action  of  Glorernment  by  keeping  so  for  as  to  agree,  in  the  words  of  a  rerj 

Open  a  question  to  which  the  Oorernmenl  distinguished  and  eminent  person,  the  lite 

at  length  yielded,  not  because  they  thought  Dr.  Doyle,  who  said  — 

it   was  safe   or  because   it   was  free  from  .,,thi„fc  ,t  that  tin>.  the  connection  of  Ih. 

danger,  or  failed   to   feel   the  force  of  thf  Romin  Catholios  with  tho  Stuarti  wu  nwh  u 

objectionaagainst  it,  but  because,  dangerout  matifled,  aad  ersn   mads   it   aeeeaauj  Ibr,  tba 

as  they  felt  it  to  be,  they  saw  in  the  opposite  Engliah   Gowniraent  to  pus   soma   psul  U«t 

direction  dangers  still  grcstcr.     I  am  fs,  Sf^'mL  «r  t     .'' ":;'' "k'''' ""'"'^ r'^ "^ 

*                         .1   i.  .L    .                    a?  ■      .  ■      .■  '""^  cpfflcai  of  trgal.snd  perhspi  BTsn  from  the 

from  saymg  that  that  was  a  sufticienljoati.  oounoili  of  the  SoToreign ;  bat  I  think  that  Uw 

flcatton.      Tlie  part  which  Sir  Robert  Feel  neceMitr    which    eiiated,   and   which   osrlwnlr 

i  the  Duke   of  Wellington  had  to  tnke  would jnstirjr.perbapsdemuid  of,  theGoTsmmeiit 


was  one   of  great    difficulty,   and   the    de-  to  P«"cort.in-ro.trlctiYe  Imw.  »g»in«   the  R<- 

.:.;.,..   .»   _k:~l.    ,\,~,  \,^a    t„  ^^.^^   _..  .  nisn  Cnlholioi,  could  rot  jurtifj  thom  m  pounr 

OIBion   to   which   they  had   to  come   was  s  th.  verr  unn.tural  .ndhaihUwswhiohahZd3 

painful   one.      1,   who    heard  it,  shall   not  in  ihs  pensl  code." 

soon  forget  the  imprMsion  which  was  made  ^hus,  that  on.inent  Prelate  admitted  that 

jpon  my  mmd -hen  S.r  Robert  Peel  spoke  ij  ,„„id  ^^^  ^o  safe  for  the  Government 

"The  .harp  con™l.i™p.Bg,  of  agonising  pride,"  ""'   '°  "preaa   and   put  restrictions  upon 

_,        .     ,        ,   ,  .        ,,"  „    ,  .      ,  'ho  Roman  Catholica  as  a  body,  not  on  88- 

when  ho  found  h.mself  compelled  to  absn-  ,„„„^  „f  t^eir  reliainn,  but  on  account  of 

don  con*.ctmns  which  he  had  entertained  ,heir  widespread  disloyalty.      Ag.in  Dr. 

for  many  years,  and  at  the  prospect  of  t  ,e  q     ,,  ,„  ^^^^^  ;„  ti,'  weU-known  e.smi- 

dangers  which  he  saw  impending  in  the  n^tjon 

country,  and  which  had  been  sufficient  to 

OTercome  his  own  oonyictions  snd   hia  own        "  ^""'"'■*''  =•  '■'**  oon^aot  wm  hostile  to  tbs 

,     ,.  □    ,  I       J       -.    .  ■.       1  principle  of  tho  oonititution  of  England  and  oiTil 

feelingi.      But.  my  Lords,  it  is  quite  clear  iib«rtr,arejou  of  opinion  that  the,  were  in  thit 

that   the    unreforined    Parliament  of  that  dogne  juitiaable!" 

day — if  it    had  been  reformed,   I    hardly  Answer. 

know  that    it   would   have   been  brought       "I  do  think  thej  were  juriiSablo  i  nay.lhst  H 

about — waa  in  advance  of  the  opinions  of  «u  their   dutj  to  pau  reitriolive  laws  agvut 

the  country  in  its  treatment  of  tiie  Ronisn  the  Catholiot,  considering  the  political  priaciplai 

Gatliolics,  and  carried  that  measure  against  "^  ""  CWoUei  of  that  period," 

what   I   beliere  to  have  been  the  strong  Well,  towards  the  middle  of  the  eighteentli 

lense  of  danger  pervading  the  public  mind,  century    public    opinion    had   Tery    muck 

The  change    was   forced    by    Parliament  changed,   the  now  dynasty    had    become 

upon  a  reluctant  Ministry,  and  forced  in  established,  and  the  cause  of  the  StuarU 

torn  by  the  Ministry  upon  a  still  more  re-  was  felt  to  be  irrelrievnbly  lost.     The  set- 

Inetant  Sovereign  j  and  it  would  have  been  tlement  of  property  under  Charles  II.  hsd 

ineicusable  if  this  change  had  not  been  been  rec'ognizedj  and,  in  speaking  of  this 

modified  by  adding  to  it  every  safeguard  settlement,  we  do  not  refer  lo   the  sellle- 

and  provision  which  could  be  introduced  ment  so  far  ns  it  affected  the  general  right 

for  the  purpose  of  mitigating  the  danger  of  property  in  individuals,   but    we  refer 

which  they  foresaw,  and  which  was  per-  to  that  great  Act  of   Settlement  of  pto- 

eaived  to  an  even  greater  extent  by  the  perly  iolroduced  by  the  Duke  of  OrmonJ 

public  themaelves.     The  allerations  which  n  the  time  of  Glioilos  II.  for  the  purpose 

Were  made,  were,  I  repeat,  practically  made  )f  removing  (he  rcslrictions  introduced  in 

«t  the  inataoce  of  the  Roman  Catholics  :lie  time  of  Cromwell,  and  of  reatoring  (ha 
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titht  M«l  Mtatas  lo  tliosa    who  li»d  b»eii  Your  Lordshipa  must  forgive  mo  for  dwell* 

d«pri*«d   of  thMS.     In  1767  the  Roman  ing  on  thii  matter,  beoeuM  I  wish  to  show 

Cetbolica  framed  an  oath  which  prooeeded  jou  that  what  is  now  complained  of  was 

on  the  haaia  of  this  Aot  of  Settlement,  aud  recommended  during  a  series  of  jean  id 

it  waa  a  portion  of  that  oath  to  maintain  ererj  application  from  the  Roman  Gatholis 

and  uphold  the  aettlement  of  property  as  to  be  admitted  to  the  prifilege  of  the  fran- 

bj  law  oatabliahed  ;   and  this  is  remark-  ahi«e.     In  1792  a  petition  waa  presented 

able,  as  from  17fi7  to  the  preient  time  no  to  the  Irish  Parliament  from  the  Roman 

word  of    remonstrance  or  opposition  has  Catholics  of  Ireland  which  contained  the 

beenheard  on  tlieirpart.     In  I7S7  a  "de-  following: — 

elaration  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland"  was       "  withMgwdto  theoonititDtioDoftheCliiireli, 

framed  bj  an   Inah   Catholic   Bishop,   Dr.  we  t,n  indeed  JDTioUblr  attaohed  to  oar  own. 

O'Keeffe,  In  conjunction   with   Mr,  0 'Con-  Firet,  becaasB  we  boliaTo  it  to  be  truB ;  and  next, 

nor,  of    Belenasore,   Dr.   Curry,    and   Mr  *>«<»niia  beyond  belief  wo  know  that  iti  principlea 

Wyse,.of  Watirford  ;  and  those  are  the  ^,"„^.'"^h'!^  t  ^f'LS'J^J^^V^^  ^ 

'  ,  '  '  cituenii     out,  ai  we  nna  it  auurea  to  ua  mol- 

WOrdS  : —  TiduftllyalltbeuiefuleBdiof  religion, wasolemnlj 

"  W]»reM  oertalD  opinions  and  prinoiplea  inl-  »°<'  ooBwientiou-ly  dwlare  that  we  are  ntiaflsd 

Bueal  to  good  order  and  goTernment  hava  been  """'  "•"  Prewnt  condition  of  onr  eeeleiUstloal 

attribot4>dtoth8C«tholiM,theejiJ>tenoBofwbioh  ?"''•?■    ^'"'  »»ti>faotion  we  aoquieiMe  in  tb« 

we  uttmly  denj  ;  and  whereas  it  i»  at  thi«  lime  oitabluhmaat  of  the  National  Church  ;  weaeither 

paenliarlr  necesiary  to  remora  saoh  impotationi  "?"">  *'  '*•  poweuioni  nor  envj  its  dignities  ; 

and  to  giTB  (he  moat  fuU  and  ample  utia&otion  to  "^  are  ready  upon  tUi  point  to  give  CTOry  a*. 

ear  Protestant  brethren  that  we  hold  no  prin-  'nnnw  that  is  binding  upon  mao. 

«i[de  whatioeTer  inoompatihia  with  our  doty  as  In  1792  that  application  was  made  to  the 

lDe°oru.ubjeaU,or  repugnant  to  Hberty.  whe-  Jflgh  Parliament  ;  and  in  COnsequeuce,  in 

tber  political.  eiTiI,  or  religions.     Now  we,  the  i  •mo    .i_      d         _   n  .i_  i-  .  l-   ^ 

Catholics  of  I«Und,  for  the  ramoval  of  all  .nch  V^^'       ,    ^<""'"'  Catholics,  upon  taking 

impotacloDs,  and  la  deferenoe  to  the  opinions  of  these  oaths  and  making  these  declarationa, 

many  reipeeUbla  bodies  of  men  and  indiriduala  were  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 

amODg  oar  Protastant  brethren,  do  hereby,  and  elijge.       It    is    remarkable   that  SO  early  &■ 

fcrl''r,Sl°™i.rihirn,t7H;[i^Ll"'^?3'  "^^t*^'  ^"^^^  t''«  ^""^  Parliament  granted  to  Irish 

nre  uod,  mass  ten  our  deliborate  and  aolamii  „  n  .l   v       .i    .      i-  i     .,       n      ■■  < 

declaration.     It  hat  been  objerted  to  us  that  we  Rom^'^  Catholics  that  which   the   Boglllh 

wislttosabTerttbepresentChurohEstablishnieat  Parliament  never  granted  to  the  English 

lor  the  purpose  of  tubitiiuting  a  Church  Eitab-  Roman  Calholios  until  1 829.     I  come  DOir 

luhment  in  it.  stead.     Now,  we   do  hereby  dia-  to   a    petition    presented   to   the    Imperial 

claim,  disavow,  and  solemnlj  abjure  any  suoh  in-  p„,i,-  „,„„,  ■     i  odB    ».,J  T  a^A  .1™™_ 

tention  ;  and.  further,  that  if  we  ahall  be  admitted  ^"Imment  10  1808.  and  I  find  there- 
into any  share  of  the  constitution,  by  our  being        "Your  PBtitioaBr*  moat  solemnly  deelare  that 

tntored  to  the  right  of  the  elective  franehise,  we  they  do  not  seek  or  wish  in  any  way  to  ii^urs  or 

are  nady  In  the  moit  aolemn  mannor  to  declare  encroach  upon  the  rights,  privileges,  poaaasaloas, 

that  we  will  not  eseroiae  that  privilege  to  diaturb  O'  reTenoessppertaining  tothebiihopsand  clern 

and  weaken  the  eatabliahment  of  the  Protoatant  "f  the  Vroteatant  religion  as  by  law  establiahMl, 

fcligionorProtestantgovemiQeDtlathia  country."  o't*  the  churohei  oororoitted  to  their  charge,  or 
to  any  of  them  ;  the  extent  of  their  humble  suppli- 

Tfais  was  a   deolaratian  signed    by  Roman  cation  being  that  thay  be  gOTarned  by  the  aame 

Catholics,  and   prepared   by  a  Roman   Ca-  !»»".  and  rendered  capable  of  tlw  same  civil  and 

•L.>:     D'  I '.    '  J     I  iTAi  mtlilary  oBlcea,  frsnchiaea,  rewards,  and  honours, 

thotie  Bishop  ;  it  was  issued  also  in  1792  „  ,(,7  ^^^^j  ,^  ^^  -^^^  ^^   ^^ 

—the  ongmal  is  in  my  hand  and  lo  it  they  danomiMtioo."H:i  ^anjurrf,  li.  1B3.] 

diaavow   all  the  other opinioos  to  which  I  ,    ioin  .i.  -    ■■      j    •      ■■ 

L.  _  — r»— .J     __j  .k  -    .      .  In  1812  there  was  a  simi  ar  deolaration  ; 

have  referred  ;  and  they  ko  on  to  say —  j  ■     ■  di  q  ^    .,       .■_  .  .• 

^  "  ■'  and  in  I8I3  Qrattan,  the  moat  energetiOi 

"  We  do  hereby  solemnly  disclaim  and  for  ever  able,  and  eloquent  defender  of  the  righti 

nnonnee  all  interest  in  and  title  to  all  forfeited  ^f  (he   Roman  Catholics,   declared   in  the 

5^;Ti^«T/^'."f^.^"trH?^'ljl!i«  preamble  of  the  Act  which  he  introduced, 

OS  our  anoestors,  or  any  claim,  ticis,  or  interest  r. 


tberaln ;  nor  do  we  admit  any  title  as  a  foundation 


that— 


af  rights  which  is  not  eatabliafaed  and  acknow-  "  The  Protoatant  Episcopal  Charoh  of  England 
ladg^  by  the  law  of  the  realm  aa  thay  now  atand.  and  Ireland  waa  eatahllshnl  permanently  aad  In* 
Te  desire  Ibrtber,  that  whenever  the  patriotiim,  rioUbly,  and  that  it  would  lend  to  promota  the 
liberaUty,  and  jpstice  of  our  countrymen  shall  re-  interest  of  the  same,  and  to  strengthen  the  free 
■      •                 BDUal  part,  if  the 


a  parlioipation  in  the  aleotlva  fran-  oonatitution  of  whioh  it  IS    _    .    .         .      . 

ebise,  DO  Catholic  shall  be  permitted  lo  vote  at  liaqualiflcations  under  which  the  Soman  CathoUee 

any  eleolion  for  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  laboured  were  removed," 

iia«»l»  AiJlpmloiul;Uk..no.lhiod.(«id  [  „„,  ,„  ,,,,  ,        ^  „j,  ,,    Lonl 

to  tba  Dlmost  of  bis  power,  the  arrangement  of  t>i     i    :,■     i  cm    ■  •    r  .l  _  _•_ 

Kpert,  in  this  oonnt^M  established  ^  the  dit  Pj''>'>'et!iu  1821,  in  support  of  the  property 

Sit  Aeu  of  Attainder  and  SetUoiMnt."  "'  tue  Protettant  Chutoh,  in  which  he,  m* 
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of  the  most  able  and  eloqaent  8up]M)rter8 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  says — 

"  Could  I  beliere  that  the  measare  of  redress 
inToWed  consequences  of  injury  or  of  danger  to 
those  establishments,  dear  to  mj  heart  as  I  hold 
the  interest  of  my  Roman  Catholic  countrymen,  I 
■hould  abandon  their  long-asserted  claims  and 
range  myself  with  their  opponents.  But,  having 
the  most  entire  conviction  of  the  groundlessness 
of  the  apprehensions,  and  entertaining  a  sanguine 
hope  that  such  alarms  may  be  removed  from  the 
minds  of  those  who  are  sincere," 

and  80  on.  Again,  in  the  same  speech, 
Lord  Plunket  says — 

"On  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics  I  am 
bold  to  say  that  though  they  prefer  their  own  re- 
ligion to  ours,  yet  that  they  find  the  Protestant 
religion  established  by  law,  by  the  same  law  by 
which  their  own  lives,  liberties,  and  properties, 
along  with  those  of  all  the  other  subjects  of  this 
realm  are  secured ;  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  Pro- 
testant established  religion  of  England  was  in 
Ireland  established  at  the  Reformation,  confirmed 
at  the  Reformation,  and  perpetually  incorporated 
at  the  Union  ;  that  it  forms  a  part  of  the  fun- 
damental, unalterable  law  of  the  empire  ;  that 
he,  therefore,  prefers  a  Protestant  establishment 
and  an  unimpaired  state  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
establishment  and  a  subverted  one  ;  that  he  con- 
siders the  possessions  of  the  Protestant  clergy  as 
their  absolute  property,  secured  to  them  as  sac- 
redly as  the  private  possessions  of  any  individual 
are  secured  to  him :  that  he  abides  by  the  oath 
which  he  has  taken  to  maintain  that  Establish- 
ment, and  that,  so  far  from  consideriag  himself 
under  any  obligation  to  subvert  it,  he  holds  him- 
self obliged  by  the  most  solemn  ties  which  can 
bind  him  to  society  as  a  man,  a  citizen,  and  a 
Christian,  to  resist  all  attempts  at  its  overthrow 
from  whatever  quarter  they  may  proceed." — [See 
2  ffantard,  iv.  979.] 

This  18  the  langaage  of  the  authorized 
advocate  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  I 
shall  not  quote  a  word  from  any  of  the  op- 
ponents to  their  claims,  hut  from  their  own 
advocates,  who  state  their  own  convictions 
in  their  own  terms.  In  1825,  again, 
Archhishop  Murray,  a  most  excellent  and 
amiahle  prelate,  with  whom  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  having  held  personal  intercourse, 
and  whom  I  helieve  (o  have  heen  utterly 
incapable  of  deviating  from  his  pledged  and 
plighted  word — a  man  devoted  to  his  own 
religion,  but,  at  the  same  time,  scrupu- 
lously alive  to  the  claims  of  others,  was  ex- 
amined before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Some  of  the  questions  and 
answers  were  remarkable. 

"Have  you  any  reason  to  think  that,  in  the 
minds  of  any  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
there  exists  any  hope  or  any  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  temporal  possessions  of  the  Established 
Church  ? — Answer.  Not  the  least ;  there  is  no  wish 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  to  dis- 
turb the  present  Establishment,  or  to  partake  of 
any  part  of  the  wealth  it  enjoys.  Question. 
Nor  any  objection  to  give  the  most  full  and  entire 

The  Earl  of  Derhy 


assurance  on  that  subject,  by  any  dedaration  that 
may  be  required  of  them  f— Answer.  Not  in  the 
least." 

Again,  in  1826,  there  waa  a  document 
signed  by  thirty  Roman  Catholic  bishops, 
in  which  they 

"  declare  upon  oath  that  they  will  defend  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  the  settlement  and  arrange- 
ment of  property  in  the  country  as  established 
by  the  laws  now  in  being.  They  also  dischum, 
disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  intention  to 
subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment  for  the 
purpose  ot  substituting  a  Catholic  establishment 
in  its  stead.  And  further,  they  swear  they  will 
not  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  they  are,  or 
may  be  entitled,  to  disturb  and  weaken  the  Pro- 
testant religion  and  Protestant  government  m 
IreUnd." 

This  document  was  signed  by  thirty  Roman 
Catholic  bishops,  of  whom  one  only  is  now 
alive,  and  he  cannot  be  charged  with  the 
endeavour  to  disturb  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment— Archbishop  M'Hale — for,  bound 
by  his  own  declaration  and  by  the  aasurance 
which  he  gave,  he  has  persistently  refused 
to  join  an  Association  presided  over,  I  re- 
gret to  say,  by  another  prelate  of  his 
Church,  formed  for  the  express  purpose  of 
subverting  that  very  Protestant  Establish- 
ment which  other  Roman  Catholics,  at 
their  own  request,  are  bound  by  oath  not  to 
endeavour  to  overthrow  or  weaken.  Thii 
refusal,  I  think  is  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
Dr.  M'Hale,  particularly  when  we  bear  in 
mind  how  zealous  he  is  in  the  advocacy  of 
his  own  religion.  It  is  clear  that  he  muit 
feel  himself  bound  by  the  sense  which  be 
entertains  of  the  voluntary  engagement 
into  which  he  entered  to  refrain  from  co- 
operating with  a  brother  prelate  in  a  move- 
ment which  has  for  its  object  the  injury  of 
a  Church  to  which  he  as  much  as  any  one 
is  opposed.  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  the  evidence  upon  these  declara- 
tions further  than  that  which  waa  given  by 
Mr.  O'ConncU  and  Dr.  Slevin,  Professor 
of  Canon  Law  in  Maynooth.  They  de- 
clared that  there  could  not  be  a  shadow  of 
a  pretence  for  any  of  those  who  were  for- 
merly interested  in  forfeited  property  in 
Ireland  seeking  to  reclaim  it  and  to  reverse 
that  settlement  of  property.  In  a  speech 
of  Lord  Plunket's  in  1828— he  had  been 
admitted  a  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  in  the  previous  year — he  said — 

**K  1  could  agree  in  believing  that  we  can 
take  no  step  for  the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics 
into  Parliament  and  into  office  without  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  I,  who  have  supported  these  claims 
almost  from  the  first  moment  I  could  think, 
would  abandon  my  ancient  and  confirmed  opinions 
would  change  my  side  and  become  as  detcnnin^ 
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an  opponent  to  eonoeBsion  as  I  haTe  been  its  most 
anxioos  adyocate.  I  look  on  the  Protestant  Bstab- 
lishment  of  Ireland  as  a  fiindamental  principle  of 
our  Imperial  constitution.  I  take  it  to  have  been 
unalterabl/  settled  at  the  Union,  and  that  to  talk 
of  changing  the  Protestant  religion  of  Ireland 
without  shaking  the  Protestant  Establishment  of 
the  empire,  is  idle.  I  speak  no  new  language. 
....  On  these  grounds,  and  not  for  any 
ianoiful  and  theoretical  rensons  assigned  by  some 
writers  upon  this  subject,  I  never  for  a  moment 
would  consent  to  anything  which  should  endanger 
the  Protestant  Establishment.  I  further  feel  that 
the  Protestant  Establishment  of  Ireland  is  the 
Tery  cement  of  the  Union.  I  And  it  interwoven 
with  all  the  essential  relations  and  institutions  of 
the  two  kingdoms,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  ad- 
mitting that  if  it  were  destroyed  the  very  founda- 
tions of  public  security  would  be  shaken,  the  con- 
nection between  England  and  Ireland  dissolved, 
and  the  annihilation  of  private  property  must  fol- 
low the  ruin  of  the  property  of  the  Church." — 
!8  Hamard,  xix.  1260.] 
Such  is  the  declaration  of  one  of  the  most 
perseyeringy  able,  and  eloquent  supporters 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  with  respect 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment, which  the  oath  we  are  now  asked  to 
repeal  was  intended  to  protect  and  secure. 
It  would,  I  may  add,  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  memory  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  sup- 
pose that  he  introduced  this  oath  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  public  clamour, 
and  not  with  the  ponviction  that  it  would, 
to  a  certain  extent,  operate  as  a  restraint 
on  those  Roman  Catholics  who,  from  con- 
scientious motives  might  be  desirous  of 
disturbing  the  Roman  Catholic  church,  but 
would  be  pre?ented  from  doing  so  by  the 
obligations  of  the  oath. 

My  Lords,  having  said  thus  much  as  to 
tho  history  of  this  oath,  let  me  now  proceed 
to  analyse  the  oath  as  it  stands,  and 
follow  my  noble  Friend  who  has  read 
through  the  oath.  I  am  quite  ready 
to  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  so  far  ; 
I  am  quite  ready  to  assent  to  such  an 
•Iteration  as  shall  relieve  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  obligation  of  taking 
any  declaration  or  renouncing  any  doctrine 
or  principles  the  supposed  adherence  to 
which  they  would  consider  an  injurious  re- 
flection on  their  private  honour.  I  draw, 
however  the  widest  distinction  between  the 
several  grounds  on  which  the  abolition  of 
the  several  parts  of  the  oath  is  advocated. 
There  are  portions  of  the  oath — such,  for 
instance,  that  in  which  they  are  called  upon 
to  abjure  and  renounce  that  which,  if  they 
professed,  would  be  a  matter  of  moral  tur- 
pitude— although  these  were  inserted  with- 
out any  objection  from  former  generations 
of  Roman  CatholioSi  yet  if  it  grates  on 
the  feelings  of  my  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
eouDtrjmen  I  think  it.  unnecessary,  and  I 


agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  I  would 
not  hesitate  to  strike  out  this  portion  of 
the  oath.  There  is  another  part  of  the 
oath  which  my  noble  Friend  dwelt  upon — 
that  whereby  the  person  who  takes  the 
oath  declares  that  he  takes  it  without  any 
mental  reservation  or  equivocation  which, 
if  it  be  offensive  to  Roman  Catholics,  I 
would  sweep  away,  provided  it  can  be  done 
without  hazard  to  points  of  real  and  vital 
importance.  It  happens,  singularly  enough, 
that  this  oath  and  the  declaration  that  the 
Pope  has  no  power  to  absolve  are  taken 
by  no  less  a  functionary  than  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  though  no  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  entertained  a  contrary 
opinion,  I  never  heard  of  a  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant who  hesitated  to  declare  that  he  took 
the  oath  without  mental  reservation  or 
equivocation.  But,  again,  I  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  that  the  man  who  would 
equivocate  in  taking  the  oath  would  de- 
clare that  he  took  it  without  mental  reser- 
vation ;  therefore,  if  it  is  offensive  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  provided  I  can  see  that 
it  can  be  expunged  without  risk  to  obliga- 
tions of  more  vital  importance,  I  will  not 
hesitate  for  a  moment  to  agree  to  expunge 
it.  I  may  be  asked  if  you  are  willing  to 
dispense  with  a  considerable  portion  of  this 
oath  ?  Why  is  it  you  do  not  assent  to, 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  ?  Why  do 
you  leave  yourselves  open  to  misrepresen- 
tation and  misconstruction  ?  Why  do  you 
not  introduce  such  Amendments  as  you 
think  necessary,  expunging  that  which  you 
think  immaterial  and  retaining  that  which 
you  think  is  an  essential  portion  of  tho 
oath  ?  That  is  a  very  fair  question,  and  I 
will  give  it  a  fair  and  frank  answer.  In 
the  first  place,  that  very  proposition  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
by  the  House  of  Commons  rejected,  and  I 
think  the  occasions  are  very  rare  where 
your  Lordships  would  seek  to  call  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  to  affirm  an  Amend- 
ment which,  upon  full  deliberation  and  dis- 
cussion, they  have  already  rejected.  I  lay 
that  down  as  a  general  rule,  but  not  one 
without  exception.  I  was  so  anxious  to 
avoid  the  necessity  of  calling  upon  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  vote  which  might  by 
possibility  be  misconstrued  against  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill  that  I  addressed  my- 
self to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  said 
if  they  would  consent  to  lend  the  influence 
of  the  Government  to  retaining  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  restoring  to  the 
Bill  those  portions  of  the  oath  which  I 
conceived  to  be  important  and  essential,  I 
would,  for  my  part,  very  readily  abstain 
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from  offering  any  opposition  to  the  second  posed  to  rebeU  and  yet  you  call  upon  all 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  that  I  would  take  persons  to  take  it.  My  noble  Friend  in 
their  assurance  that  they  would  use  their  his  Amending  Bill  does  not  propose  to 
influence  to  bring  this  matter  to  a  satis-  exempt  Roman  Catholics  from  taking  that 
factory  conclusion.  And  I  repeat  now,  that  [  or  any  other  oath  which  Protestants  are 
if  the  Government,  on  full  consideration,  |  called  upon  to  take  ;  but»  he  says,  that  the 
think  that  such  an  arrangement  might  be  j  oath  is  ambignous,  and  he  stated  that  to 
advantageous  to  the  interests  of  religious  |  my  great  surprise.  He  says  different 
peace— might  be  satisfactory  to  the  Pro-  i  people  take  different  views  with  regard  to 
testants — might  remove  some  portion  of .  the  obligations  and  restrictions  under  which 
the  objections  of  the  Roman  Catholics — I   the  oath  places  them  ;  and  that  it  is  io 


am  ready  to  say  that  if  I  receive  that  as 
surance  to-night  I  will  even  now  abstain 
from  asking  your  Lordships  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.     But  if  I  am  told  by  the  Government 
that  they  cnnnot  assent  to  such  an  altera- 
tion, that  they  cannot  assent,  in  point  of 
fact,  to  tho  Bill  except  upon  the  condition 
that  it  docs  away   with  all   the  security 
provided  for   the    Established  Church  in 
Ireland  and  for  the  settlement  of  property 
in  that  country,  I  am  bound  to  take  the 
course  of  opposing  the  measure  as  a  whole. 
With  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  oath 
which  I  think  is  indispensable — and  I  do 
not  say  that  that  portion  which  refers  to 
the  settlement  of  property  is  at  this  day 
indispensable  ;    but  this  I  know — and   I 
shall  be  confirmed  by  many  noble  Lords 
connected  with  Ireland — that  there  exists 
in  the  minds  of  the  more  ignorant  of  the 
peasantry  and    lower  classes    in  Ireland, 
even  at  this  day,  a  belief  that  the  time  is 
to  come  when  estates  are  to  return  to  their 
former  owners  ;  that  maps  are  kept  of  for* 
feited   property,  in    the  hope  that  those 
they  call  the  rightful  owners  will  be  again 
put  into  possession.     That  is  a  wild  hope, 
I  admit,  and  one  that  could  enter  only  into 
no  imagination  less  sanguine  than  that  of 
an  ignorant  Irish  peasant ;  but,  if  they  see 
in  Parliament  a  Bill  for  expunging  from 
the  oath  that  part  which  has  reference  to 
the  settlement  of  property,  will  not  their 
ignorance  and  sanguine  temperament  lead 
them  to  be  encouraged  in  the  extravagant 
expectation  that  the  Protestant  party  and 
the  Imperial  Parliament  do  not  hold  to 
that  settlement  as  an  essential  part  of  the 
constitution  of  these  kingdoms  ? 

My  Lords,  I  have  heard  two  objections 
to  the  oath  as  it  at  present  stands ;  first, 
that  it  is  ambiguous,  and  second,  that  it  is 
not  binding  ;  or,  if  it  is  binding,  it  is  only 
binding  upon  scrupulous  and  conscientious 
minds,  and  not  upon  those  who  desire  an 
excuse  to  satisfy  their  consciences.  This 
latter  observation  applies   to  every  oath. 


the  judgment  of  many  men  a  prohibition  to 
Roman  Catholics  taking  any  part  in  the 
discussion  of  Church  questions.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  my  noble  Friend,  in  de- 
fence of  that  interpretation,  quote  a  pas- 
sage from  Sir  Robert  Peel,  which  appeared 
to  me  to  have  an  entirely  contrary  signi- 
ficance. He  says  that  Sir  Wilmot  Horton 
proposed  to  introduce  a  clause  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inserting  an  express  prohibition 
against  Roman  Catholics  dealing  with 
Church  questions.  What  was  Sir  Robert 
PeePs  answer  ?     He  said — 

"  I  propose  to  make  this  a  settlement  so  final 
and  so  complete  that  no  one  shall  be  entitled  to 
say  that  it  debars  him  from  his  public  liberty  and 
fetters  him  in  the  course  he  should  pursue,  except 
in  the  exception  expressly  laid  down  in  the  oath." 

Not  binding  ?  I  could  point  to  noble  Lords 
and  to  Members  of  the  other  House — I 
could  point  to  a  very  learned  Roman  Cs- 
tholic  Judge,  of  the  highest  character,  who 
declares  most  solemnly  that  so  long  as  that 
oath  remains  on  the  book,  he  should  hold 
himself  bound  by  the  strictest  religious  ties 
to  do  nothing  to  weaken  or  disturb  the 
Protestant  religion  or  the  Protestant  Go- 
vernment. Another  very  distinguished 
Roman  Catholic,  the  late  Mr.  Lucas,  said, 
that  he  would  as  soon  think  of  uttering 
blasphemy,  as  of  giving  a  vote  that  he  be- 
lieved to  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  Established  Church.  I  know  that  the 
same  principles  have  regulated  the  condact 
of  noble  Lords  in  this,  and  hon.  Gentle* 
men  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
When  you  speak  of  the  oath  being  ambi- 
guous, in  what  sense  can  it  be  ambiguous? 
The  person  who  takes  it  swears  that— 

"  I  will  never  exercise  any  privilege  to  whidi 
I  am  or  may  become  entitled  to  disturb  or  wsakea 
the  Protestant  religion  or  the  Protestant  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Does  that  swear  that  he  shall  not  legislate 
upon  Church  questions  ?  Not  in  the  least. 
If  in  his  inmost  conscience  be  believes  that 
the  measure  which  he  is  advocating  is  ooe 
not  for  the  injury  but  for  the  beneitof  the 


I  do  not  suppose  that  the  oath  of  allegi-   Established  Church,  he  is  as  completely  at 
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7}i^  JSifri  0/ J)^by 


\ 


Ym 


Soman  CMoUe 


(JiTVE  26,  1865) 


Oath  Bin. 


nh 


My  Protestant  Member.     Why,  I  myself 
broQglit  forward  some  years  ago  a  measure 
which  reduced  the  number  of  Bishops  in 
Ireland,  and  altered  the  distribution  of  the 
property  of  the  Church,  infinitely,   as   I 
think,  to  the  Church's  advantage.     Many 
Roman  Catholics  supported  that  Bill,  and 
they  supported  it,  belieTing  conscientiously 
and  honestly  that  it  was  not  a  measure  for 
the  weakening  or  disturbance,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  for  the  strengthening  and  sup- 
port of  the   Established  Church.     What 
motif  e  a  man  has  for  a  particular  voto  is 
known  only  to  Qod  and  his  own  conscience, 
and  no  one  can  judge  the  motives  from 
which  he  takes  a  particular  course  ;  but  it 
is,  I  apprehend,  as  clear  as  day  that  a  Ro- 
man  Catholic  Member  is  precluded  from 
giving  any  vote  which  in  his  inmost  con- 
science he  believes  will   be   injurious,  or 
which  he  intends  and  designs  should  be 
injurious  to  the  Protestant  Establishment 
or  the  Protestant  Government.    Therefore, 
in  opposition  to  my  noble  Friend,  that  this 
oath  is  no  real  security  to  the  Establisiicd 
Church,    I    hold   that  it  is  to    a  certain 
extent  a  security  to  that  Church.     It  is  a 
recognition  by  Parliament  of  the  inviolabi- 
lity of  that  Church  as  a  portion  of  the 
Constitution  ;  it  is  binding  upon  honour- 
able minds,  and  other  minds  we  cannot  ex- 
pect to  bind  by  any  oath.     It  is  not  ambi- 
guous if  men  will  look  at  it  clearly  in  the 
light  of  those  who  framed  it  and  imposed 
it.     I  believe  it  has  acted  as  a  protection 
to  the  Established  Church,  and  I  believe 
still  further  that  its  removal  would  be  a 
serious  injury  and  a  heavy  blow  to  that 
Church,  and  that  it  would  indicate  a  dis- 
poaition  on  the  part  of  Parliament,  which, 
however  it  may  be  professed,  even  in  high 
quarters,  I  trust  will  not  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  your  Lordships  or  of  the   other 
House  of  Parliament. 

My  Lords,  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
elsewhere  an  hen.  Gentleman  used  an  ex- 
pression which  was  eertainly  more  forcible 
than  elegant.  He  said  that  "  the  object 
•f  this  Bill  is  to  unmussle  the  senators." 
Unmuxzle  them  for  what  purpose  ?  In 
dealing  with  the  former  part  of  the  oath 
they  say  that  it  is  not  only  unnecessary, 
but  injurious,  because  it  calls  upon  them  to 
repudiate,  in  words,  doctrines  which  they 
never  desire  to  sustain  ;  but  when  you  come 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  oath  which  deals 
only  with  a  malum  prohibitum,  and  not  a 
wuUum  in  ie,  the  only  bar  to  which  is  a 
legislative  prohibition,  but  yet  one  which 
we  Protestants  and  which  the  people  of 
thii  country  maintain  to  be  an  important 


principle,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  steadily 
adhered  to  and  guarded  by  every  safeguard 
which  the  law  can  throw  around  it— when 
you  come  to  that,  what  is  the  argument  ? 
Not  that  "  we  have  not  the  least  intention 
of  doing  that  which  you  propose  to  pro- 
hibit." No,  it  is  **  because  we  desire  to 
do  the  very  thing  which  you  wish  to  pro- 
hibit— unmuzzle  us."  ''Unmuzzle  us," 
says  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  lately 
been  returned  for  an  Irish  county  by  the 
influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
— "  unmuzzle  us  ;"  and  why  !  Because 
we  are  harmless  ?  No.  "  Because  we 
want  to  bite?'*  If  a  man  comes  to  me 
with  a  dog  with  a  muzzle  on  and  says, 
"  Take  the  muzzle  off  this  poor  creature  ; 
he  will  do  us  no  harm,  ho  is  quite  harmless, 
and,  besides,  the  muzzle  is  half-rotten  and 
affords  no  great  protection,"  I  understand 
him  i  but  if  he  says,  **  This  is  a  most 
vicious  animal,  and  nothing  prevents  his 
pulling  you  and  me  to  pieces  except  the 
muzzle  which  is  put  round  his  nose,  and 
therefore  I  want  you  to  take  it  off,"  I  am 
inclined  to  say,  "  I  am  very  much  obliged 
to  you,  but  I  had  rather  keep  the  muzzle 
on.'*  The  very  argument  which  is  made 
use  of  to  induce  us  to  take  the  muzzle  off 
is  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  ingenious 
contention  of  my  noble  Friend  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  restraint  is  perfectly  In- 
efficacious; that  it  is  only  a  vexatious 
impediment,  and  not  one  which  affords  any 
real  protection. 

I  feel  deep  regret  at  having  detained 
your  Lordships  so  long,  but  I  wish  to  place 
distinctly  before  you  and  the  country  the 
position  in  which  I  stand,  and  in  which  I 
desire  to  stand.  For  forty-three  years  I 
have  been  anxious  to  extend  the  fullest 
amount  of  civil  and  religious  liberty  to  all 
my  fellow-countrymen.  I  have  invariably 
supported  every  claim  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  which  I  did  not  conceive  to  be 
injurious  to  or  destructive  of  that  Church 
of  which  I  am  an  attached  member.  I 
believe  that  the  removal  of  restrictions 
which  do  not  really  impose  any  burden  or 
any  hardship  upon  the  Roman  Catholics, 
who  have  obtained  their  present  position 
in  virtue  of  taking  that  oath,  will  he  worse 
than  useless,  and  will  open  the  door  to 
serious  attacks  upon  the  Protestant  Church 
of  Ireland.  Is  this  the  proper  moment  to 
select  for  taking  off  any  of  those  restric- 
tions which  form  the  safeguards,  however 
slight,  for  the  security  of  the  Protestant 
religion  ?  Can  we  say  that  there  is  no 
desire  at  the  present  time  on  the  part  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to 
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Bnbveri  mi  dmtroj  the  Bocaritiea  for  the  alone  I  conld  confer   the  boon  I  BhonM 

EttabliBhed  Church  in  th&t  couotrjr  ?  Cttn  desire  upon  ihe  Roman  Calholiea,  I  •hoold 

we  saj  so  in  the  faceof  the  atatemenls  put  have  no  aliornative  bnt  to  atand  bj  that 

forth  in  reference  to  the  approaching  elec-  Church  which  I  have  supported  from  the 

tion — that  Members  will  be  returned  for  earliest  period  I  could  think,  and  which  I 

the    especial    object    of    subterting    that  am  not  likelj  to  abandon  for  an;  faneifol 

Church  ?     la   this  the   moment    to  relax  advantages    at  the  time  nhen  I  am  ap- 

our  Tigilance  when,  from  persona  as  high  proachiog  the  confinea  of  the  grare. 
in  aothoritjaaa  Minister  of  the  Crown.        Amendment  mOTed.toleaTe  out  ("now") 

the  Church  of  Ireland  is  held  forth  as  an  »„<]  i„aert  ("this  Day  Three  Montha.")- 

object  not  for  immediate  asaault,  bnt  for  (TKe  Earl  of  Derbv  ) 
..»«ll  .1  no  di.l.»l  d.t.  ,  .-a.  .ilh  th.t        J,        RDssBLL.  m,  Lord,,   I  tUok 

knowledge  and   conTiotion,    arc  jou  pre-  ..  ..  -'     ,       '.  ,, 

p.t.d  no.  now  10  000,0  10  i  Tolo  th.t  Ih.l  ^  T"    '°'"  ™;«—"I    '"'"'"  "?'''■ 

blioroh  bo  d..l,ojed  onJ  o.ot.h.lm.d.  for  ^"' "'','' ";",  '"'  "K'""  ^'^ .Y  " 

Iho.  .o.H  bo  ibo  1,000,1  ooono,   but  lo  B"ly    '»  '•"  ".  "}••>  ■'!'';,  ."■■'J'  ?P; 

,  v       -.1  1     -.1.   .1.  posed  the  second  rcadine  of  ihia  Bi  1  with 

take  with  your  eves  open,  and  with  those  '^         ...  ..id  n  .,  i- 

.    ,       -    ■'        J     .  I  no  prejudice  against  the  Roman  Calhoic 

declarations  made  to  jou,  moaaurea  rela-  ,    ,'     ■',   ,  ,,    .*..  .     -., 

I-      1     D  _       n  .1.  1'         L'  u      'i>  body,  and  that  it  was  not  with  anv  enmilj 

tiTe  to  Roman  Catholics  which  will  pave  ,     ■",       ,.  -       t     i      ..    .  l  i' 

11,0  ..J  fo,-  Iho  c..t«n,pl.l.d  .lUck,  .nJ  '»""'''  "H'""' '" -don  U„l  ho  .ppre-ob- 

lo...  Ih.  -.11.  ot  lb.  torlrou  .b,olnt.lj  "d  1  ,■■  8~™  qno-l.on.     I  .gn»  .,lb  tb. 

.nd.fendod.nd  opon  to  ibo  fir.t  ....nil  ooH"  E"' ibol  ,t ,.  no  hgbt  moUe,  to  » 

n,*io  .B.in.t  it  !     If  tbi.  mn.oro  ...  to  "1*."  ""'  "om.n  C.ibo  ,o  ,n..t,oo  bj  pn,- 

b..o  boon  bioogbt  forw.rf  .t  .11,  it  .bonld  P"""*  .'"  "l'"'"""  '"  "'"  ''°"'"  ."■"'"''• 

k...  v^n,.  k>.,,.~i.t  f»       _j    c.„  oath  afler  its  sett  ement   thirtv-sii  jesre 
baTC  been  brought  forward  after  serious  in-  ,         .  .  i  ■  l      i    u 

T0.tig.tionofthe.7gonent.bjwbiobtli.r.-  '81    ""dor   onjoin.t.nc..    .l„=b    .hodd 

.triotion.  .TO  .npportod  .1  tb«  time  of  lb.  ?'      Jo«r  Lord.b.p.  r.a«;t  ..noB.l,  I.. 

p«.ing  of  lb.  Roi„n  C.tholio  Eoliof  Bill ,  <'"  J"  '"T  "'•  "'.''  "■"  "»I»"'«I-  ««, 

it.booldb...b..nbrongl.Hor».rd.ilbtb.  '""  do.,   lb.  ,o..t,on  now  000,0  b.f.n 

foil  .trengtb  ond  .otborilv  of  lb.  Got.™-  1°"  J"""'?'  '     *  "■"'.  >n9oenti.l  «■ 

nam,  .bo  ibonld  not  h...  ,boll.r.d  tb.m-  '!°»  "[  ""  "•"•"  F'"""''."  '"^J  '"JT 

»1...,  ..  tb.j  b.TO  dono  on  tbo  pr...nl  ""  '}••  '•'•.""o"  of  o.rt.in  p.rl.  of  d« 

oocion,  ondor  tbo  .ing  ot  .  Mgblj  ro-  ""  "  '  «™"""  *?  Ron,..  G.J.b». 

•pooLblo,  but  .till  pri,.t.  bnt  nnimpoitanl  ^bo  noblo  E.r  «,d,  tb.t  bnt  fo.  Ro.» 

iSdi.idn.l.     Tho    Hiol,t.r,    .booli  b.,0  C.lhobo, oo»pl.,n.d  of  tbo  bnrd.n  ,o.po«d 

000,0  fotw.rd  in  .npporlof  tbo  mn.or.  "P™  tb.n,  b,  tb.  o.tb  ;  but.  on  tbo  •«■ 

.ilb  tbo  .olborilj  of  tbo  Cro.o  .od  ot  '"'J-  ''»';"•  "■"  ""  8™"  '^'  ""f" 

tb.  Go.omniont,    .nd  tbere  .bonld   b.YO  Rom.n  C.tbobc.  objMt  lo  il.  ..  tboM  .b. 

boon  .olo.r  .t.tonoot  ot  ib.ir  inl.nlion.  ""'  no'  oompell.d  to  1.1,0   ,t  tb.mMlm 

•od  objool.,     Tb.j  onght  not  to  b..o  .1-  'JOP""",""  ""1;  lk«"  "J".""  oompdW 

lo.ed  Ibi.  qo..tion  10  b.TO  bo.n  tbro.n  to  t.ko  .1,  .nd  Ib.j  regorf  ,1  ..  lb.  gmt 

opon  tbo  Hou..in  lb.  loo..  ...   it  b.,  »?'''  o'/ntoriont.  .b,ob  .ll.obo.  lo  tbm 

boon,  b..iil,  .nd  inoon.id.r.tol,,  .bon  tbo  "'.'K™  '"  """  J°"""J;     '>"«  "•  •T"^ 

poblio  o,i..d   i.  .boot  to  bo  ...il.d  b,  .  okjool'oi"  to  lb.  .ord.  of  lb.  0.1b.     I 

geo.rol  oloclion.     Iflooold  b...  r.li.i.d  "'"  "?"  "nodo  to   Iho.o  portion,  lo  tb. 

tbo  Rooi.n  C.lboi:.,  from  th.l  .bid,  tbo,  ollo"l>on  of  .b.ob  tbo  noblo  E.rl  bu  >o 

feel  dogroding  .nd  b.r.b.  I   .boold  b...  """'''j  ."foo^.     O^'t^'  "'  *•  »". 

oolj  boon  too  gl.d  to  1,...  joiood  in  ...op.  tb.  ooi,..,oo  ot  .b.ob  bo  doo.  not  objM 

ing  a.BT  lb.t  wbich  i.  .onsidered  .oper-  '"■  '*  *    «  .    .       ,    ,.    ,     ^.      .^ 

«n.o.    .od    of.n.i,o,    if    Hor    M.j..^/.  .,;LXl",=.ro'o.r.1,SSM:SS 

GOTCinment  would  have   permitted    me  to  bj  tho  Pope,  or  my  .ulhoritjof  the  S^of  bin*, 

do  so  ;  but  thej  snj,  "  No,   you  shall  not  m>]>  bo  deposed  or  murdered  bj  their  sobjul^  w 

strike  out  this  part  of  the  oalh.  unless  jou  bj  hdj pertoa  whMUoeT«r.'—l2 Haiuard,a.m-] 

conecDt  to  strike  out  that  part  of  tho  oath  Now,  the  noble  Earl  is  not  desirona  of  in- 

which  WOB  intended  to  be  a  safeguard  to  posing  that  part  of  the  oath  upon  the  Rocata 

tho  Established  Cburch,"  and  the  removul  Catholics,  bccauee  he  does  not  regard  On 

of  which  would  agitate  the  Protestant  mind  principles  abjured  aa  forming  a  portion  of 

of  the  country,  and  would  encourage  the  their  belief.      Another  part  of   the  oith 

Roman   Catholics  to  commit  assaults  upon  which  is  a  matter  of  offence,  and  whicii 

the  Church  wbich  appears  to  bo  about  to  the  noble   Earl  would  alao  not  object  lo 

be  abandoned.     If  upon  theae  conditions  Bee  omitted,  ia  that  part  whidi  tma  10 
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the  '' mental  retenratioD.''  But  when  the 
noble  Barl  says  he  coiDmnnieated  to  the 
C^OTernment  his    readiness  to  part    with 
these  words  of  the  oath,  it  appears  to  me 
that  he  takes   away  one  of  the    great 
objections  to  the  Bill;  it  appears  to   me 
that  the  chief  objection   to  making  any 
alteration  in  the  oath  must  be  that  the 
matter  has  been  settled  years  ago  by  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  with  the  consent  of 
all  parties — and  that  settlement  ought  not 
to  be  disturbed.     But  surely,  if  once  you 
eonsent  to  make  any  alteration  in  the  oath, 
yon   should  remoye  all  parts  of  it  which 
are  regarded  by  Roman  Catholics  as  pecu- 
liarly offensiye  in  these  times,  and  which 
really  form  in   their  minds  a  substantial 
grieTance.     My  objections  to  the  parts  of 
the  oath  which  the  noble  Earl  wishes  to 
retain  are  that  they  are  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Relief  Act,  and  that  they  are 
in  direct  contradiction  to  the  spirit  of  the 
present  age  ;  and,  finally,  that  they  form 
no  security  whatever    for  the  Protestant 
Church.     It  was  urged  by  the  noble  Earl 
that  we  ought  not  to  make  this  concession, 
because  the  oath  formed  part  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  compact  under  which  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  permitted  to  enter 
Parliament ;    but  I  deny  altogether  that 
any  such  compact  exists.    During  the  long 
eon  test  which  preceded  the  Relief  Act  of 
1829,  Grattan,  Plunket,  and  others,  with 
the  Tiew  of  obtaining  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament and   removing   the  jealousies   of 
Protestants,  offered  various  securities — the 
noble  Earl  has  referred  to  the  securities 
offered  in  1757  and  1793~but  they  did 
not  obtain  the  assent  of  Parliament.     At 
the  end  of  the  long  Parliamentary  contest, 
when  it  came  to  be  a  question  between  Earl 
Grey  on  the  one  part  and  Mr.  Canning  on 
the  other,  Earl  Grey,  that  most  illustrious 
defender  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  this 
country,  said  to  Mr.  Canning — 

**  You  aik  me  for  security ;   show  me  your 
danger,  and  I  will  show  you  xny  security." 
Mr.  Canning  said — 

"  I  am  reproached  and  taunted  with  not  going 
on  demanding  security,  as  in  former  years  ;  but  I 
don't  think  there  is  any  necessity  for  exacting  any 
such  aeeurity,  and  all  former  proposals  for  secu- 
rity have  been  rejected.  The  principle  to  bo  acted 
mm  is  that  there  should  be  mutual  concession." 
This  was  the  spirit  in  which  both  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  and  Sir  Robert  Peel 
regarded  the  question  when  they  proposed 
the  great  measure  of  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion in  1829.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  speech,  said — 
•  **  There  appears  to  me  numerous  and  cogent  oh- 
jeetioni  to  this  proposal.  In  the  first  pUce,  it  is 
(fauigeroos  to  establish  the  preoedent  of  limiting 


by  law  the  discretion  by  which  the  duties  and 
functions  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  are  to  be 
exercised.  In  the  second,  it  is  difficult  to  define 
beforehand  what  are  the  questions  which  affect 
the  interests  of  the  Church  ;  thirdly,  by  excluding 
the  Roman  Catholic  from  giving  his  individual 
vote,  you  do  little  to  diminish  his  real  influence 
I  if  you  leave  him  the  power  of  speaking,  of  bias- 
ing the  judgment  of  others  on  the  question  on 
which  he  is  not  himself  to  vote ;  and  if  by  a  jea- 
lous and  distrusting,  but  ineffectual,  precaution 
you  tempt  him  to  exercise  to  your  prejudice  the 
remaining  power  of  which  you  cannot,  or  do  not, 
propose  to  deprive  him.*' — [2  Baruard,  xz.  758.] 

That  is  what  you  do  at  this  moment  by 
depriving  the  Roman  Catholic  of  an  equal 
position  with  the  Protestant.  The  noble 
Earl  states  that  if  you  take  away  this  se- 
curity from  the  oath  you  enable  the  Roman 
Catholic  to  say  that  he  is  free,  if  he  thinks 
proper,  to  endeavour  to  subvert  the  Church 
Establishment,  and  you  then  let  in  a  flood 
of  danger  upon  that  Church.  But  the 
noble  Earl  forgets — and  it  is  the  gist  and 
point  of  this  whole  complaint — that  that 
right  which  you  tell  the  Roman  Catholic 
he  is  not  to  exercise,  and  that  right  of 
which  he  is  to  be  deprived,  you  freely 
allow  to  the  Protestant.  Protestants  may 
belong  to  Liberation  Societies;  they  may 
say  they  think  that  an  Established  Church 
is  altogether  wrong  ;  that  it  is  an  injury 
to  religion  to  have  any  State  endowments. 
And,  therefore,  you  give  to  the  Protestant 
that  very  power  which  you  attempt  by  this 
oath  to  withhold  from  the  Roman  Catholic. 
What  is  the  consequence  of  that  ?  Why, 
the  very  consequence  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  points  out.  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land, moved  by  several  reasons,  and,  per- 
haps, by  the  notion  that  this  oath  might 
prevent  Members  of  their  own  faith  from 
voting  to  take  away  the  revenues  of  the 
Established  Church,  have  elected  Protes- 
tants who  can  use  this  very  power,  and 
who  come  forward  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  declare  that  their  object  is  to 
subvert  the  Church  Establishment,  and 
deprive  it  of  its  revenues.  There  is,  then, 
this  inconsistency,  that  you  allow  to  Pro- 
testants that  which  you  say  must  not  be 
allowed  to  Roman  Catholics.  Then  Sir 
Robert  Peel  says — 

"  I  believe  there  is  more  of  real  security  in 
confidence  than  in  avowed  mistrust  and  suspicion 
unacompanied  by  eflbctual  guards.  For  these 
reasons  I  am  unwilling  to  deprive  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  either  House  of  Parliament 
of  any  privilege  of  free  discussion  and  free  exer- 
cise of  judgment  which  belongs  to  other  Members 
of  the  Legislature." 

Yet,  by  the  words  of  this  oath,  according 
to  what  may  be  its  right  interpretation, 
yon  do  deprive  the  Roman  Catholic  of  the 
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a  concessioD  to  civil  and  religious  liberty  ; 
for  he  did  believe  that  those  words  now  pro- 
posed to  be  omitted  had  been  put  into  the 
oath  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  accepted  by 
the  country,  reluctant  to  see  the  Emanci- 
pation Act  passed,  as  a  specific  security  for 
the  Irish  Churcli.  Whetlier  it  was  neces- 
sary to  introduce  them  at  first  was  another 
question  ;  but  he  believed  Parliament  could 
not  now  remove  them  without  indirectly 
and  by  a  side  wind  giving  a  very  consider- 
able impulse  to  the  attempts  to  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.  And  for  what  purpose  ? 
Because  the  words  did  not  give  a  perfect 
security,  did  they  afibrd  no  security  at  all  ? 
Why  do  we  not  dismiss  our  police  because 
they  do  not  entirely  prevent  robberies  and 
outrages  ?  No  single  security  was  perfect ; 
but  a  multiplication  of  them  might  afiord  a 
perfect  security.  The  oath  of  allegiance  did 
not  protect  the  Sovereign  from  conspiracy  ; 
but  would  any  one  tell  him  that  putting 
the  oath  of  allegiance  on  the  statute-book 
and  into  the  mouth  of  every  subject  did 
not  contribute  very  materially  to  the  secu- 
rity of  Her  Majesty  ?  Therefore,  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  have  this  -  oath 
existing  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  without 
at  the  same  time  having  a  declaration  on 
the  statute-book  that,  at  present,  at  all 
events,  Parliament  was  not  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland.  He  agreed  with  what  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  said  as  to  the 
expressions  in  the  oath  which  were  really 
offensive  to  Roman  Catholics  ;  and,  there- 
fore, though  unwilling  to  disturb  the  settle- 
ment of  1829,  he  would  go  as  far  as  to 
remove  them,  on  the  ground  that  they 
constituted  a  grievance.  Bnt  was  there  a 
grievance  in  the  declaration  that  they 
would  not  destroy  the  Protestant  Church  ? 
This  was  the  very  thing  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  wanted  to  prevent  them  from  doing. 
In  the  offensive  passages  doctrines  were 
imputed  to  them  which  they  repudiated  ; 
but  in  the  declaration  relating  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church  no  opinion  was  imputed 
to  them  which  they  did  not  hold.  They 
did  not  recoil  from  the  charge  that  it  was 
their  wish  to  destroy  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.  Not  at  all.  At  their  public 
meetings  and  in  their  organs  they  said,  "We 
shall  destroy  the  Established  Church." 
The  question,  therefore,  was,  would  their 
Lordships  say,  '•  You  may,"  when  the 
Roman  Catholics  said,  '*  We  shall  ?"  If 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  was  to 
be  destroyed,  let  it  be  by  the  votes  of 
Protestants  nml  not  by  those  of  Roman 
C^tbolicB,     Parliament  ought  to  be  very 
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slow  in  touching  Bettlements.  No  doubt* 
no  Act  of  Parliament  could  bind  for  all 
time.  The  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland 
could  not  so  bind  ;  but  Scotland  would 
have  felt  very  much  aggrieved  if,  within 
thirty -five  years  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  Parliament  had  done  any- 
thing to  touch  the  conditions  on  which  the 
Scotch  people  had  assented  to  that  Act.  If 
a  grievance  could  be  shown,  he  would  con- 
sent to  touch  the  settlement ;  but  there 
was  no  grievance. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  It  is  a  fetter.  The 
Roman  Catholics  are  told  they  commit 
perjury  if  they  take  a  particular  course  of 
action  in  Parliament. 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY:  No  doubt 
it  is  a  fetter — it  was  intended  as  a  fetter ; 
and  if,  because  the  fetter  galled  now  Par- 
liament consented  to  remove  it,  its  doing 
so  would  be  tantamount  to  a  declaration 
that  every  security  given  at  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  might  be  thrown  to  the  winds  ai 
soon  as  the  object  of  the  moment  had  been 
achieved.  Let  the  Protestant  members  of 
the  Legislature  discuss  the  position  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  without  the  aid  of 
Roman  Catholics,  and  if  they  should  arriTO 
at  the  conclusion  that  it  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished, then  let  them  remove  this  oath ; 
but  let  them  not  prejudge  the  question  by 
first  removing  what  was  intended  to  be  s 
protection  to  the  Protestant  Church.  With 
these  views  he  was  sorry  he  must  object  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  being  of 
opinion  that  it  was  a  step  in  a  direction 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  go,  and  not 
finding  any  statement  of  grievance  suffi- 
cient to  induce  him  to  incur  any  risk. 

Earl  GREY:  My  Lords,  I  have  heard 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  with  great  regret,  because 
I  could  not  have  believed  he   would  vote 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill; 
and   the  grounds  on  which  he  has  based 
his  opposition  to  the  measure  have,  if  pos- 
sible,   increased  that  regret.      My  noble 
Friend  resists  this  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
its  principles  and  tendency  are  to  remoTe 
what  he  thinks  is  a  security  for  the  main- 
tenance  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land.    Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  prepared  to 
argue   that   the   continuance  of  the  oath 
now   imposed  on   Roman   Catholics  wbea 
they  take  their  seats  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,  far  from  being  useful  to  tbe 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church  in 
that  country,  is  injurious  to  the  cause.  In 
the  first  place,  allow  me  to  remark  thst  it 
most  the  only  effect  which  the  oath  can  bsvo 
is  to  prevent  Roman  Catholic  Membm 
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of  either  Home  from  Toting  on  measures 
affeeting  the  Established  Church.  But 
it  may  be  doubted  whether  the  oath  was 
originally  intended  to  hare  this  effect,  and 
eiperience  proTOS  that  it  has  not  been  so 
uiderstood.  Only  a  few  years  after  this 
oath  was  imposed  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  brought  in  a  Bill  in 
the  House  of  CommonSi  sweeping  away 
altogether  the  right  of  Tostry  cess  in  Ire- 
knd,  and  making  considerable  reductions 
in  the  property  of  the  Established  Church. 
No  doubt  the  noble  Earl's  motive  was 
thereby  to  give  greater  security  to  the 
Establishment  in  Ireland ;  but,  for  this 
purpose,  it  made  a  considerable  sacriGce  of 
the  property  to  which  the  Church  was  then 
entitled.  Yet  it  never  entered  into  the 
noble  Earl's  head  that  Catholic  Members 
were  debarred  by  their  oath  from  voting 
for  that  Bill.  A  few  years  after  that  a 
elanae  was  proposed  in  the  Irish  Tithe 
Bill,  which  was  known  as  the  Appro- 
priation Clause  ;  and,  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple that  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
had  been  considered  entitled  to  support 
the  noble  Earl's  Bill,  they  were  regarded 
as  having  a  right  to  support  that  clause 
also.  Although  there  might  be  some  few 
exceptions,  as  a  body  they  certainly  con- 
sidered themselves  entitled  to  do  so.  Look- 
ing at  the  principle  on  which  both  these 
Bills  were  founded,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
noble  Earl  can  suppose  that  Catholic  Mem- 
bers who  voted  for  them  might  not,  in 
like  manner,  vote  for  any  measure  which 
may  hereafter  be  proposed  for  carrying 
the  same  principle  farther,  and  altering 
the  existing  arrangement  of  Church  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  by  transferring  a  portion 
of  it  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  And  1  think 
the  oath  admits  of  a  construction  which  is 
plausible,  at  all  events,  and  which  would 
folly  justify  such  a  vote.  It  may  be  argued 
that  the  oath  as  it  stands  was  intended 
to  bind  those  who  take  their  seats  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  to  abstain  from  any 
attempt  to  subvert  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment while  it  is  established  by  law; 
not  to  fetter  the  discretion  of  Members 
of  the  Legislature  as  to  supporting  such 
measures  for  the  alteration  of  the  law  as 
may  be  brought  before  them.  In  favour 
of  this  construction  it  may  be  urged  that 
DO  Legislature  has  a  right  to  bind  suc- 
ceeding Leffislatures — so  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1829  had  no  right  to  bind  the 
Parliament  of  Ib65,  and  the  oath  it  im- 
poaed  ought  to  be  understood  in  a  sense 
oooaistent  with  this  principle.  Some  of 
your  Lordships  may,  perhaps,  remember 
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that  the  queetion  of  the  right  of  one  gene* 
ration  to  bind  their  successors  by  oaths 
imposed  on  those  to  whom  the  supreme 
power  of  legislation  is  intrusted  was  argued 
in  this  House  by  one  whose  nunic  I  have  the 
honour  to  bear,  and  whom  I  very  unwor- 
thily succeed  in  this  question — when  he 
argued,  with  regard  to  the  Coronation 
oath,  with  great  success,  as  it  seemed  to 
me,  that  it  could  not  be  held  to  bind  the 
Crown  against  giving  its  assent  to  any  Act 
which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  might 
think  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people.  So  it  appears  to  me  that  every 
Member  of  the  Legislature  is  under  a 
higher  and  prior  obligation  to  give  his  vote 
according  to  his  conscience  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  and  no  oath  imposed  by  the 
authority  of  a  previous  Parliament  can 
fetter  him  in  the  exercise  of  his  judgment 
and  discretion.  If  it  be  shown  that  the 
oath  does  fetter  him  and  deprive  him  of 
that  discretion,  so  much  the  more  reason 
is  there  for  relieving  him,  because  it  is 
not  right  or  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  our  Constitution  that  we  should  endea- 
vour to  prevent  those  who  sit  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  from  freely  dis- 
charging their  duties  by  voting  according 
to  their  cunsciences.  For  these  reasons  I 
believe  that  the  oath  fairly  admits  of  a 
construction  that  would  allow  Roman 
Catholic  Members  to  vote  for  such  a  Bill 
as  it  is  anticipated  may  some  day  come 
before  them;  and  certainly  the  experience 
we  have  had  with  regard  to  former  mea- 
sures, should  lead  us  to  expect  that  it  will 
be  generally  so  understood.  Suppose,  how- 
ever, it  were  admitted  that  the  oath  is  as 
stringent  as  can  be  wished,  and  that  it 
will  effectually  prevent  Koman  Catholic 
Members  from  voting  for  measures  in 
respect  of  the  Irish  Church  which  they 
in  their  judgment  believed  to  be  right, 
I  Would  ask  your  Lordships  what  you 
would  gain  by  msintaining  it  ?  It  is  clear 
that  no  Bill  for  altering  the  existing  law 
with  respect  to  the  Church  Esublisliment 
in  Ireland  can  be  passed  until  there  shall 
be  such  a  change  of  opinion  on  this  subject 
in  England  and  Scotland  that  the  British 
Parliament  is  prepared  to  pass  a  Bill  for 
that  purpose.  But  if  the  opinion  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  should  undergo  such  a 
change,  this  oath  would  be  so  flimsy  an 
obstacle  to  the  passing  of  a  Bill  fur  giving 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  nation  that  it 
would  be  at  once  swept  away.  If  public 
opinion  were  satisfied  that  such  an  altera- 
tion, with  respect  to  the  Church  Establish- 
ment of  Ireland,  oug)i^  Vi  \%>l^  ^sA^t'S^* 
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liament  would  have  no  difficulty  whate?er 
in  sweeping  away  the  oath  as  a  preliminary 
meaeure.     This  security,  therefore,  which 
you  value  so  highly  is  utterly  imaginary. 
It   protects  you   so  long  as   there  is  no 
danger;  but  the  moment  danger  becomes 
serious,  and  there  is  a  prospect  of  Parlia- 
ment passing  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  your 
security  is   morally  certain  to  be   swept 
away.     But  that  is   not  all.      The  most 
probable  cause  of  such  a  change  of  opinion 
in  the  public  mind  I  believe  would  be  the 
aggravation  of  the  animosity  and  hostility 
of    the   Irish   people   to   the   Established 
Church  to  such  a  degree  that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  come  to  the  concla- 
aion  that  such  a  change  was  necessary  to 
meet  the  increased  difficulty  in  governing 
Ireland.     That,   I  believe,  would  be  the 
most  probable  cause   of  such  a  change. 
What  do  you  gain,  then,  by  retaining  your 
security  at  the  expense  of  increasing  a  state 
of  feeling  which  must  infallibly  caase  the 
loss  of  that  security  ?     What  other  effect 
can  result  from  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  ? 
The  Roman   Catholic   Members   of   both 
Houses  feel,  and  justly  feel,  that  to  re- 
quire this  oath  from  them  is  an  insult  and 
a  degradation  ;  and  you  tell  them  "  we  will 
compel  you  to  submit  to  that  degradation 
for  the  safety  and  security  of  tho  Estab- 
lished Church."     Could  you  contrive,  by 
the  utmost  stretch  of  ingenuity,  any  course 
of  action  more  calculated  to  inflame  and 
embitter  the  hostility  of  tho  Irish  people 
to  tho  Establishment  which  you  wish  to 
protect,    and   thus    to  increase   the  real 
danger   to    which   that  Establishment   is 
exposed  ?   I  object  to  the  Amendment,  be> 
cause  I  am  convinced  it  tends  to  embitter 
the  feelings  of  both  parties  in  Ireland,  and 
to  accelerate  tho  struggle  which,  sooner  or 
later,  will  come  if  Parliament  is  determined 
to  maintain  the  existing  arrangements  with 
regard  to  Church  property  in  Ireland.     In 
arguing  this  question,  I  do  not  shrink  from 
declaring  that  I  adhere  to  the  opinion  I  have 
ever  expressed  during  nearly  forty  years  that 
I  have  taken  part  in  public  life,  and  which 
has  only  been  strengthened  by  experience 
and  reflection,  that  the  existing  arrange- 
ment with  reference  to  the  distribution  of 
Church  property  in  Ireland  is  so  essentially 
unjust,  xind  so  contrary  to  natural  equity, 
that,  if  you  are  determined  to  maintain  it, 
sooner  or  later  a  struggle  for  its  removal 
must  come.     But  it  is  not  desirable  to  ac- 
celerate that  struggle  or  make  it  more  bit- 
ter, as   I  am  persuaded  you  will  do,  by 
rejecting  this  Bill.     Upon  an  occasion  like 
ihi0  I  am  not  about  to  enter  into  so  \dx^j^ 
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and  so  difficult  a  question  aa  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  I  must  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  all  the  most  distinguished  advo- 
cates of  a  Church  Establishment,  as  a  na- 
tional institution,  haye  one  and  all  rested 
their  defence  of  it  on  its  usefulness.    Only 
the  other  evening  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  in 
advocating  an  extension  of  the  episcopate, 
in  an  eloquent  speech,  said  the  episcopal 
order  existed  for  the  benefit  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people.     That  principle  has 
also  been  forcibly  laid  down  by  every  writer 
on  the  subject.     But  in  Ireland  alone,  of 
all    countries  in  the  world,    you    have  a 
Church  professing  to  be  a  national  Church, 
which  is  of  no  use  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  people,  and  the  whole  endowment 
of  which  goes  to  support  a  clergy  whose 
instruction   is   only  accepted  by  a   small 
minority  of  the  people,  and  that  mainlj 
the  richest,  while  the  largest  and  poorest 
part  of  the  population  is  left,  unassisted 
by  public  funds,  to  maintain  its  own  clergy. 
The  Irish  people  cannot  forget  that  three 
centuries  ago  the  property  which  now  con- 
stitutes   the   endowment    of   the    Church 
Establishment  in  that  country  was  property 
belonging  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church; 
that  the  Irish  people  have   not  changed 
their  religion,  but  that  the  English  people 
have,  and  by  the  superior  power  of  this 
country,  and  by  means  of  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, in  which  tho  people  of  Ireland  bad 
no    real    representation,  the   property  so 
long  held  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
has  been   transferred   to   the    Protestant 
Church  ;    and   that    from    that    time    to 
this  we  have  seen  the  extraordinary  ano- 
maly  of    the   property   of    that    Church 
devoted  to  the  support  of  the  clergy  of 
a  small  minority.     I  say  that  is  a  state 
of  things  which  must  shock  the  natural 
sense  of  justice  of  any  dispassionate  man, 
and  I  am  persuaded  that  it  is  the  sense  of 
wrong  which  that  state  of  things  has  pro- 
duced which  lies  at  the  root  of  all  the  diffi- 
culties we  have  experienced  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  why  we  have  never 
succeeded   in   raising  the  people  of  that 
country     from    the    unfortunate    position 
which  they  occupy.     I  am  persuaded  that 
that  difficulty  will  never  cease  until  Par- 
liament is  prepared  to  undertake  the  set- 
tlement of  this  question.     In  saying  this, 
let  mo  not  be  misunderstood  as  advocating 
the  subversion  of  the  Church  Establishment 
of  Ireland  and  the  application  of  its  whole 
property  to  other  purposes.     The  passions 
that  would  be  excited,  and  the  difficalty 
there  would  be  in  carrying  it,  would  render 
audi  a  measure  most  inexpedienti  ^f  en  if  it 
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eoald  be  aeoomplished.  I  belieTo  that  any 
Tiolent  measure  of  this  sort  would  inflict  a 
grie?ous  blow  to  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and 
would  be  most  injurious  to  both  Churches. 
But  if  this  question  be  regarded  in  a  spirit 
of  justice,  wisdom,  and,  above  all,  of  Chris- 
Itao  charitj,  I  belie?e  it  would  not  be  impos- 
sible to  discover  a  mode  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion in  a  manner  that  would  be  just  to  all 
parties  and  advantageous  for  the  interests  of 
the  Protestant  religion.  I  cannot  forbear 
saying  that  one  reason  why  I  deploro  the 
present  state  of  things  is  the  injurious  effect 
it  has  upon  the  spread  of  the  Protestant 
religion — I  mean  the  real  living  power  of 
the  Protestant  religions-over  the  minds  of 
the  people.  Entertaining,  as  I  do,  a  strong 
conviction  of  the  truth  and  purity  of  our 
faith,  I  can  scarcely  understand  how  it  is 
that  during  so  many  years  and  with  such 
great  advantages  it  has  made  such  little 

Progress  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
reland ;  I  can  only  attribute  it  to  one  cause 
^-the  sense  of  injustice  kept  alive  in  the 
minds  of  the  Roman  Catholics  by  the  main- 
tenance of  the  present  arrangements,  and, 
above  all,  to  the  effect  produced,  by  their 
seeing  that  while  we  are  professing  to  teach 
them  the  highest  precepts  of  Christianity, 
we  are  pursuing  towards  them  a  course  of 
conduct  which  is  inconsistent  with  one  of 
the  first  of  these  precepts— those  feelings 
have  prevented  the  success  of  all  ef- 
forts to  extend  the  Protestant  religion  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  I  say  that,  in  the 
interests  of  our  religion,  I  am  anxious 
to  see  some  more  equitable  arrange- 
ment adopted.  I  have  said  that  I  be- 
lieve it  would  not  be  impossible  to  dis- 
cover a  mode  which  might  be  adopted 
fairer  to  all  parties.  My  great  objection 
to  the  Amendment  is  that  it  seems  to  be 
calculated  to  make  any  such  settlement  im- 
possible, but  is  rather  calculated  to  em- 
bitter the  feelings  on  both  sides  and  to 
render  both  parties  more  unwilling  to  ac- 
quiesce in  any  reasonable  arrangement  or 
compromise,  and  that  it  will  stimulate  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow  subjects,  who,  for 
many  years  past,  had  been  willing  to  allow 
this  question  of  an  Establishment  to  fall 
comparatively  into  abeyance,  and  dispose 
them  to  commence  their  assaults  on  that 
Establishment,  and  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
but  the  utter  subversion,  instead  of  seeking 
to  effect  its  reformation  and  re-arrangement. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
has  read  to  us  many  speeches  and  declara- 
tions of  Roman  Catholic  prelates  and  others 
before  1829,  showing  that  at  that  time 
there  was  little  disposition  to  attack  the 


Establishment.     Those  declarations  were, 
I  am  sure,  quite  sincere ;  but  the  conse- 
quences of  the  controversies  which  raged 
after  they  were  made  have  been  to  bring 
about  an  altered  state  of  feeling,  and  we 
are  now  reaping  the  consequences  of  the 
errors  then  committed.     When  the  Union 
was  brought  about  we  know  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  Mr.  Pitt  that  that  measure 
should  have  been  accompanied  by  one  to 
relieve  Roman  Catholics  from  civil  disabi- 
lities, and  another  for  making  some  public 
provision  for  the  clergy  of  that  faith.  That 
wise  policy  was  defeated  upon  the  same 
plea  as  is  now  put  forward — danger  to  the 
Established  Church.     What  has  been  the 
consequence  ?     Is  there  a  man  of  ordinary 
intelligence  in  this  country  who  is  not  con- 
vinced that  if  Mr.  Pitt's  views  had  been 
adopted  at  the  end  of  the  last  century  the 
Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland  would 
have  stood  at  this  time  in  a  position  of  far 
less  insecurity  than  that  which  it  now  oc- 
cupies ?     Just  forty  years  ago  this  House 
was  induced  to  reject  the  Bill  for  Catholic 
Relief,  which  had  passed  the  other  House, 
upon    the    same   plea   of  danger   to   the 
Church  Establishment.     Affairs,  however, 
were   changed  between    1825  and  1829, 
and  in  the  latter  year  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion was  carried.     In  1829,  as  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  who  moved  the 
Amendment  has  himself  told  us,  after  hav- 
ing refused  Catholic  Emancipation  when 
tendered  on  the  grounds  of  fairness  and 
justice,  when  it  would  have  been  accepted 
with  gratitude  as  a  graceful  and  voluntary 
concession,  it  was  brought  forward  by  its 
old  opponents  and  justified  upon  the  ground 
that  however  great  might  be  the  dangers 
of  concession,  tho  dangers  of  further  re- 
sistance would   be  still  greater.      It  was 
passed  under  compulsion,  and  after  what  I 
may  call  an  insurrection  of  the  40s.  free- 
holders in  Ireland  against  the  attempt  to 
make  them  return  Members  hostile  to  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation.  Shall  we,  then,  after 
that    experience,    and   after   that   lesson, 
repeat  the  same  mistake,  and  will  jou  now 
for  the  sake  of  maintaining  a  security  for 
the   Church,  which  I  have  shown  to   be 
utterly  imaginary  and  certain  to  fail  when 
the  time  of  need  shall  come  —  will  you, 
for    the    sake    of    maintaining    for    per- 
haps  four    or   five   }'ears    longer — which 
is  tho  longest  period  which  those  who  are 
accustomed  to  read  the  signs  of  the  times 
will  give  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  oath — will  you  for  that  add  a  new 
cause  of  irritation  and  hatred  against  the 
Establishment  \n  tiie  mv[i&%  qI  "J^^x  ^^mv^ 
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Catholic  fellow-Babjects.  That  is  the  ques- 
tion we  haTO  now  to  decide,  and  therefore, 
while  I  hare  not  disguised,  and  never  will 
disguise,  any  opinion  I  conscientiously 
entertain,  I  say  that  those  who  wish  to 
prerent  the  subversion  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland  will  do  unwisely 
in  voting  against  the  second  reading  of  this 

Bm. 

Lord    ST.    LEONARDS   would  have 
been  content  to  have  left  the  debate  to  the 
eloquent  and  argumentative  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment, 
but  he  desired  to  bring  the  discussion  back 
to  the  real  question  before  the  House.     It 
was  not  whether  we  should  now  impose  on 
the  Roman  Catholics  the  conditions  of  which 
they  complain,  but  whether  those  condi- 
tions should  now  be  repealed.     We  should 
first  inquire  what  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  those  restrictions  were  put  upon 
the  great  benefits  conferred  in  1829  on  the 
Roman  Catholics.     The  Catholic  Associa- 
tion  was   then  in   existence  —  an  illegal 
institution  and  utterly  inconsistent  with  all 
settled  government.     The  first  condition 
of  the  boons  to  be  granted  was  the  suppres- 
sion of  that  association,  and  accordingly  the 
very  first  Act  passed  in  the  Session  was  to 
effect  that  object.  Then  it  was  necessary  to 
alter  materially  the  elective  franchise  which 
also  was  accomplished,  these  were  great 
and  important  measures,  without  which  the 
proposed  relief  could  not  be  granted.    Still 
It  was  deemed  necessary  to  obtain  from  the 
Roman  Catholics  themselves  some  assu- 
rance that  their  new  privileges  should  not 
be  used  to  the  detriment  of  the  State.     It 
is  now  urged  that  the  conditions  attached 
to  the  grant  were  unjust  ones.     It  is  true 
that  they  were  not  a  strong  security  against 
abuse,  but  he  (Lord  St.  Leonards)  was  a 
party  in  the  other  House  to  the  passing  of 
the  measure,    and  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships   that   no   ministry  could    have 
passed  any  such  measure  of  relief  without 
some  satisfactory  guards  to  preserve  our 
civil    and   ecclesiastical    institutions.      It 
was,  indeed,  as  we  all  know,  with  great 
difficulty  that  the  measure  with  the  con- 
ditions could  be  passed.     Without  them, 
the  relief  would  not  have  been   granted. 
The  relief  was  extensive  and  the  conditions 
which  are  now  sought  to  be  repealed  are 
such  as  no  man  need  object  to  perform. 
They  consist  of  an  oath  that  the  party  will 
defend   to   the  utmost  of  his   power  the 
settlement  of  property  within   this  realm 
which  relates  to  the  settlement  of  property 
in  Ireland  in  the  time  of  Charles  II.     It 
mighi  Dot  he  necessary  now  to  enact  such  ^ 
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a  provision,  but  to  repeal  it  now  would  be 
to  place  in  the  power  of  those  who  mean 
mischief  the  means  of  persuading  the  lower 
orders  in  Ireland  that  the  claims  against 
the  present  owners  of  property  in  Ireland 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
and  the  descendants  of  proprietors  long 
since  deceased  were  intended    by  Parlia- 
ment to  be  recognized.     Then  the  person 
taking  the  oath  has  to  disclaim  and  solemnly 
abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the  present 
Church  Establishment  as  settled  by  law 
in  this  realm,  and  that  he  never  will  ex- 
ercise any  privilege  to  which  he  is  or  may 
become  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the 
Protestant  religion  or  Protestant  Oovem- 
ment  in  the  united  Government.     These 
surely  were  not  hard  conditions  to  annex 
to  the  ample  grants.     It  is  said  that  the 
same   oaths  are  not  imposed   on   Protes- 
tants.     Certainly  not,    but  the  state   of 
things    at    the   time   fully   justified   the 
distinction.     Sir  Robert  Peel  had   other 
conditions  proposed  to  him,  for  example 
the  veto  which  he  might  have  imposed,  but 
he  wisely  rejected  it.  It  was  proposed  that 
he  should  restrain    the   Roman    Catholie 
from  voting  in  Parliament  on  ecdesiasticsl 
matters  ;  but  he  objected  to  this  as  really 
placing  the  Roman  Catholie  and  the  Protes- 
tant in  Parliament  upon  a  different  footing. 
It  was  clearly  understood  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  might  vote  on  ecclesiastical  mat- 
ters in   Parliament.      There   were    other 
conditions  imposed  which  every  one  would 
now  willingly  get  rid  of,   but  that  it  is 
ogreed  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  disturb 
the  settlement   of   1829  by  their   repeal 
without  going  further  so  as  to  satisfy  the 
Roman  Catholics.     England   is   prepared 
to  grant  to  them  every  privilege  which  is 
consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  Protes- 
tant   Establishment.      Mr.    Canning,   he 
believed  it  was,  who  stated  that  the  only 
defence  for  the  penal  laws,  now  happily 
repealed,  was  that  they  answered  the  pur- 
pose  for  which   they  were  passed.     Ha 
could  not  but  regard  the  measure  befors 
the  House  as  tending  to  destroy  the  settle- 
ment of  1829,  a  settlement  which  during 
thirty-six  years  had,  he  felt  certain,  pro- 
duced exceedingly  good  fruits.  That  settle- 
ment had  worked  very  satisfactorily,  but  if 
they  destroyed  one  important  portion  of  it 
— the  conditions  imposed — might  not  as 
attempt  be  made  to  sweep  away  the  grant 
to  which  they  were  attached.      Surely  no 
one  could  accept  the  grant  and  reject  ths 
conditions.      In  his  opposition  to  the  Bill 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  one  could  ac- 
cuse him  of  being  actuated  by  bigptry,  bt 
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had  eononrred  in  the  Battlement  of  1829» 
and  whilst  •ome  bIz  years  in  Ireland,  and 
azercisinfi^  the  patronage  of  his  office,  he 
never  asked  what  was  the  religion  of  the 
applicant,  but  looked  only  at  character  and 
capacity.  Things  had  gone  on  smoothly, 
and  it  was  a  pity  that  such  a  question  of 
discord  should  ha?e  been  brought  in  at 
the  present  time.  It  might  possibly  be 
urged,  in  fa?our  of  the  measure,  that  no 
difficulty  had  arisen  during  the  thirty-six 
years  that  the  settlement  had  been  in  ei* 
istence,  but  he  believed  that  the  difficulty 
had,  in  all  probability,  been  obviated  by  the 
settlement  itself.  If  the  settlement  of 
1829  was  not  a  contract  it  was  at  all  events 
a  grant  of  a  great  privilege  upon  certain 
conditions  and  accepted  upon  those  condi* 
tions.  Could  any  man,  therefore,  come 
forward  now  after  thirty- six  years  and  say 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  accept  the  grant 
on  those  eonditions  ?  A  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site had  said,  "  Oh,  but  since  that  time  we 
have  made  gre^t  progress."  Well,  he 
hoped  that  progress  would  stop  short  of 
pulling  down  part  of  the  structure  of  1829. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  there 
were  other  guards  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1829.  Roman  Catholic  Archbishops, 
Bishops,  and  Deans  had  been  forbidden  to 
usurp  the  rights  belonging  to  the  dignitaries 
of  the  Protestant  Church.  But  the  law  bad 
been  evaded  and  set  at  nought.  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops,  instead  of  taking  the 
title  of  the  Protestant  Archbishops  and 
Bishops,  assumed  titles  from  other  places ; 
but  when  England  was  parcelled  out  by 
the  Pope  of  Rome  into  divisions  in  de- 
fiance of  Acts  of  Parliament,  the  blood 
of  England  was  roused,  and  such  a  uni- 
versal agitation  excited  in  the  country  as 
he  never  remembered  to  have  witnessed  be- 
fore. The  evasion  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  the  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1829  against  their  assuming  the 
titles  of  the  Protestant  Archbishops  and 
Bishops,  led  to  the  enactment  in  the 
14  A  15  Vict.  c.  60,  which  recited  the 
settlement  of  1829,  and  that  it  might  be 
doubted  whether  the  former  Act  extended 
to  the  assumption  of  the  title  of  an  Arch- 
bishop, Ac,  of  a  pretended  province,  &c., 
not  being  the  See  of  any  Archbishop,  &o. 
recognised  by  law,  but  the  attempt  to  es- 
tablish such  pretended  Sees,  &c.,  under 
eoloiir  of  authority  from  the  See  of  Rome 
or  otherwise  was  declared  to  be  illegal 
and  void.  The  Act  then  makes  such 
asaomptioo  liable  for  every  offence  to  a 
Moaltj  of  JBIOO.  This  Act  which  for^ 
Dade  Iha  aMumption  of  those  titles  had 


no  ambiguity  in  it,  as  this  oath  was 
said  to  have.  There  never  was  an  Act  of 
Parliament  framed  with  greater  care;  but» 
in  spite  of  all  that,  we  had  Roman  Catholio 
Bishops,  including  an  Archbishop  in  the 
metropolis,  with  territorial  titles,  and  yet 
there  was  not  a  single  instance  of  an  at- 
tempt to  recover  any  of  the  penalties  im- 
posed by  the  Act.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  give  up  all  the  securities  which  were 
deemed  necessary  at  the  settlement  of  1829, 
and  to  allow  the  Roman  Catholics  to  do 
just  as  they  liked.  Now,  the  Bill  before 
the  House  was  very  singularly  framed. 
The  oaths  of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and 
abjuration  were  oaths  which  the  Protestant 
took  in  common  with  the  Roman  Catholic. 
In  the  oath  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1829, 
instead  of  saying  that  the  Pope  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  matters  ecclesiastical  or 
spiritual,  which  the  Protestants  swore  and 
swore  truly,  these  words,  out  of  respect  to 
the  feelings  of  Roman  Catholics,  were 
omitted.  An  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
a  few  years  ago  not  to  alter  the  oaths 
taken  by  the  Protestants,  but  to  reduce 
them  to  one,  and  that  one  contained  the 
very  words  abjuring  the  Pope's  jurisdiction 
in  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual  matters.  But 
what  did  this  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  It  pro* 
fessed  to  consolidate  the  three  oaths  into 
one,  in  imitation  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
to  which  he  had  just  referred,  but  of  course 
leaving  out  the  denial  of  the  Pope's  eo* 
clesiastical  and  spiritual  power  in  this 
realm.  And  there  it  stops,  so  that  without 
venturing  openly  and  directly  to  repeal  the 

f  revisions  and  guard  in  the  settlement  of 
829,  it  indirectly  repeals,  by  omitting 
them.  There  would  therefore  be  no  de- 
claration to  preserve  the  settlement  of  pro* 
perty,  to  protect  the  present  Church  Estab* 
lishment,  or  to  prevent  the  exercise  of  the 
privileges  secured  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
by  the  Act  of  1829,  so  as  to  disturb  or 
weaken  the  Protestant  religion,  or  Protes« 
tant  government  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
And  yet  there  could  not  be  more  proper 
declarations  to  impose  upon  Roman  Catho- 
lics. The  present  time,  when,  as  their 
Lordships  knew,  the  utmost  efforts  were 
being  made  to  promote  the  spread  of  mo* 
nastic  institutions  in  this  country,  which 
were  expressly  struck  at  by  the  Act  of 
1829,  was  not  a  moment  to  weaken  any  of 
the  securities  which  the  Bill  of  1829 
afforded,  and  for  these  reasons  he  should 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Thb  Mabqubss  or    CLANRICARDfi 
said,  he  Uioughi  \b%\  lu^ioSaa^  vyd^Wi^ 
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more  idle  than  the  attempt  to  support  anj 
iDBtitatioD  bj  mere  tests  and  subscriptions. 
It  was  a  matter  of  astonishment  to  him 
how  lon||^  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land had  oontriTcd  to  sur? ive  the  damaging 
adfoeaey  of  those  who  professed  to  be  its 
most  zealous  followers.  Every  liberal  mea- 
sure whioh  had  been  passed  during  the 
last  forty  years  had  been  opposed  in  its 
name  ;  it  was  avowedly  for  its  sake  that 
so  protracted  a  resistance  had  been  offered 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  Act, 
and  against  the  proposals  for  the  national 
system  of  education ;  and  it  was  from  a  simi- 
lar consideration  that  the  friends  of  that 
Church  would  have  rejected  the  measure 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Barl  oppo- 
site (the  Barl  of  Derby)  for  the  reduction 
of  the  number  of  its  bishops  and  a  some- 
what different  distribution  of  its  revenues, 
which  had  turned  oat  to  be  so  beneficial  to 
its  interests.  That  Church,  he  would  ad- 
mit, was  an  anomalous  institution  placed 
in  peculiar  oiroumstanees,  and  matters  6ott- 
neeted  with  it  required,  no  doubt,  to  be  dealt 
with  with  the  utmost  deliberation;  but  he, 
for  one,  altogether  denied  that  its  existence 
or  prosperity  depended  upon  the  retention 
of  the  words  in  the  present  Roman  Catho- 
lic oath  having  reference  to  the  settlement 
of  property.  He  must,  at  the  same  time, 
observe,  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
witnessing  in  Ireland  the  working  both  of 
an  Established  Church  and  of  voluntary 
bodies,  that  he  looked  upon  the  mainte- 
nance of  Establishments  as  of  the  ut- 
most consequence.  He  regarded  it,  he 
might  add,  as  a  misfortune  that  the  idea 
first  broached  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  re> 
▼erted  to  and  proposed  to  Parliament 
in  1826,  of  paying  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergy  out  of  the  revenues  of  the 
State  had  been  rejected.  He  thought  that 
rejection  one  of  the  most  unfortunate 
events  which  had  occurred  for  the  last 
eentury  in  the  political  history  of  this 
country.  As  regarded  those  portions  of 
the  present  Roman  Catholic  oath  which 
related  to  the  renunciation  of  the  doctrine 
that  princes  excommunicated  by  the  Pope 
might  be  deposed  and  murdered  by  their 
subjects,  and  by  which  all  those  who  took 
the  oath  were  asked  to  swear  that  they 
made  that  renu notation  without  any  equi- 
vocation  or  mental  reserviition,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  looked  upon  them  as  an 
insuU  to  those  of  whom  such  declarations 
were  required,  and  as  perfectly  useless  in 
Jrtie  shape  of  a  security.     The  teniper  of 
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imposed,  bad  nndergone  a  great  alteration; 
and  even  if  that  had  not  been  the  case,  it 
would  still  be  of  no  avail  as  a  secnrity  for 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment  to  main- 
tain a  form  of  oath  which  had  no  effect  in 
preventing  members  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
or  any  other  religious  persuasion  from  as- 
sociating together  to  bring  about  its  over- 
throw ;  while  many  Roman  Catholie  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  looked  upon  the  oath  as 
degrading  and  offensive.  No  one  woold 
propose,  at  the  present  day,  to  exdnda 
men  A'om  Parliament  merely  because,  like 
the  members  of  the  Liberation  Society, 
they  published  their  determination  to  effect 
the  total  separation  of  the  Church  froin 
the  State.  Under  these  circumstances 
their  Lordships  would,  he  thought,  act 
most  wisely  in  passing  the  present  measure. 
The  admission  of  Jews  into  Parliament 
had  been  regretted  by  nobody  except  the 
noble  and  learned  Ldrd  opposite  (Lord 
Chelmsford),  and  he  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  follott  the  course  thej 
had  adopted  towards  that  measure  of  libe- 
rality, but  would  read  this  Bill  a  secoiid 
time. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  he 
felt  no  great  desire  to  enter  upon  a  discos- 
sion  of  this  question,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  argue  it  completely  withoot 
offending  the  feelings  of  men  for  whom  he 
entertained  the  highest  respect,  and  whose 
faith  he  was  desirous  of  treating  with  the 
forbearance  and  moderation  which  had  been 
observed  during  the  whole  of  this  dtscos- 
sion.  He  most  a^ree  with  the  noble  Bail 
behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  in  regret- 
ting that  this  question  should  have  been 
brought  forward  upon  the  eve  of  a  general 
election,  when  the  whole  country  would  be 
agitated  with  political  contests  with  which 
it  was  most  undesirable  that  any  subject 
should  be  mingled  which  was  calculated  to 
stir  up  religious  animosity.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  to  have  been  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  at  this  or  any 
other  time,  it  should  have  been  brougbt 
forward  upon  the  open  and  avowed  respoo- 
sibitity  of  the  Government.  It  was  no 
doubt  to  a  certain  extent  true  that  the 
Government  had  no  control  over  the  action 
of  independent  Members  of  Parliament; 
but  the  author  of  this  measure  was  a  warm 
supporter  of  the  Ministry,  and  there  coold 
be  no  doubt  that  he  would  gladly  hsve 
secured  to  his  cause  the  advantage  of  the 
weight  and  authority  of  the  Government, 
by  committing  the  question  to  their  care. 
M  all  events,  when  the  B^  iftknte  tot^ 
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aoming  in  the  Government  to  have  taken 
it8  management  into  their  own  hands  than 
to  ha?e  ranged  themseWeB  behind  any 
leader,  even  though  he  was  one  who  was 
so  well  entitled  to  respect  and  esteem  as 
was  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  DoTon) 
who  had  rooTod  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  His  noble  Friend  said  that  there 
was  Terj  little  difference  between  the  oath 
proposed  in  this  Bill  and  that  contained  in 
the  Act  of  1858  ;  but,  as  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  had  already  pointed  out  in  the 
oath  of  1858,  there  was  a  declaration  of 
supremacy  which  was  wanting  in  that 
which  was  now  before  the  House.  He  re- 
enrred  to  this  subject  because,  speaking  in 
another  place,  the  Home  Secretary  said 
that  if  this  Bill  was  passed  the  oaths  taken 
by  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  would 
be  so  similar  that  he  could  not  conceive  it 
possible  but  that  we  should  soon  have  an 
uniform  oath ;  and  he  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
regretted  to  find  that  some  hon.  Friends 
of  his  bad  been  caught  by  the  idea  of  one 
nniform  oath.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
they  had  not  reflected  upon  what  must  be 
the  result  of  having  one  uniform  oath.  It 
was  impossible  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
should  take  an  oath  in  which  the  supre- 
macy was  at  all  recognized,  and,  therefore, 
any  oath  which  was  to  be  taken  by  Protes- 
tants and  Roman  Catholics  alike  must  not 
eontain  even  an  indirect  recognition  of  the 
avpremacy.  There  were  some  members  of 
the  Bstablished  Church  who  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  idea  of  the  supremacy,  and 
ho  should  be  very  averse  to  taking  the 
bridle  off  their  necks  by  allowing  them  to 
take  an  oath  similar  to  that  taken  by  Ro- 
man Catholics.  In  the  year  1854,  when 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Russell)  in- 
troduced one  of  his  Bills  for  the  admission 
of  Jews  to  Parliament,  he  proposed  a  form 
of  oath  which  contained  no  recognition  of 
tho  Bupremscy.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
divided  the  House  of  Commons  against  the 
Bill  upon  that  ground,  and  defeated  the 
measure.  The  question  now  before  their 
Lordships,  however,  was  not  with  regard 
to  one  uniform  oath,  but  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  abolish  a  most  vital  and 
osaeutial  part  of  the  oath  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act 
of  1829,  and  to  substitute  for  it  the  oath 
proposed  by  this  Bill.  He  did  not  desire 
to  strain  the  compact  of  1829  beyond  its 
fair  limits— he  did  not  contend  that  the 
oath  adopted  in  1829  was  In  every  part 
■nalterable ;  but  he  did  maintain  that 
ihore  wore  parts  of  it  which  were  vital  and 
ilialf  and  whieh  were  and  ought  to  be 


of  permanent  obligation.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  Par* 
liament  to  change  that  oath  or  even  to 
abolish  it  altogether  ;  but  as  it  had  been 
accepted  as  the  condition  upon  which  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  been  admitted  to 
Parliament,  he  did  say  that,  although 
Parliament  might  have  the  power  to 
change  it,  it  would  not  be  right  for  them 
to  do  so  lightly.  He  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  recall  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  oath  was  framed.  At  the  com* 
mencement  of  the  Session  in  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  was  passed. 
His  Majesty,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  recommended  that  Parliament 
should — 

"  Reyiew  the  laws  which  impose  oiril  disabill* 
ties  on  His  Majesty's  Roman  CathoUo  sabjeots, 
and  consider  whether  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities can  be  effeoted  oonsistentlj  with  the  foil 
and  perfeot  securitj  of  our  establishments  in 
Church  and  State,  and  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  reformed  religion  established  by  law,  and  of 
the  rights  and  prif  ileges  of  the  hishops  and  oletgy 
of  this  realm,  and  of  the  ohorohes  ooounitted  to 
their  charge." — [2  Bamardf  zz.  i.] 

Therefore,  the  oath  being  one  of  the  securi- 
ties which  were  considered  necessary,  it  was 
framed  with  a  special  view  to  the  protection 
which  was  suggested  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  That  oath,  as  had  already  been 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  was  agreed  to  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Prelates  of  that  day  —  and  its 
terms  were  taken  from  the  oath  contained 
in  the  Act  of  1793.  The  oath  of  1793 
contained  those  parts  of  the  oath  which 
pledged  the  persoir  taking  it  to  abstain 
from  doing  anything  to  weaken  or  injure 
the  Establishment  and  to  respect  the  set- 
tlement of  property,  and  it  contained  other 
clauses  to  which  he  was  surprised  that  any 
Roman  Catholic  could  have  submitted. 
When  the  oath  was  framed  which  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act, 
the  parts  which  were  now  objected  to  wero 
not  contrived  for  the  purpose  of  flattering 
the  Roman  Catholics,  but  were  simply  a 
portion  of  the  oath  which  Protestants  nad 
taken  for  a  great  number  of  years.  It 
seemed  to  be  assumed  that  those  parts  of 
the  oath  which  were  said  to  be  offensive  to 
Roman  Catholics  were  contrived  eBpacially 
for  them.  But  Protestants  as  well  as  Ro- 
man Catholics  had  been  required  to  take 
the  oath  in  that  form,  and  Roman  Catholica 
took  it  then  without  any  idea  of  offence  at 
being  required  to  renounce  sentiments 
which  were  no  doubt  odious  in  themselvea, 
and  which  must  be  repugnant  to  everybody « 
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grew  np  rather  Iftte  in  the  day ;  because 
from  1829  down  to  the  present  year,  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  Roman  Catholic 
bad  objected  to  them  as  insulting.  Down 
to  1854  no  one  ever  dreamed  of  altering 
the  oath.  In  1849  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Russell),  in  one  of  his  many 
Bills  for  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to 
Parliament,  said  he  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient to  alter  the  Roman  Catholic  oath 
which  was  settled  in  1829.  **  Many  hen. 
Gentlemen  "(said  the  noble  Earl),  ''thought 
the  oath  did  give  security  to  the  Protes- 
tant Church,  and  therefore  he  saw  no  suffi- 
cient cause  for  proposing  an  alteration  of 
it."  On  that  occasion  Sir  Robert  Peel  said, 
in  his  opinion,  the  noble  Earl  had  acted 
wisely  in  not  disturbing  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic oath.  In  1852,  in  one  of  the  Reform 
Bills  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Earl, 
there  was  a  new  oath  framed  ;  but  the 
Roman  Catholic  oath  was  not  altered,  ex- 
cept by  leaving  out  the  word  "  murdered" 
after  the  word  "  deposed"  because  the 
noble  Earl  thought  that  was  insulting  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  ;  but  he  did  not 
seem  to  think  at  that  time  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  oath  could  be  regarded  as 
any  insult  to  them.  Then,  in  1854,  when 
the  noble  Earl  introduced  a  general  form 
of  oath,  he  said  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
had  never  applied  for  any  alteration  of 
the  oath ;  that  he  had  not  consulted 
them,  and  was  not  at  all  aware  that 
they  required  any  change.  Thus,  from 
1829  down  at  least  to  1854,  there 
seemed  to  have  been  no  objection  to 
this  oath  on  the  part  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, and  no  idea  of  insult  from  taking  it. 
He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  admitted  that,  in- 
asmuch as  during  the  whole  of  this  time 
Protestants  were  reouired  to  take  the  same 
oath,  Roman  Catholics  might  feel  that  no 
improper  or  invidious  distinction  was  made. 
But  in  1858  a  new  oath  was  introduced 
for  Protestants — a  general  oath,  instead 
of  the  oaths  of  allegiance,  of  supremacy, 
and  abjuration  ;  and  from  that  oath  there 
was  eliminated  all  that  portion  respecting 
the  deposition  and  murder  of  excommuni- 
cated princes,  and  the  declaration  that  the 
oath  was  taken  without  evasion,  equivoca- 
tion, or  mental  reservation.  After  1858, 
then,  he  admitted  that  the  Catholics  might 
say,  ••You  have  now  put  us  on  a  dif- 
erent  footing  from  that  on  which  our 
Protestant  fellow-subjects  stand  ;  a  dis- 
tinetion  is  now  made  between  us  which 
is  insulting  to  our  feelings;"  and  they 
inight  very  properly  have  asked  for  a 
nouBBion  of  these  portions  of  the  oi^Ui. 
Zord  CheU^fori 


Until  the  present  year  they  did  not  ask 
for  any  such  change  ;  but  if  they  bad  now 
asked  for  it  and  nothing  more,  he  would 
freely  have  made  the  concession,  and  would 
have  abolished  this  invidious  distinction. 
But  the  other  part  of  the  oath  deserved 
much  more  serious  consideration  ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  dangerous  to  abandon 
the  part  of  it  which  formed  the  principal 
condition  upon  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
was  admitted  to  Parliament  in  1 829.  It  was 
proposed  to  omit  that  part  of  the  oath  in 
which  the  Roman  Catholic  undertook  to 
defend  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  the  set- 
tlement of  property  as  established  by  law, 
and  in  which  he  disclaimed  any  intention  to 
subvert  the  Church  Establishment.  Their 
Lordships  would  observe  that  Roman  Catho- 
lics did  not  allege  that  this  was  any  matter 
of  offence.  What  they  said  was,  ''We  find 
this  a  restraint  upon  our  free  action,  and 
we  desire  to  have  it  removed."  The  fair 
answer  was,  "  Why  that  is  the  very  thing 
that  was  intended  ;  that  is  precisely  whst 
we  meant  and  what  you  agreed  to  accept. 
Tou  agreed  to  have  your  hands  tied  in 
this  way  as  a  condition  of  obtaining  a  seat 
in  Parliament."  In  fact,  as  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  the  Roman  Catholies 
tied  their  own  hands;  the  oath  was  prepared 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  and  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  if  they  had  not  agreed 
to  accept  it  on  those  terms  Roman  Catho- 
lics would  never  have  been  received  into 
the  Legislature.  This  oath  was  intended 
as  a  security.  Now,  had  it  proved  one  f 
Their  Lordships  had  heard  that  there 
were  scrupulous  Roman  Catholics  who  ab- 
stained from  interfering  in  any  question 
connected  with  the  Church,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  restrained  from  doing  so  bj 
the  oath  they  had  taken.  Another  com* 
plaint  alleged  against  the  oath  was  that  it 
was  ambiguous,  that  Roman  Catbolios 
hardly  knew  how  they  were  to  act  upon 
any  particular  occasion;  that  some  fdt 
the  oath  to  be  binding,  while  others 
thought  that  it  had  no  restrictive  force. 
Now,^  in  the  first  place,  no  one  ever  ex- 
pected that  unscrupulous  persons  wooM 
be  bound  by  any  oath;  but  it  was  desirable 
to  restrain  scrupulous  Roman  Cathdici 
from  any  assault  upon  the  Establishment. 
As  to  its  ambiguity,  it  was  obvious  thst 
every  roan  must  construe  it  according  to 
bis  conscience;  but  if  any  one  entertained 
the  slightest  doubt  whether  he  ought  or 
ought  not  to  vote  upon  a  particular  occs- 
sion,  it  was  prudent  for  him  to  follow  the 
wholesome  rule  of  practical  morality,  thst 
vf  ^ou  have  a  doubt  about  Ihe  proforietx 
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of  doing  %  tbingt  joa  had  better  re- 
frain from  doing  it.  The  oath  had  been 
a  seenritj,  and  this  was  proved  by  the 
Tery  fact  that  Roman  Catholics  found 
it  a  restraint  and  wished  to  have  it  re- 
moved. The  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Bussell),  with  whose  progress  on  this  and 
other  qaestions  their  Lordships  were  pretty 
familiar,  seemed  to  think  in  1854  that  all 
these  restraints  were  improper,  for  he  said — 

**  You  shoald,  bjr  the  terms  of  your  oath,  leave 
every  man  to  vote  upon  one  political  question  as 
he  would  upon  another.  Ue  ought  to  be  free  to 
vote  upon  questions  of  every  kind,  be  it  Church 
Bates,  or  be  it  any  other  question  with  regard  to 
the  Chureh  Establishment.  Whatever  his  opinion 
may  be,  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give  effect  to  that 
opinion,  as  much  as  he  could  upon  a  question  with 
respect  to  the  Malt  Tax  or  to  Exchequer  Bonds." 
[3  Hamard,  cxxxiii.  055.] 

These  were  the  noble  Earl's  sentiments  in 
1854;  very  different  from  those  of  1849. 
That  was  not  surprising.  But  the  noble 
Earl  did  not  advert  to  the  stringent  condi- 
tion which  the  Roman  Catholics  had  taken 
upon  themselves,  and  which  would  be  vio- 
lated by  their  admission  to  the  freedom  of 
which  he  spoke.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
maintained  that  the  oath  was  a  security; 
and  was  this  a  time  in  which  they  ought  to 
abandon  any  securities  which  were  pro- 
vided for  the  Established  Church  ?  Was 
there  no  disposition  shown  on  the  part  of 
Boman  Catholics  to  assail  the  Estab- 
liahment?  With  regard  to  the  Irish 
Charch*  it  was  admitted  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  desired  to  aim  a  deadly  blow  at 
that  portion  of  the  Establishment.  And 
with  regard  to  the  abandonment  of  securi- 
ties, he  might  be  allowed  to  read  a  letter 
written  by  the  Secretary  of  the  National 
Association  not  very  long  ago,  at  a  time 
when  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  in  Ireland — 

'*  Sir,— The  Iriih  Timet  of  this  daj  contains 
aa  annoonoement  that  the  Established  Church 
has  been  withdrawn  from  the  programme  of  the 
Kational  Association  ;  and  the  questions  to  which 
it  will  confine  its  attention  will  be  tenant-right 
and  odoeation.  I  beg  to  inform  you  that  there 
ie  no  foundation  for  the  above  statement,  and  the 
iatODtions  of  the  association  in  relation  to  the 
Irish  Church  Establishment  have  undergone  no 
modification  ;  and  that  the  gentlemen  with  whom 
recta  the  direction  of  the  policy  of  the  associa- 
tion are  unanimous  in  the  determination  to  have 
Bo  eompromise  with  the  Establishment  or  its 
advocates,  and  to  spare  no  e£E6rt  for  its  over- 
tbrow.- 

Now,  atrictly  speaking,  though  reference 
was  made  to  the  Irish  Church,  there  was 
no  Irish  Chnrch  in  contradistinction  to  the 
Cboreh  of  England.  The  two  Churches 
were  united  by  the  Act  of  Union  aa  one 
Cliarpbf  and  tbonowho.Uioaglii  that. any 


measure  that  affected  the  Irish  Church 
could  have  no  bearing  on  the  interests  of 
tlie  Church  of  England  were  mnch  mis* 
taken.  The  oath  should  therefore  not  be 
made  merely  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholics,  but  should  be 
framed  with  a  due  regard  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  English,  both  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics.  It  was 
said  that  these  were  merely  the  sentiments 
of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  and  he  was 
asked  why  he  should  mistrust  the  English 
Roman  Catholics  ?  He  had  a  very  great 
esteem  for  the  English  Roman  Catholics,  as 
they  invariably  expressed  their  sentiments 
upon  the  question  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment  and  the  Constitution  in  a  straightfor- 
ward and  manly  way  ;  but  they  wore  neces- 
sarily exposed  to  the  danger  of  external 
influence,  and  it  might  be  that  obedience 
to  that  external  influence  might  lead  them 
to  attack  a  Church  which,  if  left  to  their 
own  free  will,  they  might  be  disinclined  to 
touch.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
bad  just  addressed  their  Lordships  had 
adverted  to  the  appointment  to  the  pre- 
lacy in  England  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
of  great  influence  and  authority,  who  had 
formerly  been  a  clergyman  in  the  Church 
of  England  (Dr.  Manning).  The  theo- 
ries propounded  by  that  prelate  in  his  lec- 
tures upon  the  subject  of  the  religious  sub* 
jugation  of  England  were  rather  startling. 
He  said — 

"  If  ever  there  was  a  land  in  wbich  work  is  to 
be  done,  and  perhaps  much  to  suffer,  it  is  here.  I 
shall  not  saj  too  much  if  I  say  that  we  have  to 
subjugate  and  subdue,  to  conquer  and  rule,  an 
Imperial  race  ;  we  have  to  do  with  a  will  which 
reigns  throughout  the  world  as  the  will  of  old  Rome 
reigned  once.  We  have  to  bend  or  break  that 
will  which  nations  and  kingdoms  have  found  in- 
vincible and  inflexible.  We  have  to  gather  for  this 
work  the  rough  stones  of  this  great  people  and  to 
perfect  them  as  gems  for  the  sanctuary  of  God. 
It  is  good  for  us  to  be  here,  because  a  nobler  field 
could  not  be  chosen  than  England  on  which  to 
fight  the  battle  of  the  Church.  What  ConsUnti- 
nople,  and  Ephesus,  and  AfHca  were  to  the  here- 
sies of  old,  England  is  to  the  last  complex  and 
manifold  heresy  of  modern  times  Were  it  con- 
quered in  England  it  would  be  conquered  through- 
out the  world.  All  its  lines  meet  here,  and  there- 
fore in  England  the  Chnrch  of  God  must  be  ga- 
thered in  its  strength." 

lie  read  that  extract  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  this  was  not  the  time  when 
we  should  abandon  any  of  the  securi- 
ties we  had  obtained  for  the  Established 
Church.  He  should  be  glad  to  give  up 
everything  which  was  offensive  to  the 
Catholics,  provided  that  in  doing  so  no 
safeguard  of  the  Church  was  abandoned. 
It  waa  upon  the  goaraBteo  for  thn  aa&Vl 
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of  the  EstabliBhed  Church  eontained  in  the 
oath  it  was  now  proposed  to  alter  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  obtained  that  which»  with- 
out that  guarantee,  thej  never  would  have 
obtained — namely,  the  right  to  sit  in  Par- 
liament, and  it  appeared  to  him  that  as 
their  right  to  sit  in  Parliament  was  per- 
manent, so  the  conditions  upon  which  they 
obtained  that  right  should  be  permanent 
also,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
would  never  willingly  abandon  one  of  those 
conditions  which  he  regarded  as  essential. 
Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  it  had  been 
stated  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  this  measure  had  been  brought  for- 
ward as  a  piece  of  election  ''dap  trap," 
and  that  if  the  measure  was  seriously  in- 
tended to  be  carried,  the  Government 
would  have  lent  it  all  the  weight  of  their 
support  and  authority.  He,  however,  did 
not  think  the  Ministers  would  have  done 
rightly  in  bringing  the  matter  forward 
as  a  Government  measure,  and  they  would 
have  been  acting  most  unjustifiably  had 
they  taken  the  matter  up  after  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  adopted  by 
the  House  of  Commons  by  such  large  ma- 
jorities ;  and  he  thought,  therefore,  the 
Bill  came  before  their  Lordships  with 
much  more  grace  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  who  had 
for  so  many  years  given  his  attention  to  the 
subject,  than  it  would  have  done  had  the 
Government  tried  to  force  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  It  had  been  said  that  the  eve 
of  a  general  election  was  not  the  proper 
time  for  bringing  forward  such  a  scheme ; 
but  he  thought  no  better  time  could  be 
•elected,  as,  depend  upon  it,  every  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  endeavour- 
ing, as  far  as  possible,  to  study  the  views 
of  his  constituents  ;  and,  therefore,  if  they 
wished  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  England  on  the  question,  they  could  not 
have  a  better  opportunity  for  doing  so 
than  at  the  period  of  an  expiring  Parlia- 
ment. It  must  be  recollected  that  no  such 
oath  as  the  one  it  was  proposed  to  alter 
was  tendered  either  to  the  Dissenters  or  to 
the  Jews.  On  the  question  of  admitting 
the  latter  into  Parliament  he  had  some 
years  ago  himself  proposed  to  do  away 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  oath,  but  he  was 
then  opposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Russell)  below  him.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, however,  also  objected  gene- 
rously to  his  proposal  on  the  ground 
that  it  might  weaken  the  cause  of  the 
Jews,  who  were  eventually  admitted  by 
A  Bhabhv  subterfuge,  but  reserved  to  them- 
Belrea  the  right  6t  enSeayounng  v>  ite» 


themselves  from  the  mark  of  inferiority 
contained  in  the  oath  whenever  a  fitting 
opportunity  should  arise.  They  now  came 
forward  and  demanded  to  be  freed  from 
the  necessity  of  taking  the  objectionable 
parts  of  the  oath,  and  they  were  to  be  told 
that  in  consequence  of  something  somebody 
had  done  thirty-five  years  ago  they  were 
not  to  be  relieved.  But  he  contended  that 
nothing  was  done  thirty-five  years  ago 
which  would  preclude  Parliament  from 
granting  the  reasonable  request  of  the 
Catholics.  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1829  said 
distinctly  that  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
not  been  consulted,  because  it  was  better 
that  the  Legislature  should  be  independent 
in  considering  the  question  before  them. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  pledge  given  on 
the  part  of  the  Catholics,  and  the  oatb 
formed  no  part  of  a  compact  entered  into 
between  them  and  the  Parliament.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
said  there  was  no  real  grievance  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  oath ;  but,  aft 
any  rate,  they  were  the  best  judges, 
and  if  they  regarded  it  as  a  grievance, 
that  was  a  sufficient  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl.  Look,  also,  at  their  beha- 
viour since  their  admission  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  declared 
on  one  occasion  that  he  had  never  known 
a  Roman  Catholic  Member  who  had  not 
voted  from  conscientious  motives.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Clielmsford) 
had  contended  that  the  present  was  not 
the  time  for  bringing  forward  this  propo- 
sition, because  serious  attacks  were  being 
made  on  the  Church  of  England  ;  but  did 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  think  that 
ever  in  his  lifetime  the  Church  had  been 
safer  than  at  present,  resting,  as  it  did, 
upon  the  afi^ections  of  the  people  ?  And 
why  was  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  so 
fearful  only  of  the  Roman  Catholics  f  Did 
he  not  think  that  the  Dissenters  were  in- 
finitely more  hostile  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ?  Seeing  the  array  of  Peers  oo 
the  Benches  opposite,  he  regretted  that 
there  was  no  chance  of  the  Bill  being  ca^ 
ried.  He  certainly  thought  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  would  have  done  well  to  have 
allowed  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
upon  the  Bill,  and  not  to  have  called  npon 
the  House  summarily  and  insultingly  to 
reject  a  measure  proposed  for  the  relief 
of  the  consciences  of  their  Romsn  Ca- 
tholic fellow  subjects.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted to  think  that  the  Bill  would  be 
thrown  out,  but  he  hoped  that  a  large 
number  of  Peers  would  support  <it»  and 
vb^xf  b^  \hm  TOtofl  tbil  they  irmt  n^ 
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forgelfal  of  the  prineiplM  of  religiouB 
libertj  they  acted  tn  in  past  times. 

The  Marqubss  op  WESTMBATH  re- 
ferred to  the  oath  which  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholio  prelates  were  obliged  to  take  to  tlie 
Pope,  and  obserted  that  as  that  was  not 
deemed  offensive,  he  oonld  not  understand 
why  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  so  squeamish  about  the 
oath  they  were  called  on  to  take.  He 
reminded  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  of  the 
large  majority  by  which  the  Bill  was  car- 
ried in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
majority  in  its  favour  was  only  19. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFB  said,  that  he  had  not  come  down 
to  the  House  with  the  intention  of  taking 
part  in  the  debate,  but  having  listened  to  the 
oiaeossion  he  thought  it  right  to  explain  the 
Tote  he  intended  to  give,  because  he  en- 
tirely differed  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Treasury  bench.  When  he  considered  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  had  been 
brought  forward,  the  want  of  time  for  its 
due  consideration,  the  character  of  the 
Bill  itself,  and  the  circumstances  geueraily 
attaching  to  it,  he  could  not  conscientiously 
give  his  Yote  in  its  support.  The  inclina- 
tion of  hia  mind  was  rather  not  to  vote  at 
all,  and  he  could  not  say  that  he  bad  heard 
any  argument  calculated  to  remove  the 
impression  he  entertained  against  the  mea- 
Bire ;  but  being  in  the  House  he  could  not 
eoDscientiously  refrain  from  recording  his 
opinion.  The  same  arguments  which  had 
been  employed  against  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  were  equally  applicable 
to  the  property  of  the  Church  in  England. 

On  Question,  That  (*'now")  sUnd  Part 
of  the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships  dvoided : — 
Contents  63  ;  Not-Contents  84 :  Majority 
21.  Bewlved  in  the  Negative ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  2*  on  thie  Day  Three  Manthe. 
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Amherst,  E.  Clinton,  L. 

Bandon,  E.  Coloheeter,  L. 

Bantry,  E.  Col vt lie  of  Culross,  L. 

Cardigan,  E.  [7'eller.] 

De  La  Warr,  £.  Congleton,  L. 
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Home,  E.  Heytesbury,  L. 

Malmesbury,  £.  Inohiquin,  L. 

Mansfield,  £.  Kingsdown,  L. 
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Orkney,  £.  Polirarth,  L. 

Pomfret,  E.  R«desdale,  L. 
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House  adjourned  at  half  past  Ten 

o'oloek,  till  To-morrow,  haTf 

past  Tea  q'«1<mSl« 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Monday^  June  26,  1865. 

MINUTES.}— Nsw  Mbmbib  Sworn— Sir  Arthur 
William  Buller,  knight. /or  Liakeard. 

SiLxcT  CoMMiTTBs  —  Report  —  Public  Acoounts 
[413]. 

PuBuo  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Marriages 
(Lamborne)*  [-Lord*]  [237];  Admiralty,  Ac., 
Acts  Repeal  •  [Lordt]  [242]  ;  Admiralty 
Powers,  Ac.  •  [Lorda]  [243] ;  Dockyard  Ports 
Regulation  •  [Lordi]  [244]. 

Committee — Clerical  Subscription  [Lords]  [199]; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227];  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  *  [226]. 

j2^^H>r<— Clerical  Subscription  [Lorc2f]  [199]; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227] ;  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  *  [226]. 

Considered  as  amended — Inland  Revenue  *  [207] ; 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  {Lords] 
^36]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  *  [235]  ; 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  dK).  *  [238]. 

Third  i^^ocftti^— Consolidated  Fund  ^Appropria- 
tion) ;  Colonial  GoYcmors  (Retiring  Pen- 
sions) [133];  Inland  Reyenue*]  [207];  In- 
demnity* [234]  ;  Compound  Spirits  Warehous- 
ing* [233];  Local  GoYemment  Supplemental 
(No.  5)  •[209]. 


GOVERNMENT  ANNUITIES— 

27  A  28  VICT.  o.  43. 

QUESTION. 

SiB  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  What  progress  is  being  made  in 
insuring  lives,  and  in  purchasing  Gofern- 
ment  Annuities  under  the  Act  27  &  28 
Vict,  c.  43  ;  and  what  number  of  contracts 
Ifave  been  entered  into  by  the  Postmaster 
General  in  pursuance  of  that  Act ;  at  how 
many  Post  Offices  such  business  has  been 
transacted,  and  whether  such  business  is 
carried  on  at  any,  and  how  many,  of  the 
old  Savings  Banks  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  he  would  not 
enter  into  any  statistical  account  of  pro- 
ceedings under  this  Act,  which  had  come 
into  operation  so  recently  that  any  obser- 
vations founded  on  its  working  hitherto 
would  prove  deceptive.  The  Act  came 
into  operation  immediately,  but  a  consider- 
able time  necessarily  intervened  before 
machinery  relating  to  matters  of  so  grave 
a  character  could  be  finally  arranged  :  400 
officers  had  been  appointed,  but,  as  yet,  it 
had  not  been  found  possible  to  commence 
business  over  the  face  of  the  country  gene- 
rally. Progress  must  be  made  in  such  a 
matter  step  by  step ;  and  no  doubt  pro- 


gress would  be  faster  as  they  got  further 
afield.  With  regard  to  the  old  savings 
banks,  it  was  not  found  feasible  to  make 
satisfactory  arrangements  with  them  yet, 
owing  to  the  great  additional  responsibility 
entailed  by  their  new  business  of  assurance. 
Several  hundreds  of  transactions,  however, 
had  already  been  completed  ;  and  Mr. 
Soudamore,  who  was  at  the  head  of  this 
department  in  the  General  Post  Offiee,  felt 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  indications  pre- 
senting themselves.  The  rulea  appeared 
to  work  well  and  to  be  understood  by  the 
parties,  and  no  difficulty  had  been  expe- 
rienced by  the  Department  in  obtaining 
answers  to  questions  from  the  persons  ap- 
plying. He  had  no  doubt  that  by  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament  they  should  be  in  t 
position  to  give  more  ample  information  aa 
to  the  progress  made. 


POOR  LAW— THE  HIGHWORTfl  UNION. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether  any  steps  have  been,  or  will  be, 
taken  by  the  Board  to  ascertain  that  Dr. 
Kennard,  medical  officer  of  the  Highworth 
Union  has  discontinued  to  employ  his 
assistant,  which  was  animadverted  on  and 
forbidden  in  the  Secretary's  letter  to  Dr. 
Kennard,  dated  the  19th  of  April,  1865! 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  in  r«ply, 
that  in  March  last  the  Poor  Law  Board  re- 
ceived a  request  from  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Highworth  Union  complaining 
of  the  neglect  of  their  medical  officer,  and 
asking  that  an  inquiry  might  be  instituted 
into  his  conduct.  Upon  a  review  of  the 
evidence  it  appeared  that,  although  the 
visits  of  the  medical  officer  were  not  fre- 
quent, his  conduct  did  not  require  any  par* 
ticular  censure.  His  assistant  did  not 
possess  any  legal  qualification,  and  the 
Board  pointed  out  the  impropriety  of  his 
conduct  in  employing  such  a  person,  and  a 
copy  of  the  letter  was  sent  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  It  was  not  customary  for  the 
Board  to  inquire  whether  their  direetiooi 
had  been  carried  out,  as  it  was  preanmod 
that  the  Guardians  would  act  upon  them. 
He  believed  that  no  further  complaint  hsd 
been  made  respecting  Dr.  Kennard,  hot 
if  any  dissatisfaction  should  hereafter  arise 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  make 
further  inquiry. 
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to  Colonel  Wood,  pointing  out  that  a  ci? il 
action  against  a  sub* constable  of  police  was, 
as  a  remedy,  wholly  inefficient,  and  that  if 
anything  could  come  properly  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary  it  must  be  such  as  this.  To 
this  second  letter  the  following  reply  was 
sent  by  Colonel  Wood  : — 

*'  Constabulary  Office,  Dublin  Castle,  May  30. 

'*  Sir, — In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  29th  ult., 
I  can  only  say,  in  addition  to  what  I  haTe  already 
stated,  that  if  a  member  of  the  constabulary 
force  exceeds  or  neglects  his  duty  as  a  peace 
officer,  such  an  ofTence  does  not  properly  form  a 
subject  for  inrestigation  by  me.  The  steps  to  be 
taken  in  such  cases  are  pointed  out  in  the  19th 
section  of  the  6th  Will.  IV.  c.  13  ;  and  I  shall 
always  be  ready  to  afford  every  fkcility  in  my 
power  in  the  investigation  before  the  proper  tri* 
bunal  of  any  charge  of  the  nature  referred  to. 
**  I  am.  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

*'  J.  Stswart  Wood,  Colonel,  Inspector  General. 
«•  Mr.  Arthur  Ward, 
**  62,  Townsend  Street,  Belfitst." 


CONSOLIDATED    FUND 
(APPROPRIATION)  BILL. 

THIRD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Sir  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  he  wisbed 
to  obtain  some  information  from  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Robert  Peel)  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Constabulary.  That  force  was  ? ery 
considerable  in  point  of  numbers,  and  large 

f  rants  had  been  made  for  its  maintenance. 
here  was  at  the  head  of  the  force  in  Dub- 
lin an  officer  of  considerable  experience  in 
military  serrice,  who,  although  appointed 
recently  to  that  position,  was  in  every  way 
worthy  to  succeed  the  other  distinguished 
officer  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  office 
of  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary. 
Some  questions,  however,  had  arisen  under 
bis  rale  as  to  the  discipline  of  the  force, 
and  it  was  Tory  desirable  that  the  public 
mind  should  be  reassured  on  the  matter. 
A  few  weeks  ago  some  very  respectable 
and  inoffensive  gentlemen  were  walking  in 
Belfast  one  Saturday  night,  when  they 
passed  two  members  of  the  constabulary 
foroe  loitering  in  front  of  their  barracks. 
They  were  standing  in  the  middle  of  the 
pavement,  and  one  of  the  gentlemen,  in 
passing,  happened  to  touch  the  leg  of  one 
of  the  policemen.  They  both  became  ex- 
cessively indignant,  used  vituperative  lan- 
guage, and  accused  these  inoffensive  gen- 
tlemen, to  their  surprise,  of  assaulting  the 
police.  According  to  law  in  Ireland,  a 
magistrate  alone  could  accept  bail  for  any 
person  charged  with  assaulting  tbe  con- 
stabulary, and  one  of  these  gentlemen, 
therefore,  was  kept  in  confinement  till  the 
following  Monday  morning.  Upon  the 
matter  being  brought  before  the  two  sti- 
pendiary magistrates  and  on  a  full  investi- 
gation of  the  facts,  it  was  satisfactorily 
proved  that  no  assault  had  been  committed, 
and  that,  if  touched  at  all,  it  was  only  a 
loach  which  had  been  given  accidentally  to 
the  leg  of  tbe  constable.  The  magistrates, 
moreover,  declared  that  the  police  had 
acted  with  great  impropriety  in  making 
use  of  vituperative  language,  and  in  giving 
tbis  gentleman  in  charge.  A  letter  was 
thereupon  addressed  by  the  gentleman  ag- 
grieyed  to  the  Inspector  General  in  Dublin, 
representing  what  had  occnrred,  but  Colo- 
nel Wood  did  not  think  tbe  matter  came 
under  his  jurisdiction,  and  left  the  party 
aggrieved  to  take  such  steps  as  he  might 
be  advised.    A  second  letter  was  addressed 


If  a  constable  or  sub-constable  of  police 
exceeded  or  neglected  his  duty,  and  such 
excess  or  neglect  of  duty  did  not  properly 
form  a  subject  for  investigation  by  the  In- 
spector General,  he  did  not  clearly  see  what 
was  tlie  use  of  an  Inspector  General  at  all. 
The  gallant  officer  had  entirely  mistaken 
the  effect  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  which 
be  pointed,  which  was  to  give  power  to  the 
commanding  officer  of  the  force  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  in  case 
they  thought  proper  to  do  so,  to  bring  of- 
fending constables  before  the  magistrates, 
and  have  them  fined  ;  but  there  never  had 
been  any  intention  of  superseding  or  abro- 
gating their  proper  functions  by  any  enact- 
ment. By  the  Act  of  1336  any  member 
of  the  force  guilty  of  neglect  or  violation  of 
duty  was  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding 
£5,  recoverable  before  a  magistrate.  The 
object  of  that  provision  was  to  give  the 
commanding  officer  power  to  bring  the 
offender  before  a  magistrate,  and  get  a 
penalty  imposed,  and  stop  it  out  of  the 
pay  of  the  offender.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  approved  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  Inspector  General, 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  sit  in  Dublin  Castle 
with  his  arms  folded,  and  do  nothing  when 
Complaints  were  made.  Another  case 
which  had  attracted  much  attention  oc- 
curred in  the  county  Sligo,  where  a 
young  woman,  who  had  incurred  the  dis- 
pleasure of  her  relatives  by  a  change  of 
religion,  was  beaten  severely  by  them  in 
the  open  street,  in  presence  of  a  sub- 
inspector  of  constabulary  and  three  con- 
stables, who  all  refused  to  interfere  be- 
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cause  they  said  it  was  a  **  family  matter/' 
A  mixed  bench  of  magistrates  declared 
in  that  case  that  the  police  had  acted  with 

freat  impropriety.  The  sub-inspector  was 
ned  £2,  the  bench  at  the  same  time  de- 
claring their  opinion  that  the  case  was 
one  in  which  ulterior  proceedings  ought 
to  be  taken.  But  here,  again,  according 
to  an  answer  given  by  the  GoTcrnment  in 
another  place,  all  that  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral had  done  was  to  remove,  or  talk  of 
removing,  these  members  of  the  police 
force  to  another  part  of  Ireland,  in  the 
case  of  the  sub -inspector  as  soon  as  his 
health  permittedi  and  in  the  case  of  the 
eonstables  as  soon  as  opportunity  offered. 
But  what  punishment  was  that  to  the 
offending  parties?  what  satisfaction  was 
it  to  the  aggrieved  party  ?  and  what  had 
the  other  districts  done  that  members  of 
the  force  found  guilty  of  misconduct  else- 
where should  be  quartered  upon  them  ? 
These  matters  were  notorious,  and  excited 
grave  distrust  in  regard  to  the  discipline 
of  the  force.  Everyone  had  heard  that  the 
constabulary  force  in  Ireland  was  more  of  a 
military  than  a  police  force,  and  he  had  been 
somewhat  surprised  not  long  since  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  to  see  what  he  took  to  be 
a  dragoon  regiment  in  undress.  He  asked 
**  What  regiment  of  cavalry  that  was  ?" 
and  was  told  that  it  was  not  a  regiment 
of  cavalry  at  all,  but  a  body  of  the 
mounted  police.  These  men  rode  better 
horses,  and  were  better  turned  out,  than 
many  regiments  of  cavalry  that  he  had 
seen.  The  sight  was  very  creditable,  no 
doubt,  to  the  men  and  their  officers,  but 
they  did  not  resemble  a  body  of  peace 
officers.  Another  question  which  he  wished 
to  ask  referred  to  the  proposal  to  substitute 
a  large  body  of  the  constabulary  for  the 
local  force  of  the  town  of  Belfast.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  when  that  force 
might  be  expected  to  enter  upon  the  perfor- 
mance of  their  duties,  and  also  whether  any 
arrangements  had  been  made  or  would  be 
made  for  the  force  to  be  drilled  as  night 
watchmen  and  detective  policemen.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Olonmel  told  the  House 
the  other  night  that  an  attempt  to .  use 
the  constabulary  force  as  night  watchmen 
in  the  borough  had  failed,  -and  that  they 
had  proved  themselves  to  be  inefficient 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  He  had 
also  been  told  that  in  the  city  of  Cork, 
where  the  duty  of  a  police  force  was  dis- 
charged by  the  constabulary,  they  guarded 
the  city  by  day,  but  that  at  night  several 
night  watchmen  were  employed  by  private 

Stir  Hugh  CaimB 


firms.  The  Commissioners,  having  re- 
gard to  the  state  of  feeling  in  Belfast,  had 
recommended  that  the  police  force  should 
be  proportioned  to  the  various  religious 
denominations  in  that  town,  and  they  ob- 
jected to  the  present  local  foroe  as  not 
being  constituted  in  that  manner.  Wu 
that  recommendation  approTed  by  the  Go- 
vernment* and  did  they  mean  to  carry  it 
out? 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  idea  of  apportioning  a  certain 
number  of  policemen  according  to  the  re> 
ligious  sentiments  of  a  town.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  that 
the  Piesbyterians  who  drew  the  Bagimim 
Donum  were  to  be  allowed  to  choose  t 
certain  number  of  constabulary  of  their 
own  sentiments  ?  He  trusted  that  no  such 
principle  would  be  admitted. 

Mb.  HENNESST  said,  that  before  the 
Chief  Secretary  replied  he  wished  to  refer 
to  another  subject.  The  House  was  awsre 
that  a  conversation  took  place  on  Friday 
relative  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land 
in  Ireland.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  inflict  upon 
themselves  the  trouble — he  would  not  say 
the  disgrace — of  embodying  in  a  Bill  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  The  House 
had  been  told  that  a  measure  would  be 
brought  in,  if  not  by  the  Government, 
yet  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
carrying  into  effect  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee.  He  would 
recommend  the  Government  not  to  take 
that  course,  because  the  Report  was  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  evidence  and  to 
the  only  sensible  plan  of  adjustment  that 
could  ever  be  adopted  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question.  The  Committee  proposed 
to  perpetuate  the  altogether  useless  Act 
of  1860,  and  recommended  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act  should  not  be  interfered 
with.  That  measure  had  never  been  of 
the  slightest  advantage  to  the  tenant- 
farmer  of  Ireland,  no  amendment  of  it 
would  give  any  satisfaction.  The  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Cardwell)  ex- 
pressed a  decided  opinion  the  other  night 
that  the  Committee  had  done  a  great  ser- 
vice in  terminating  the  tenant-right  agita- 
tion in  Ireland.  He  denied  that  the  action 
of  the  Committee  had  been  such  as  toeffeet 
that  result.  He  was,  on  the  contrary,  eoa« 
vinced  that  the  extraordinary  conclosion  to 
which  the  Committee  had  so  suddenly 
arrived  would  supply  an  additional  inoeative 
to  agitation  on  the  subject,  and  that  a 
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fa  tore  Ooyernmeot  would  be  compelled  to 
bring  in  a  measure  on  tbe  subject.  The 
Report  of  tbe  Committee  was  a  grievous 
insult  to  those  who  bad  devoted  their  time 
and  attention  to  tbe  question  of  tenant- 
right  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther bis  noble  Friend  (Lord  Naas)  who 
wa8»  be  belieyed,  the  main  author  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  was  of  the  same 
mind  with  tbe  Government,  but  he  should 
be  glad  to  learn  whether  any  intention 
existed  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  a  prac- 
tical manner. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hennessj)  bad  thought  proper  to  renew 
tbe  question  of  the  Report  of  the  Tenure 
of  Lands  Committee.  He  was  not  present 
when  tl^e  matter  was  discussed  on  Friday 
nigbt,  but  he  was  prepared  to  endorse  the 
opinion  of  bis  right  bon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Cardwell).  Whether  tbe  Report  of  the 
Committee  would  put  an  end  to  the  agita- 
tion on  tenant-right  in  Ireland  he  could 
not  say  ;  but  upon  that  Committee  sat  for 
many  weeks  several  Members  of  the  House 
who  had  given  the  subject  the  most  care- 
fol  and  assiduous  attention.  Several  wit- 
nesses were  examined,  and  whatever  might 
be  the  effect  upon  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  they  must  give  the  Committee 
credit  for  discussing  the  question  in  a  fair 
and  candid  spirit.  He  could  not,  of  course, 
say  what  course  the  Government  might 
determine  to  take  next  Session.  What 
they  roust  all  desire  was  that  either  the 
Government,  if  it  thought  fit,  or,  if  not, 
that  some  independent  Member  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  attempt  to  settle  this 
vexed  question  in  a  fair  and  equitable  man- 
ner, and  upon  some  principle  the  justice 
of  which  every  one  would  admit.  He 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  answering 
a  question  put  to  him  the  other  night  about 
Doyle,  tbe  "cosberer."  He  found  that 
on  the  7tb  of  May,  after  the  matter  had 
been  mentioned  in  tbe  House,  but  before 
be  was  memorialized  on  tbe  subject,  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  bad  exercised  his  pre- 
rogative of  pardon  and  bad  released  Doyle, 
who  bad  been  convicted  under  the  pro- 
visions of  an  Act  now  repealed.  The  bon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  bad  remarked  on  what  ho  had 
cbaracterixed  as  the  singular  views  taken 
of  the  discipline  of  the  constabulary  force, 
and  had  again  alluded  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Ward.  When  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man called  attention  to  the  case  tbe  other 
night  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  undertook  to 


write  at  once  upon  tbe  subjeet  to  tbe  In- 
spector General,  Colonel  Wood,  and  bo 
would  read  the  letter  — 

*<  Whitehall,  June  10, 1865. 
"  Dear  Colonel  Wood, — Sir  Hugh  Cairns  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  last  evening  the 
ease  of  a  Mr.  Ward,  living  in  Townsend  Street, 
Belfast,  who  appears  to  have  been  roughly  treated 
by  a  police  constable  while  on  patrol  duty,  and, 
as  alleged,  without  committing  any  offence  what- 
ever, to  have  been  locked  up  for  thirty-six 
hours,  when  upon  the  hearing  of  the  magistrates 
he  was  at  once  ordered  to  be  discharged.  Con- 
stabulary Inspector  Williams,  who  appears  to  hare 
some  relations  with  Mr.  Kirbey,  the  editor  of  the 
Bdfasi  NewtleUer,  told  the  editor  that  the  case 
had  been  reported  to  the  Castle,  and  that  he  ex- 
pected an  inquiry.  I  shall  be  glad  if  you  would 
fiivour  me  with  particulars  of  this  case,  with  re- 
port of  Constabulary  Inspector  Williams,  and  if 
the  statement  made  last  evening  is  correct  I  would 
suggest  the  expediency  of  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  constable. — "  I  am,  yours  truly, 

"  ROBIBT  PXBL." 

The  subject  was  brought  before  tbe  House 
on  the  9th  of  June,  and  be  wrote  on  the 
1 0th,  so  that  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
roan  must  see  that  he  lost  no  time.  The 
bon.  and  learned  Member  had  read  the 
second  letter  of  the  Inspector  General  In 
answer  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ward,  ask- 
ing for  some  additional  explanations.  He 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  did  not  see  anything  in 
that  communication  to  find  fault  with. 
The  Inspector  General  acted  according  to 
Act  of  Parliament  and  tho  rules  of  the 
constabulary,  and  gave  a  very  proper 
answer.  Colonel  Wood,  in  reply  to  his 
(Sir  Robert  Peel's)  letter  of  the  10th,  wrote 
as  follows  : — 

'*  I  will  endeavour  to  explain  the  case  to  yon 
as  far  as  I  know  it.  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  can 
have  no  desire  to  screen  an  offending  member  of 
the  constabulary  ;  but  it  has,  I  understand,  always 
been  the  custom,  and  I  fully  concur  in  the  pro- 
priety of  it,  to  make  a  distinction  between  derelic- 
tions of  duty  as  peace  oflSccrs  and  mere  breaches 
of  constabulary  regulations."  [The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  admit  that.]  "The 
latter  class,  which  I  intended  to  epitomize  by  the 
word  •  Discipline,'  are  very  fit  subjects  for  investi- 
gation by  our  constabulary  courts  ;  the  public  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them.  But  it  is  otherwise 
with  the  former  class,  and  especially  when  the 
public  ar^  the  accusers,  and  tho  law  has  made 
provision  accordingly  (vide  6  William  IV.,  chapter 
13,  section  10),  which  affords  any  person  having  a 
just  complaint  against  tho  constabulary  the  means 
of  redress.  Were  offences  of  this  nature  referred 
for  investigation  to  our  constabulary  courts  de- 
cision would  seldom  be  received  as  final  or  satis- 
factory ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  any  course  prefer- 
able to  that  of  bringinff  such  complaints  before 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  tho  country." 

Now,  he  thought  that  answer  a  rery 
proper  one,  and  one  which  could  not  but  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
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mnn.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
fibook  his  head,  but  be  was  bound  to 
say  bo  thought  Colonel  Wood's  answer 
quite  satisfactory.  Ho  was  quite  sure, 
Colonel  Wood  having  now  succeeded  Sir 
H.  Brownrigg,  that  the  force  would 
prove  its  efficiency  and  discipline  under 
the  management  of  eo  able  an  officer. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  had  also 
referred  to  a  case  which  had  occurred  in 
Sligo,  and  which  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government  by  Lord 
Westmcath  in  another  place.  That  case 
was,  no  doubt,  a  bad  one.  It  was  that  of 
a  girl  who  having  been  in  Scotland  was 
induced  to  chongo  her  religion,  and  when 
she  came  back  to  the  town  of  Ballisodare, 
in  the  county  of  Sligo,  she  met  some  of  her 
relatives,  who  wanted  to  prevail  on  her  to 
return  to  the  religion  she  had  left.  A 
scene  of  some  violence  took  place;  there 
was  a  sub-inspector  of  police  present  with 
four  other  constables,  and  they  certainly 
did  not  do  their  duty.  The  poor  girl  was 
kept  in  durance  vile  for  some  time,  and 
was  then  released.  The  Government  in- 
stituted an  inquiry  into  the  case,  and  sub- 
inspector  Burke  was  severely  reprimanded 
by  the  Inspector  General,  fined  by  the 
magistrates,  and  ordered  to  go  at  his  own 
expense  to  a  remote  district  in  (he  county 
of  Donegal.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  think  that  it  was 
nothing  to  be  removed  and  to  be  severely 
reprimanded.  But,  in  the  first  place,  the 
man  removed  had  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  his  removal,  and  in  the  next  place  he 
had  his  chances  of  promotion  injured  in 
consequence  of  having  incurred  the  bad 
opinion  of  the  Inspector  General.  He 
fell  ill,  however,  and  remained  in  Sligo, 
but  was  not  allowed  to  do  duty.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Inspector 
General,  stating  that  sub-inspector  Burke 
had  sent  in  his  papers  and  retired  from  the 
force,  feeling  that  his  chances  of  promotion 
had  been  materially  affected.  As  regarded 
the  other  four  constables,  two  had  been 
acquitted  and  were  allowed  to  remain  in 
Sligo,  the  other  two  had  been  removed  and 
severely  censured.  They  had  been  dis- 
missed from  the  force  in  that  particular  lo- 
cality. He  would  admit  that  the  case  was 
a  bad  one,  but  he  would  put  it  to  the  House 
whether,  in  a  force  of  some  12,500  men,  in- 
stances of  misconduct  such  as  this  must  not 
sometimes  occur ;  but  whenever  they  did 
Government  at  once  dealt  with  them  in  a 
Btringent  and  determined  way.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
Sh- Jiohert  P00I 


had  said  that  he  saw  the  hone  poViee 
exercising,  and  that  he  took  them  for  a 
cavalry  regiment  in  undress.  Now,  that 
was  a  great  compliment  to  the  skill  and 
discipline  of  the  men.  It  was  a  credit 
to  the  force  rather  than  otherwise  to 
have  them  spoken  of  in  that  manner  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
had  been  asked  several  questiooB  touch- 
ing the  Bill  now  passing  through  Par- 
liament, and  he  would  endeavour  to  re- 
ply to  them.  But,  first,  he  would  re- 
assure the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield),  and  tell  him  that  his 
alarm  might  subside.  The  Government 
had  no  notion,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  apprehend,  of  increasing  the 
Regium  Donum  with  a  view  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Presbyterian  members  of  the 
constabulary  force.  The  Regium  Donum, 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  explain  for 
many  years,  went  to  pay  the  clergymen 
of  the  Presbyterian  body  in  Ireland,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  need  not  be  at  all 
apprehensive  that  it  would  be  increased 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  Presbjte- 
rians  in  the  constabulary.  He  had  been 
asked  when  the  Bill  now  passing  through 
Parliament  would  be  put  into  operation. 
The  Government  would  endeavour  to  bring 
it  into  operation  at  the  earliest  possible 
period.  It  would  probably  pass  into  an 
Act  by  the  4th  of  next  month;  if  so,  it 
would  be  notified  in  the  Gazette  of  the 
14th  of  July,  and  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  put  it  in  force  by  the 
10th,  or  at  the  very  latest  the  20th  of 
August  next.  They  were  making  every 
exertion  to  do  so,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  be  disappointed.  As  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  men  would  be  drilled, 
they  would  be  drilled  in  the  same  way  as 
they  were  for  Cork,  Waterford,  and  other 
places.  They  were  to  be  armed  with  a 
police  baton  when  they  were  simply  on  day 
duty  in  the  town.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  in  error  in  supposing  that  the 
constabulary  did  not  do  night  patrol  doty 
in  the  city  of  Cork.  No  doubt  there  were 
private  watchmen  there,  but  the  eonstt- 
bulary  did  night  watchman's  duty  in 
Cork,  Waterford,  Limerick^  and  other 
places,  and  he  believed  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  parties  eoneemed. 
In  Cork,  at  all  events.  He  had  been 
asked  the  other  night  whether  a  dis- 
tinctive mark  would  be  proyided  for  the 
constabulary.  He  wrote  to  the  Inspec- 
tor General,  stating  that  it  would  be  very 
desirable  in  cases  of    Decesaity  to   hare 
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Boeh  a  meMis  of  identifjing  the  men,  and 
steps  had  been  taken  to  proTide  such  a 
distinetife  mark.  He  had  been  asked 
whether  anything  had  been  done  to  carrj 
into  effect  a  certain  recommendation  of  the 
Gommissioners.  Now,  in  his  opinion,  that 
recommendation  was  an  unfortunate  one» 
and  he  did  not  approve  of  it.  The  Com- 
missioners reported  that 

"  In  teieeting  men  for  Belfast  there  need  be  no 
difllonlty  in  preeenring  smoog  them  the  propor- 
tion whloh  the  nambers  of  the  di£forent  oongrega- 
tions  there  beur  to  each  other,  and  in  preserTing  it 
till  a  wieer  and  happier  time  renders  it  nnne- 
eeeaary  to  take  inoh  a  oirDunutanoe  into  conn- 
dsTAUon." 

It  should  be  recollected  that  recommenda- 
tion had  reference  to  a  local  force  of  164 
men,  the  whole  of  whom  were  Protestants 
with  the  exception  of  five.  The  propor- 
tions belonging  to  each  religious  denomi- 
nation  in  Belfast  were,  omitting  decimals — 
Roman  Catholics,  34  per  cent;  Established 
Ghnrch,  24  per  cent ;  Presbyterians,  35 

rr  cent;  and  the  other  denominations, 
per  cent.  It  would  appear,  therefore, 
that  the  force  ought  to  be  thus  constituted, 
— 120  men  should  belong  to  the  Established 
Church,  160  should  be  Roman  Catholics, 
170  Presbyterians ;  or,  taking  the  broad 
distinction  between  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants,  160  should  be  of  the  former 
and  290  of  the  latter  denomination.  The 
OoTemment  would  endeaTour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  follow  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  would  give  the  hen. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  assurance,  for 
he  was  anxious  that  all  parties  should  be 
fisirly  dealt  with,  and  had  no  wish  to  give 
the  preponderance  to  either.  The  Qovem- 
ment  would  take  steps  to  ascertain  the 
religion  of  the  constabulary,  with  a  view 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners.  That  Return  he  hoped 
would  be  furnished  by  the  10th  of  August, 
and  it  would  of  necessity  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  It  was  proposed  to  give  450 
men  to  Belfast.  There  were  50  men  now 
in  the  county  of  the  town  of  Belfast  from 
the  county  of  Antrim  ;  and  these  men 
would  remain  there.  Then  there  were  90 
men  of  the  reserve,  together  with  160  men 
from  the  different  depots ;  50  recruits  from 
the  depot  would  also  be  sent  there,  and 
100  fresh  men  from  other  counties.  These 
would  make  up  the  450  men.  This  was 
the  best  arrangement  that  could  be  made, 
after  anxious  discussion  with  the  Inspector 
General.  As  regarded  what  he  could  not 
help  calling  the  most  unfortunate  Amend- 
ment which  his  hen.  and  learned  Friend 
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carried  by  accident  the  other  night  by  a 
majority  of  two,  it  could  not  possibly  be 
worked  satisfactorily.  However,  this  ar 
rangement  had  been  made — Colonel  Hillier 
had  gone  down  to  Belfast,  and  he  would 
ask  the  mayor  whether  there  would  be  any 
objection  to  ascertain  the  probable  number 
of  men  in  the  Belfast  police  who  wished  to 
come  into  the  constabulary.  The  great 
difficulty  was  in  removing  these  local  police- 
men from  the  depot,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  drilled.  He  was  afraid  that  their 
removal  would  subject  their  wives  and  fami* 
lies  to  great  hardships  ;  he  hardly  knew 
what  was  to  become  of  them,  and  hoped 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
profide  for  them.  Now  that  these  debates 
had  come  to  a  close,  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  think  that  he  had 
treated  this  question  in  a  fair  and  liberal 
spirit.  As  to  Mr.  Ward's  case,  he  thought 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  brought  twice  before 
Parliament,  and  that  tha£  gentleman  might 
have  been  satisfied  with  the  explanations 
of  the  Inspector  General.  There  were 
cases  in  which  a  want  of  discipline  might 
be  occasionally  shown  ;  but  the  authoritiea 
always  endeavoured  to  redress  this  on  the 
first  opportunity,  and  he  hoped  that  after  the 
Bill  was  brought  into  operation  on  the  10th 
of  August,  all  parties  would  unite  to  give 
the  new  system  a  fair  and  honest  trial. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  feel  indebted  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  for 
bringing  under  notice  not  so  much  any 
particular  case  as  the  principles  on  which 
the  force  ought  to  be  managed.  He  wholly 
dissented  from  the  view  taken  by  Colonel 
Wood  as  to  what  should  be  the  duties  of 
the  constabulary  authorities  in  such  a  case. 
Colonel  Wood  appeared  to  think  that  if  an 
offence  punishable  by  law  was  committed 
by  a  constable,  he  was  not  to  take  any 
steps  in  the  matter  unless  it  was  brought 
before  a  court  of  justice  by  some  other 
person.  This  was  an  entire  departure  from 
the  principles  on  which  the  discipline  of 
the  force  had  been  conducted  hitherto,  and 
he  believed  that  if  the  opinion  of  Sir  Dun- 
can M'Gregor  were  taken,  it  would  be  found 
to  differ  wholly  from  the  view  taken  by 
Colonel  Wood.'  In  case  of  any  dereliction 
of  duty  by  a  constable,  the  constabulary 
authorities  themselves  should  be  tlie  per- 
sons to  bring  the  case  under  the  cognisance 
of  a  court  of  justice  at  the  earliest  oppor* 
tunity,  and  not  leave  it  to  any  persons  who 
might  choose  to  prefer  a  complaint.  It 
would  be  most  unfortunate  if  it  should  go 
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abroad  that  nDless  the  public  took  notice 
of  offences  committed  by  conBtables  they 
would  not  be  taken  notice  of  at  all.  He 
did  not  quite  understand  ivhat  was  intended 
about  the  night  duty  at  Belfast.  Was  it 
to  be  like  that  of  the  metropolitan  police 
in  Dublin  ?  [Sir  Robbbt  Peel  :  That  is 
what  wc  inean.l  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that;  and  also  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  with  regard  to  the  religious  de- 
nominations in  the  force.  Of  course  it  was 
impossible  to  lay  down  any  rigid  rule  as 
to  the  proportion  which  the  respective  de- 
nominations should  bear  to  the  force.  All 
they  wanted  was,  that  there  should  be  a 
proper  infusion  of  the  various  denomina- 
tions, and  that  nobody  should  say  there 
was  anything  like  a  sectarian  tendency  in 
the  composition  of  the  force. 

Mr.  MAGUIRB  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hennessy)  had  endea?oured  most  per- 
sistently, without  any  means  of  forming 
an  accurate  opinion,  and  although  no  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  was  before  the  House, 
to  fill  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  with 
discontent,  and  convince  them  that  there 
was  no  possible  chance  of  getting  anything 
like  justice  upon  the  tenant-right  question 
from  this  House.     He  had  endeavoured  to 
represent  that  it  was  impossible  so  to  im- 
prove the  Act  of  1860  as  to  do  any  ap> 
preciable  good  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  utterly 
denied   this,   and    did    so    on  far   higher 
authority  than   that  of  his    hon.   Friend. 
0*ConnelI  was  inclined,  if  he  could  not  get 
a  whole  loaf,  to  take  half ;  and  he  denied 
that  his  lion.  Friend  had  sufficient  know- 
ledge of  tho  proceedings  of  tlie  Committee, 
or  of  the  evidence  taken  before  it,  to  assert 
with    anything  like   authority   that   even 
though  Mr.  Cardwell's  Act  still  remained 
in  force  it  was  not  possible  to  make  it  a 
very  valuable  and  easily  worked  Act.    He 
was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Act, 
but  he  believed  it  might  be  enormously  im- 
proved to  the  advantage  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Curling  had  distinctly  agreed  with  Mr. 
Cardwell  and  a  majority  of  the  Committee; 
but  Mr.  Curling  gave  such  valuable  sug- 
gestions that  if  they  were  carried  into  law 
an  enormous  change  for  the  better  would 
take  place  in  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland.     Ho  did  not  think 
it  was  a  good  or  wise  policy  to  fill  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  ready  as 
they  were  to  fly  from  the  country,  with 
despair  of  any  future  improvement.     He 
believed  that  if  the  Government  were  to 
legislate  in  the  spirit  of  Mr.  Curling's  ad- 
riae  tbej  would  do  great  things  for  Ire- 
LodNaa$  ^ 


land.  The  real  oauie  why  the  Act  of  1860 
would  not  work  was,  not  because  the  tenant 
could  not  get  compensation  unlees  he  im- 
proved with  the  sanction  of  the  landlord, 
but  because  the  machinery  was  too  cum* 
brous  and  intricate,  and  because  the  in* 
dueements  were  too  small  for  persons  ia 
Ireland  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act.  Nevertheless,  the  ma- 
chinery could  be  made  more  simple,  the 
inducements  larger,  and  the  protection 
could  be  made  secure.  In  replv  to  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy),  he  de^ 
nied  that  he  had  made  any  promise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  though  he  had 
expressed  his  hope  that  they  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and  if  they  did 
not  he  would  be  ready  to  lay  a  Bill  on  the 
table  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  hoped  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  would  not,  on  the  one  hand, 
grow  desponding  upon  the  question,  and 
would  not,  on  the  other  hand,  allow  them- 
selves to  be  deluded.  He  regretted  that 
the  Irish  Members  generally  had  not  ae« 
cepted  the  measure  of  1854,  which  was  a 
better  one,  he  feared,  than  any  they  had 
at  present  a  chance  of  obtaining. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  said 
a  few  words  on  this  sabject,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Maguire)  re- 
plied. Although  the  question  of  the  Irish 
constabulary  was  properly  brought  before 
the  House,^I  do  not  think  that  the  subject- 
matter  under  discussion  now— the  tenure 
of  land — can  be  said  to  relate  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.  There- 
fore,  to  pursue  this  discussion  farther  would 
be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  refer 
to  a  subject  connected  with  the  Irish  police 
force,  and  one,  therefore,  which  he  would 
not  be  out  of  order  in  introducing.  It 
was  one  in  which  an  injury  had  been  done 
to  the  public,  to  the  constabulary,  and  to 
an  individual.  In  former  years  the  cloth- 
ing of  the  Irish  constabulary  was  sopplied 
by  a  Dublin  tradesman,  who  had  fulfilled 
his  engagements  in  the  most  nnobjection- 
able  manner.  But  last  year  the  contract 
had  been  taken  from  him  and  given  to  Mr. 
Tate,  an  enterprising  contractor  of  Limer- 
ick, some  influence  having,  it  appeared, 
been  used  in  that  House  to  obtain  its 
transference.  Mr.  Tate,  however,  who  had 
been  engaged  in  supplying  the  Confederate 
troops  in  America  had  not  eomplied  with 
the  terms  of  his  engagements,  m  he  hsd 
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QBd^riaken  to  prodaee  the  clothing  bj  the 
ISth  of  Aag9it»  f^nd  hlMJ  not  by  U|«4  timo 
supplied  any  portion  of  it.  The  oonte- 
qneaee  Hub  thiili  the  conitabulary  had  been 
kept  for  a  considerable  period  withoot  a 
change  of  clothing,  and  mncb  inoonveni- 
ence  had  been  orepited.  Under  these  oir- 
cttButanoeSy  he  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  the  under  Secretary  of  War, 
whether  the  authorities  at  his  office  would 
be  prepared  to  restore  the  contract  to  the 
trailesQian  who  had  for  several  years  ful- 
filled its  conditions  t 

Tm  Mabqubss  of  HARTINOTON  said, 
ha  was  of  opinion  that  no  act  of  injustice 
whatever  had  been  committed.  Prior  to 
the  year  1864  there  was  no  contract  for 
making  the  clothing  of  the  Irish  consta- 
bnlaryy  the  cloth  being  sent  in  what  was 
termed  a  *'  basted  "  state  to  the  various 
stations,  and  an  allowance  given  to  the 
nien  Csr  making  up  the  clothing.  The 
aMevtion  of  the  Government  had  been  called 
to  that  aUte  of  things  by  Ur.  Tate,  who 
onderloek  to  cut  out  and  make  up  the 
clotlitng  for  the  same  price  as  that  allowed 
to  theoonstabularyfor  making  it  up.  That 
proposal,  which,  if  successful,  would  have 
proved  a  considerable  saving  to  the  public, 
appeared  so  advantageous  that  the  War 
Department,  having  had  considerable  and 
favourable  experience  of  Mr.  Tate  as  a 
contractor  for  army  clothing,  adopted  it 
for  one  year.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
clothing  of  the  constabulary  was  not  sup- 
plied in  August,  as  it  should  have  been  by 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  but  it  was  only 
fair  to  Mr*  Tate  to  state  that,  although  the 
Department  had  no  reason  to  be  altogether 
satisfied  with  the  performance  of  the  con- 
tract, he  believed  that  Mr.  Tate  considered 
ha  bad  very  good  reason  for  the  delay,  inas- 
nsaah  as  he  did  not  receive  at  the  proper  time 
the  necessary  *'  sise  roll  "  from  the  officers 
of  the  constabulary.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartinglon)  admitted  that  the  contract  had 
not  been  carried  out  in  a  manner  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Government,  and  they  were  now 
about  to  receive  contracts,  without  revert- 
iog  to  tlie  old  practice,  for  the  clothing  of 
the  constabulary.  The  patterns  for  clothing 
would  be  exhibited  in  Dublin  shortly,  and 
the  competition  would  be  perfectly  open. 

Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 
CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BILL. 

[£ordf.]    [bill  199.]    committei. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittea  ao  the  BUI.'' 


Mr.  HADFIBLD  said,  he  condemned 
the  measur^  as  affording  qo  real  relief  or 
comfort  to  the  minds  of  mauy  clergymen 
of   the   Established   Church,   who  enter* 
tained  conscientious  scruples  in  respect  to 
the  forms  of  subscription  liitherto  adopted. 
The  Bill  in  no  way  dealt  with  the  Articles 
of  the  Church  or  with  those  of  its  formu- 
laries and  ceremonies,  which  urgently  re- 
quired re-adjustment.    Among  the  letter 
were  tho  Baptismal  Service,  the  Office  for 
the  Visitation  of  the  Sick,  the  Catechism, 
and  the  Burial  Service,  parts  of  which 
were  most  objectionable,  not  to  Noncon- 
formists merely,  but  to  many  excellent 
clergymen    of   the    Established    Church. 
But  what  was  still  the  language  of  the 
heads  of  the  Church  ?     Did  they  hold  out 
any  hope  that  these  questions  should  be 
dealt  with  and  settled  ?     No ;  they  said 
they  could  not  devise  another  or  a  better 
form  of  Services,  and  consequently  cler- 
gymen would  still  have  to  read  a  Burial 
Service   which    in   some  cases   must   be 
most  revolting  to  them,  when  they  consi- 
dered what  the  professions,  the  principles^ 
and  the  moral    life  of  the  deceased  had 
been.     The  Romsnist  practices  indulged 
in  by  many  clergymen  receiving  Protestant 
pay   were  obnoxious  to  the  public.     But 
this  Bill   would  not  afford  any  relief  to 
those  who  objected  to  these  fantastic  dis- 
plays, and  who  desired  thst  they  should 
be  put  an  end  to.     He  deplored  the  way 
in  which   Parliament  treated   these  ques- 
tions, and  fSeared  that  it  would  bring  heavy 
reproach  upon  them  as  legislators  in  the 
eyes  of  posterity.     He  would  offer  no  op- 
position to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  chair ; 
but  there  was  one  notice  of  Amendment 
given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
tho  University  of  Dublin  to  which  he  could 
not   help  adverting.      That    Amendment 
declared   that  the   Queen *s  Majesty  was, 
under  God,  the  only  Supreme  Governor  of 
this  realm,  as  well  in  all  spiritual  or  eccle- 
siastical things  as  temporal.     He  thought 
that  Amendment  would,  if  carried,  excite 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  the  most 
determined  hostility.     He  believed  in  one 
head  of  the  Church — Jesus  Christ — who 
was  its  sole  governor  and  head,   whether 
on  earth  or  in  heaven.     To  Him  alone  the 
Protestantism  of  this  country  would  yield 
obedience  and  subjection.     He  did  not  op- 
pose this  Bill,  but  he  thought  the  paltry 
and  unworthy  compromise  which  it  made 
would  yield  no  satisfsction  to  the  minds  of 
those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
2  E  2 
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Bill  eonridarad  in  Committee.  the  thin  state  of  the  Hoom  of  pnmig  it 

(In  the  Committee.)  ^  •  ^W'ion.  ^"t  ™  «^  *•  pl»»"  *•»• 

"»•  ?""  ""■•  ""■"I""™  «»«"  »"  iiuch  Ib.t  h«l  been  uid  k,  Ihe  hm.  Hem- 

ejKrla.nrf  b,  loiit  oUrgjnun  >■  to  tbi  ^^  ,„,  Umi...,  bul  Ihmigbt  il  would  bo 

oir«o«  of  Ibo  word.  »  tb>  .ud  of  tbo  do-  ,^„  „  „„|,  ,||   „(„,^   ,„  ,i„„,. 

olor.Uo.1    "ojoopl  >o  f«t..  .hJl  bo  or-  j,           j.j  j„„  ,«,„d«d  lo  •«•  wbioh 

dorod  bj  k.M  .othonlj.       II  hod  booi  „„   „j,    „riginolij   oioiooiaool,   oad    be 

■oggo.tod  Ibot  tbo   ojoopuoo  wu   ooooi.  Uioogbt  ibo  pooiiboont  fot  iimooj  nigbt 

■ot;  lo  pmido  for  tbo  ooou.oool  projoi.  „,,,    ^^  ,,„  ^  ,,„          „    ,,  f„rfi,„^ 

whiob  wo™  ordorod  bj  tbo  Qoooo  lo  Coon-  „j  ^,  p„,i,ioo,  ot  Iho  lUuto  of  Eliio- 

oil  on  fool  or  tbonkogiviog  do,.,  or  on  onj  ^^      j,,,  „^  ..  ^           ••  bod  loon  not 

omorgonoj.  Tb.t  wo.  hi.  own  opinion,  ud  „„,     „i„„pii,a   hot  trendnl.nll,  .ppliod 

i(  tbo   Gorommont  wonld  .toto  ib.l  tb.l  ,,   ',^^  „„;S.t..  ond  bo,  tor  ono,  bul  d- 

wo.  the  objoot  of  tbo  oiooption,  tbo  donbl  |^„  „f     ;„!„„  ,,„,  j,  ,„y  k,  t^ 

whiob  bod  boon  oipioiMd  on  tbo  .obj«!l  „,',„  ,„       ,r ,  a  „^,  ii,,„p  j„ij  j, 

„°^JS^™" .  w>ld,ju.t  10  tbo  Mmo  woYthotrworwon. 

S11.8BOE8B  GREY  ..id.  bo  did  not  uli,Lp,^l  .«»nt  wore  «>U  nndortb. 

tbiok    tbo  word.   Iioblo  to   the   objootion  „i,ting  .jstom. 

■totod.     Ho    did   not   know   wbotbor   tbi  „,    LYGON  «>id.  bo  bod  noroi  boa 

faon.   ond     oomod  Oontltuiu  b»I  n«d  .  .y,  „  „„.„|,„d  tbo  oioot  romn  wh, 

.orjTjo.blopi.por.pp.ndod  to  tbo  Roport  „,,  j,.„,f<,„  ,„  „.do.     So  for  tram 

ot    Ibo   Cononuionor.   wliioh    hod    boo.  p„„,„i„.   5i.,g,„,„    from    obluniog  • 

drown  np  by   tbo  right   boo.   Oontlomoii  (j,,       bj  unworth,  moon.,  it  lott  tbo  of- 

th.  Morobor  tor  tbo  nm,.„.t,  of  Cm.  ,„4  „'^,  „i„,j'^  ^  I,  j,,,^  „,  i 

bridjo(Mr.  W.lpolo)..odwbiobg..o.mo.l  „„.;„  „„  i„„„  „,      ,,„,  «„orii„g  „ 

.Jmir.bloli.lorjotolltbodoolu.l.on.on  ,h,  o„n«imo.  of  tbo  iodi.idnd.    It  wu 

thi.  .nbjoot  wbioh  b.d  booo  roqmrod  to  b.  ^„,u^  ,|,„  ,|„  Uw  ot  .imon}  woo  ill  01 

tokon  from  limo  to  timo.  tbo  wntor  hoing  n,„,i,(„|™  .ui^  ond  tbo  doolorotion, 

in  foionr  of  000  ooiform  ond  .implo  doolo-  „  „  „^   p,«.,nl«i  o  groot  >noro  to  por- 

rotioo.     Th,.  pu-t  of  tho  doolorotion  hod  „„  „,  „„S„  „o„„i„^.     If  tbo  b«. 

boon  drown  op  .orj  o.rofollj.     Tho  word.  a,„i„  ,„  i,„i,„      „^  ,,;,  i„„j. 

woro  limitod  to  tho  oooMioo.  moolionrfbj  „,„,  ,„  ,  j,,,,,,,  t,  j,„u  „„  f„  j^ 

tbohon.ondleomodaontlomon(Mr.Rolt),  ^^^   ATTORNEY    GENERAL   Mid. 

ond  ho  did  oot  think  tbo,  woro  lIoUo  lo  ,t,  ,„.,i„  ,„  ,^|j  „,  rf  wordi    Tbo 

"?.      m°?."2n?i      -J    .1.       u      •         .  propoMd  doolorotion  wo.  in  .ubnUnoO  tbo 

M..  WAI.POLB«id^tbottb...owo  ^^7^  n,  „i,ii„g  doolorotion.      Tbo 

bobon.    .od    looinod   Fnood  (Mr.  Roll]  p,„p„.rf  dooI„.aon  woo  inlondod  loiooM 

Mltrolj  ogrood  with  ihol  ot  tho  Commi.-  J,,^„  .t^,  „„^„  ,,„  tict^n,  ud 

l^o*"'  who  might  m;.  "  The  motter  on  whiob  I 

ClonM  agretd  (0.  om  o.kod  lo  moko  o  doolorotion  io  not 

ClonM    2    [Tbo    Doolorotion    ogoio.t  aimoniocol  h  tor  00  mr  knowlodgo  i.  eon- 

Sinonj).  coroed.  bat  bow  do  I  know  wbolbor  io  Uo 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  Mid,  bo  mn.l  it  m.;  bo  deomod  .imooi.col  or  oolT"  Tb. 

oipreu  hi.  rogrol  that  the  Cooimi..ioner.  Commi.siooero  tboogbt  Ibot  to  moot  ooeh 

bod  recommended  any  oltor.tion    io  the  porwn.'  objootion.  tbo  doolorotion  oogkt 

dflolot«tion  witboot  on  omondmeot  io  the  merely  lo  reqoire  00  ovormoot  that  notbii^ 

law  ot  aiuooy.     Tbe  alteration    propoMd  b.d  tokeo  place  which,  to  tbo  boot  of  tbdr 

wo.  thot  tbe  poroon  tokiog  tho  decl.r.tioo  knowledge,  woo  .imoniaeol.     Retoaiog  Ic 

bad  made  00  poymoot  or  compoct  which  to  .peak  a.   to  o  motter  ot  law  about  which 

tbo  beat  ot  hi.  knowledge  wo.  ".imonio-  they  were  imperteetly  informod, they  were 

eel."    Tlie.o  word,  wooid  offer  o  loophole  quite  prepared  to  declaro  tbot  "10  tlieir 

to  a  roboot  conMieuco  ood  a  trop  to  o  knowledge"  there  bad  boon  nothmg  u- 

teoder  con.cience.      He   could  not  help  moniocol  io  ooooeotion  with  tho  trooiae- 

Ibinking  that  it   wa.   better  to  rotaio  tbo  tioo. 

former  Tonguago  ot  tbo  doolorotion  than  to  Un.  WALPOLE  Mid.  he  conid  eonfiroi 

alter  it  in  u  objectionoble  o  inonnor.     Ho  tbo  atatemoot  ot  tbe  boa.  and  lomod  Oeo- 

begged.  occordingly.  to  more  tbal  the  old  tloman    a.  to  tho  renaona  Manag  the 

wordiog  bo  roetored,  not  with  a  new  in  CommiMioner.  to  auoot  to  tho  altomliea. 
JB-.Hai/Ui 
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The  BDeerUbty  of  the  law  m  to  what  eon- 
atitotea  •imonj  had  raised  a  dilfficuUy  in 
the  waj  of  tender  consoieneeB,  which  it 
was  hoped  to  remoTe  hy  the  amended  form 
of  declaration,  the  declaration  itself  re- 
maining in  substance  the  same.  The  un- 
eertainty  of  the  law  on  the  subject  rendered 
it  highly  expedient  that  an  amendment  or 
repeal  should  take  place.  But  until  the 
law  was  amended  or  repealed,  it  was  in 
aoch  a  state  that  man?  of  the  clergy  ob- 
jeeted  to  make  the  declaration  without  the 

Sialifying  words  referred  to;  and  that  was 
e  sole  reason  why  they  were  introduced. 

Mr.  SBLWYN  said,  that  when  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
Tines  was  disposed  of,  words  could  be  added 
to  the  declaration  presenring  the  eommon 
form*  according  to  which  the  declarant 
spoke  **  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief/* 

8iB  OBOROE  6RBT  said,  he  would 
accept  the  suggestion. 

Amendment  nsgaiwed. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Clavse  4  (Subscription  and  Oaths  on 
Ordination). 

Sir  OBOROB  ORBT  moved  a  Tcrbal 
Amendment,  substantially  restoring  the 
Bill  to  ita  original  state  according  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  oath  taken  in  Bngland  was  the  obso- 
lete oath  of  William  and  Mary,  while  the 
Irish  clergy  took  the  oath  prescribed  by  an 
Act  of  the  present  reign.  The  Amend* 
ment  gave  effect  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commissioners  that  the  oath  should  be 
uniform  in  both  countries,  and  the  oath 
taken  by  the  Irish  clergy  would  be  the 
cue  adopted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Houaie  reeumed. 

Bill  reported^  with  Amendments ;  as 
amended,  to  be  eonsidered  Tihrnorrcw^  at 
Twelve  of  the  dock. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 
PENSIONS)  BILL--[Biix  183.] 

THIRD  RBADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

CoLOvn.  8YKBS  said,  that  Clause  2 
enacted  that  a  Colonial  Oovemor  who  had 
been  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  salary  of  £5,000 
a  year  abould  receive  a  retiring  pension 
el  £1,000  ayear  if  be  had  served  forfoor 


years.  This  provision  was,  however,  qua* 
lified  by  Clause  4,  and  he  wished  to  ask, 
first,  the  minimum  age  at  which  a  Gover- 
nor would  receive  the  full  pension ;  se- 
condly, what  length  of  time  a  Governor 
must  absolutely  have  served  ;  and,  thirdly, 
whether  a  person  would  obtain  his  pension 
for  cumulative  services  as  Governor  and  a 
member  of  the  Cif  il  Service. 

Mr.  WHITB  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  would  be  the  cost  to  the 
public  of  the  engagements  in  this  Act, 
and  the  amount  of  the  pensions  which 
would  accrue  under  it.  According  to  the 
Colonial  Office  Lists  it  appeared  we  had 
thirty-two  Governors  who  derived  salaries 
varying  from  £800  to  £10,000  per  an- 
num, and  twelve  lieutenant-governors  and 
presidents  administering  government  with 
salaries  varying  from  J^OO  to  £1,800. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  rather  late  in 
the  day  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  sort. 
We  had  gone  on  hitherto  without  the 
machinery  which  it  proposed,  and  he  was 
quite  sure  that  if  there  had  been  any  ab« 
solute  or  pressing  necessity  for  it,  a  scheme 
would  long  ago  have  been  brought  for- 
ward, because  these  Governors  belonged 
to  a  class  which  had  always  plenty  of 
friends. 

Mb.  ADDBRLBT  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  White)  that  it  was  rather  late  in  the 
day  to  introduce  such  a  BiH.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  rather  early  in  the  day  to  re- 
trace our  colonial  policy  by  imposing  on  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  the  payment  of  a 
portion  of  the  salaries  which  the  colonies 
ought  to  pay  to  their  Oovemors.  He  knew 
very  well  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  would  tell  him  that  the 
Governors  stood  in  a  different  category  to 
all  other  civil  servants,  and  that  while  per- 
forming a  service  to  the  colonies,  they  also 
performed  a  distinct  service  to  the  mother 
country,  but  the  answer  was  not  satisfac- 
tory. He  did  not  wish  to  impede  the  Bill, 
but  he  should  enter  his  protest  against 
it.  If  we  were  asked  to  take  this  first 
retrograde  step,  he  hoped  Parliament  would 
not  £9  asked  next  year  to  take  another, 
and  to  nay  a  portion  of  the  salariea  of  other 
colonial  officers.  There  was  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  do  for  the  Colonial 
Secretaries,  for  instance,  what  we  now  in- 
tended to  do  for  the  Governors.  The  Co- 
lonial Secretaries  frequently  acted  for  the 
Governors,  and  had  as  good  a  claim.  In 
fact,  he  did  not  see  why,  acoording  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  we  should  not  go 
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further  and  pension  all  the  eolonial  offi- 
cers. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  assure  the  House  that  if  before  Par- 
liament met  again  the  new  constitution  of 
oor  colonies  in  North  America  were  formed, 
in  which  case  the  Oovernor  General  would 
have  the  appointment  of  the  other  Gover- 
nors, we  should  not  have  to  pay  the  pen- 
■ions  of  those  Governors. 

Ma.  CARDWELL  said,  in   answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen   (Colonel 
Bjrkes),  that  there  was  no  confusion  be- 
tween the  two  clauses  referred  to  bj  him. 
That  the  first  clause  simplj  defined  what 
a  first-class  pension  should  be^  and  was  not 
otherwise  operative  at  all.    The  4th  clause 
was  operative,  and  enabled  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  give  that  first-class  pension  in 
the  case  of  three  classes — where  a  man 
has  served  eighteen  years  s  where  a  man 
has  served  twenty-five  years,  at  least  ten 
ef  which   must  have  been  passed  as  Go- 
vernor, and  the  rest  in  the  Civil  Service ; 
and  where  a  man  has  served  fifteen  years 
and  been    permanently    disabled   in    the 
eourae  of  the  discharge  of  his  duty.     The 
worda  were  perfectly  plain.     The  period 
at  which  a  pension  was  to  be  granted  was 
either  upon  attaining   the  minimum  age 
of  sifety  years  length  of  service  being  the 
chief  qualification,  or  earlier  in  the  single 
ease  of  a  man  being  permanently  disabled 
by  illness  U\  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 
With  regard  to  the  question  asked  by  his 
hon.   Friend  the    Member    for    Brighton 
(Mr.  White),  as  he  could  not  tell  who  would 
eease  to  be  employed  and  at  what  par- 
ticular period,  he  could  not  say  what  the 
precise  extent  of  the  burden  to  be  borne 
by  the   country   would  be.     By  the  first 
operation  of  the  Bill  a  change  would  be 
imposed  of  much  less  than  the  £10,000 
a  year  referred  to  in  the  printed  corre- 
•pondenoO,  and  that  was  not  a  very  serioos 
burden  to  be  laid  upon  the  public.     With 
respect  to  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Adderley),  he  woald  oontent 
himself  with  saying  that  the  service  which 
a  Governor  rendered  to  the  mother  country 
wonld  make  so  small  a   charge   as  was 
imposed  by  the  Bill  justifiable.    The  prin- 
ciple upon  which  he  defended  the  Bill  was 
this — nemo  tenetur  ad  impo$Hbiliat  because 
you  could  not  raise  a  common  pension  fund  | 
from  fifty  different  colonies,  and,  therefore, 
if  pensions  were   to  be    paid  at  all  they 
Must  be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury. 
H«  did  not  regard  this  Bill  as  a  retrograde 
atoy>.     It  showed  that  they  were  disposed 
to  estimate  at  their  valttO  the  pubWo  aeT- 
J/r.  Adderley 


vices  rendered  by  a  most  meritoiioiia  data 
of  men. 

Bill  read  3^,  and  paued. 

TURNPIKE  ACTS   CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
[bill  227.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Comrtiittee  read. 

LoBD  HBNLEY  said,  that  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  House 
going  into  Comniitt^,  but  he  did  not  think 
that  the  passing  of  Continnanee  Acta  was 
the  way  to  get  hd  of  these  turnpike  trusts. 
1?he  Committee  which  sat  upon  this  sub- 
ject thought  it  quite  feasible  io  abolish 
turnpikes  altogether.     They  were  an  ud- 
fair  and  inconvenient  mode  of  collecting 
money,   pressed  unequally  upon  different 
places,   and   were   very  uneconomical  hi 
working.      The    whole    of    the    toll  id- 
come  collected  under  turnpike  trusts  wu 
Jfil,043,185,  and  to  colleot  thi*  amoont 
4,400  toll-gates  wete  inaintliined.     The 
annusl  expense  of  (tech  bar  must  be  some- 
thing like  £25,  so  that  the  total  expense 
was  £110,000,  or  more  than  10  per  cent 
upon  the  whole  toll  income  collected.     In 
the  present  Act  only  eleven  traits  irere 
mentioned  which  were  actually  Itotended  to 
lbt|)lre,  atid,  as  there  w^rie  neirly  1,100 
trusts  altogether,  a  Tcry  considerable  thne 
would  elapse  in  getting  rid  of  these  if  they 
were  only  abolished  at  the  slow  rate  of 
eleven  a  year.     He  wanted  to  know  why 
160  trusts  which  were  out  of  debt  were 
not  abolished  and  the  roads  tlirown  on  the 
parishes.     Be  hoped  that  during  the  re- 
cess this  subject  would  be  considered  by 
the  Home  Office,  and  that  in  another  year 
either  the  Qovemment  or  some  infiuentisl 
Member  would  bring  in  a  Bill  Which  wooM 
put  an  end,  to  the  obnoxious  system  ef 
turnpikes. 

Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauso  1  (Continuance  ef  Acta,  eieept 
7  0.  4.  c.  Ixxxv.,  7  O.  4.  e.  exzr.»  7  4  8 
G.  4.  c.  vii.,  9  G.  4.  e.  eTtii.»  1  W.  4. 
c.  viii.,  3  W.  4.  c.  liii.,  3  W.  4.  c.  Ui.,  3*4 
W.  4.  6.  e.,  2  Vict.  e.  xir,,  5  Viel,  e.  xlv., 
6  d(  7  Vict.  c.  oviii.,  13  *  14  Vict, 
c.  Ixxxv). 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  ahooid  again  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  the  addition  of  the 
words  *'  also  an  Act  5  Oeo.  IV.  c.  56, 
for  repairing  the  Lower  Koad  from  Green- 
wich to  Woolwich,"  with  a  Tiew  to  put  sn 
end  to  that  trust  b^  exempting  it  from  the 
I  o^^eration  of  the  Bill.     Do  had  VrobgSt  oo 
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the  smbjieet  oae  night  Usft  week,  and  on  a 
diTiBion  carried  his  A  mend  went  by  eighteen 
to  fourteen,  but  aa  there  were  not  auffi- 
oient  Mentbers  present  to  form  a  IIouBe  he 
was  bound  to  bring  on  the  question  again. 
This  trust  had  been  eontinued  for  nineteen 
years,  and  the  debt  was  J&2,400,  but  if  the 
trust  was  continued  from  year  to  year  he 
doubted  whether  the  debt  would  e?er  be 
liquidated.  On  the  north  side  of  the 
Thames  the  tmtta  were  abolished  without 
any  regard  to  the  question  whether  they 
were  in  debt  or  not. 

lib.  T.  0.  BARING  said,  that  the 
trusts  on  the  north  of  the  Thames 
were  not  abolished  before  their  debt  was 
paid  off.  He  maintained  that  the  Bill 
was  in  accordance  with  the  legislation 
affecting  the  trusts  on  the  north  side  of  the 
river,  and  equitable  as  between  the  public 
and  prifate  indi?iduals.  He  regretted  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
aatisfied  with  what  had  been  done  by  the 
Home  Office  in  regard  to  this  trust.  The 
trust  was  indebted  to  the  extent  of  £2,000, 
the  debt  originally  being  £12,000.  An 
arrangement  was  made  by  which  the  ex- 
isting debt  was  to  be  paid  off  at  the  rate 
of  £500  a  year,  and  if  the  trustees  were 
advised  to  come  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill, 
tlie  effect  would  be  to  increase  the  debt. 
He  was  prepared  to  insert  that  trust  in 
the  achedule,  but  he  insisted  on  the  under- 
ataudiog  that  the  matter  might  be  consi- 
dered and  dealt  with  by  a  Committee  of 
Parliament  next  year  according  to  its 
merits. 

CoLOHBL  PENNANT  said,  that  the  ag- 
gregate debt  had  been  diminished  from 
£9.000,000  to  £4,000,000.  There  was 
no  instance  of  a  debt  on  a  turnpike  trust 
being  swept  away  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  that  House. 

CoLOVSL  FRENCH  said,  that  through 
the  mismanagement  of  indiyiduals  haying 
control  of  the  matter,  the  money  which 
had  been  borrowed  on  the  security  of  the 
toUsf  instead  of  haying  been  gradually  re- 
paid, still  remained  aa  a  charge  upon  the 
toUSf  and  it  waa  now  seriously  proposed 
that  Parliament  shoold  pay  off  the  claim. 
He  should  not  divide  the  Committee  upon 
the  question,  but  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
yernment  would  take  good  security  for  the 
fulfilment  of  the  engagement.  He  could 
not  underotaad  why  the  country  should  be 
called  on  to  make  good  the  losses  caused  by 
errora  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  turnpike 
truatees.  Syervbody  adyaneing  money  on 
turnpike  trusts  knew  that  the  security  was 
limited  to  twenty  or  thirty  years.    The 


trusts  had  been  abused,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  had  in  many  cases  renewed  the 
Acts.  Last  year  the  Goyernmeut  under- 
took that  this  trust  should  be  inquired  into 
by  a  Committee,  and  if  that  pledge  had 
been  redeemed  there  would  have  been  no 
need  for  them  to  come  forward  and  now 
say  that  they  would  do  it  next  year. 

Mr.  cox  said,  he  advised  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Goyernment  offer.  He  objected 
to  a  different  system  of  legislation  taking 
place  with  regard  to  turnpike  trusts  on  the 
south  side  of  the  Thames  to  what  had 
taken  place  on  the  north  side  of  the 
Thames. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  that 
he  also  advised  the  acceptance.  As  far  as 
his  confttituents  were  concerned  they  were 
divided.  The  toll-payers  liked  the  Bill; 
those  who  wonld  have  to  pay  in  future 
disapproyed  of  it. 

Mr.  LOCRE  said,  what  he  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose  was,  that 
the  turnpike  trust  of  the  Woolwich  and 
Greenwich  lower  road  should  be  put  into 
the  schedule,  and  that  next  year  he  would 
not  take  it  out,  and  that  when  a  Bill  should 
be  brought  in  by  the  trustees  of  the  road, 
as  was  done  this  year,  he  would  not  re- 
commend them  to  withdraw  it,  and  then 
put  it  into  the  exception  clause.  The  effect 
of  the  arrangement,  as  he  understood  it, 
was,  that  for  one  year,  and  for  one  year 
only,  the  trust  was  to  remain,  and  that  the 
Government  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it  next  year,  but  would  leave  the  trustees 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  be  decided  upon  by 
Parliament.  That  would  carry  out  what 
was  proposed  by  the  Home  Office  last  year. 
On  that  understandiug  he  was  willing  to 
accede  to  the  proposal,  but  he  should  have 
preferred  an  Amendment  declaring  that 
the  trust  should,  unless  revised  by  special 
Act  of  Parliament,  be  abolished  on  the 
Ist  of  August  in  next  year. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  moyed  to 
omit  "  1  Oeo.  IV.  c.  69,  an  Act  for  re- 
pairing and  improving  several  roads  leading 
into  and  from  Devizes,  in  the  county  of 
Wilts."  He  said  that  the  trust  did  not 
come  within  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  last  year,  and  the  person 
who  had  advanced  money  to  the  amount  of 
£850  had  threatened  to  seise  the  tolls  if 
the  trust  wore  not  omitted  from  the  sche- 
dule. 

Ma.  T.  Q,  Bik£.l\!^Q(  m^,>iGL^  <vL^^»aBk^ 
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•Unces  of  the  trust  warranted  tome  de1aj» 
and  he  was  therefore  willing  to  accede  to 
the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
Tizes,  hoping  that  before  next  year  some 
arrangement  might  be  come  to  between 
the  parties. 

House  reewned. 

Bill  Reported;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morrow^  at  Twel?e  of  the  dock. 

COUNTY    COURTS    EQUITABLE 
JURISDICTION  BILL. 

[Lorde,^  [Bill  236.]  oonbidbration. 
Bill,  as  amended,  eantidered. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  priso- 
ners who  might  be  committed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Bill.  The  power  of 
commitment  was  unlimited.  He  supposed 
that  the  prisoners  would  come  under  the 
category  of  County  Court  or  fraudulent 
debtors;  and,  if  so,  their  condition  would 
be  almost  penal.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department  would  make 
some  regulation  by  way  of  safeguard  on 
the  subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  was  not 
certain  that  all  the  persons  committed 
under  this  Bill  would  be  in  the  position  of 
County  Court  debtors,  though  some  un- 
doubtedly would  be.  He  would  look  into 
the  matter,  howcTer,  that  the  hardship,  if 
any,  nught  be  corrected.  The  treatment 
WAS  defined  by  rules  made  by  the  Home 
Office,  and  not  under  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Clause  20  (Imposing  upon  the  Judge 
in  certain  cases  the  duty  of  settling  the 
terms  of  appeals). 

Mb.  MURRAY  said,  there  were  many 
objections  to  this  provision,  and  moved 
that  it  be  struck  out. 

Ma.  MALINS  said,  he  thought  this 
was  an  attempt  to  re-introduce  a  perni- 
cious and  abolished  system.  The  same 
practice  existed  formerly  in  bankruptcy, 
and  he  had  seen  two  days  spent  before 
the  Judge  in  an  attempt  to  settle  the 
terms  of  an  appeal. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  in  deference  to  the  opinions  which 
had  been  expressed,  he  was  quite  willing 
to  allow  the  question  of  appeal  to  remain 
at  large,  and  see  how  the  system  worked. 

Clause  omitted. 

Remaining  clauses  <tgreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow,  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 

Mr.  T.  O.  Baring 


RAILWAY  DEBENTURES,  Ac  REGISTRY 

BILL— [£mfr.]  [Bill  941.] 

BBCOND     BBADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

LOBD  NAAS  said,  that  the  Bill  had 
come  down  from  the  Lords,  but  as  it 
appeared  that  it  would  meet  with  con- 
siderable opposition  in  that  House  its 
promoters  had  no  wish  to  proceed  with 
it  during  the  present  Session. 

Second  Reading  put  of  for  a  fortnight. 

House  a<yovnied  at  a  quarter 
after  Eight  o'eloek. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tueedaif,  June  27,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sai  Firtt  in  ParUametU  —  Tba 
Earl  of  Morley,  after  the  Death  of  hia  Father. 

PuBUO  Bills — Firtt  Reading — Expiring  Lawi 
Continuance*  (226);  Poor  Law  Board  Con- 
tinuance (227). 

Second  Reading — Peaoo  Preserration  (Ireland) 
Act  (1856)  Amendment*  (200)  ;  Greenwieh 
Hospital  (170);  Fire  Brigade  (Meiiopolis)* 
(215) ;  Turnpike  Trotts  Arrangementa*(21l^ ; 
Ayr  Bargbs  Election  *  (186) ;  Falmouth 
Borough  *  (201)  ;  Comptroller  of  the  Ezehe- 
quer  and  Public  Audit*  (212);  Inland  Reve- 
nue *  (221 ) ;  Indemnity  *  (222) ;  Compound 
Spirits  Warehousing*  (224). 

CommiUee  —  Prisons  (155)  ;  Salmon  Fishery 
Act  (1861);  Amendment  (100) ;  Carriers'  Act 
Amendment  *  (108) ;  Foreign  Juriadietiofi  Aet 
Amendment  [h.l.]*  (211)  :  Rochdale  Vieaiw 
age  [h.l.]*  (218)  ;  Naval  DiacipUne  Aet 
Amendment  [h.l.]  *  (214) ;  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbaciu*(105). 

Report  —  Carriers  Act  Amendment  *  ( 106) :  Fo> 
reign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  [hj..]* 
(211);  Local  GoTcmment  Supplemental  (No.  if 
(208) ;  Navy  and  Marines  (Property  of  De- 
ceased) *  (220) :  Rochdale  Vicarage  [aj^]* 
{213)  ;  NaTal  Discipline  Act  Aniendaient 
H.L.]  *  (214) ;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks* 
105). 

Third  Reading^  Land  Debentarea  (Ireland)* 
(210)  ;  Constabulary  Force  (Irriand)  Asi 
Amendment*  (168);  Navy  and  Marine  (Wills)* 
(160) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Gooftmatioa 
(No.  8)*  (184) ;  Naval  and  Marine  (Pay  aad 
Pensions)*  (177);  Harbours  Transfer*  (18S); 
National  Gallery  (Dublin)  *  (106),  and  jnwmC 


TYNE  IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

THiaD  BXADIKO. 


Thb  Earl  OF  ELLENBOHOUaH,  hav- 
ing presented  two  petitiona  from  Tyne- 
roouth  and  South  Shields  against  thisfiill, 
whioh  stood  for  third  reading  to-ni^bt^  seid. 
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he  musty  in  the  first  place,  explain  how 
it  happened  that  he  had  not  presented 
these  petitions  earlier,  that  reason  being 
that  he  had  not  seen  the  Bill  pat  down  on 
the  paper.    All  he  could  now  do  was  to 
present    the    petition    and   request    the 
attention  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  to  them.    He  regretted  to  see 
that  there  was  another  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time  that  night,  by  which  it  was 
intended  to  transfer  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
all  the  powers  now  exercised  by  the  Ad- 
miralty over  the  harbours  of  this  country. 
How  that  he  looked  on  as  a  most  unwise 
step,   belieying,   as  he    did,   that    those 
powers  would  be  much  better  exercised  by 
the  Admiralty,  whose  views  were,  gene- 
rally speaking,  of  a  higher  nature,  and 
whose  first  duty  was  towards  the  seamen. 
Up  to  recent  times  there  was  a  bar  on  the 
harbour  of  the  Tyne   river,  which  was 
now,  however,  almost  entirely  removed. 
While  that  bar  existed,  a  vessel,  whatso- 
ever dangers  she  might  previously  have 
encountered,  the  moment  she  passed  it 
fi>und  herself  in  still  water;  but  now  that 
it  had  been  taken  away,  the  great  dangers 
to  be  overcome  were  those  to  be  met  with 
in  the  inmost  recesses  of  the  harbour  itself. 
Daring  the  last  year  nineteen  vessels  had 
been  stranded  at  the  entrance  to  the  har- 
bour, instead  of  eight  or  ten  which  was 
the  usual  average,  and  in  the  case  of  three 
of  these  vessels,  forty-four  lives  were  lost. 
He  feared  that  so  long  as  the  harbour  re- 
mained  as  it  was,  dreadful  loss  of  life  must 
be  expected  to  take  place  year  after  year. 
Under  those  circumstances  he  hoped  the 
noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Admiraltv 
would  allow  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
to  be  postponed  until  he  had  obtained  the 
opinion  of  a  competent  oflScer  sent  down 
expressly  to  report  on  the  present  position 
ni  the  harbour. 

Ths  Duxx  of  S0M£ES£T  thought  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  was  scarcely 
reasonable  in  the  case  of  a  Private  Bill 
which  had  passed  through  the  House  of 
Commons  and  been  before  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House.  Those  who  were 
interested  in  the  navigation  had  had  ample 
opportunities  of  being  heard  before  Com- 
mittees of  that  and  the  other  House,  and 
it  was  not  fair  that  they  should  withhold 
their  opposition  until  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  then  ask  that  it  should  be 
postponed  until  the  Admiralty  had  insti- 
tated  an  inquiry  into  the  subject.  The 
Admiralty  had,  in  fact,  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Tyne  Barbour^  which,  like  most  other 


commercial  harboars,  was  a  few  years  ago 
transferred  to  the  management  of  the  Boa^ 
of  Trade. 

LoBD  RAYENSWORTH  said,  that  the 
Committee  of  their  Lordships  which  sat 
upon  this  Bill  bestowed  great  attention 
upon  it,  and  if  any  one  had  any  complaint 
to  make  against  its  provisions,  they  ought 
to  have  appeared  before  the  Committee  and 
stated  their  objections. 

Ths  Eabl  or  ELLENBOROUaH  said, 
that  no  doubt  the  petitions  were  intended 
to  have  been  presented  before  the  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Committee.  Unfortunately 
those  from  whom  he  received  them  omitted 
to  inform  him  when  the  Bill  would  pass 
that  stage,  and  it  was  only  recently  that 
he  discovered  it  in  the  list  of  Bills  waiting 
for  third  reading.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
any  one  that  ti^e  harbour  of  the  Tyne 
should  be  improved,  but  no  one  could  look 
at  the  chart  of  that  harbour  without  seeing 
that  the  proper  mode  of  improving  it  was 
to  excavate  the  Black  Middens. 

Earl  GRET  said,  he  saw  no  necessity 
for  adopting  the  course  suggested  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  reference  to  this  BilL 

Bill  read  3\ 

THE  DISSOi;.UTION  OF  THE 
PARLIAMENT. 

Eabl  ORANYILLE :  My  Lords,  before 
the  reading  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  I 
wish  to  make  a  communication  to  your 
Lordships  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  with  respect  to  the  DissolaUon 
of  Parliament.  After  the  statement  which 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  was  good 
enough  to  make  to  the  House  last  night 
regarding  the  state  of  the  Private  busi- 
ness, I  and  one  of  my  Colleagues  com- 
municated with  Lord  Palmerston  on 
the  subject.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
greatly  regret  having  to  interfere  with 
the  finishing  of  the  Private  business  be- 
fore  the  House ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
there  are  various  and  important  rea- 
sons why  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
should  not  be  postponed  for  any  con- 
siderable time  after  the  Public  busineM 
has  been  brought  to  a  conclusion.  There- 
fore, without  giving  any  distinct  pledge 
on  the  subject,  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  prorogue  Parliament  on  Thurs- 
day week,  the  6th  of  July.  With  regard 
to  the  anticipated  interference  with  the 
Private  business,  in  consequence  of  the 
dissolution,  I  do  not  think  the  inconve- 
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nienoe  trill  be  so  great  t»  has  been  sup- 
posed, as,  since  the  appeal  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  the  House,  considerable  progress  has 
been  made  in  that  business.  With  regard 
to  the  class  of  Bills  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  yesterday — namely,  those  to 
which  parties  are  offering  opposition — I 
do  not  think  that  the  limitation  of  the 
time  for  the  prorogation  of  Parliament 
will  affect  them  in  any  great  degree.  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  are  weighty  rea- 
sons to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
not  unnecessarily  to  delay  the  dissolution 
of  Parliament.  Such  delay  would  cause 
great  expense  to  candidates,  who  all  earn- 
estly wish  to  proceed  as  soon  as  possible 
with  the  elections.  The  delay  would  also 
most  injuriously  affect  trade  and  manu- 
fiictures,  which  are  much  affected  by  the 
electioneering  contest  about  to  take  place, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  a  greater  amount  of 
evil  would  be  caused  to  the  country  by 
delaying  the  dissolution,  than  would  result 
from  the  non-completion  of  so  much  of 
the  Private  business  as  yet  remains  to  be 
done.  Under  these  circumstances  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  are  of  opinion  that 
the  prorogation  should  take  place  on 
Thursday  the  6th  July,  which  would  give 
more  than  ample  time  for  disposing  of  the 
Public  business. 

LoED  KEDESDALE :  Of  course  I  have 
not  a  word  to  say  against  the  decision 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  is  no 
doubt  their  duty  to  do  the  best  they  can 
for  the  general  interests  of  the  country, 
and  having  come  to  the  conclusion  to  dis- 
solve Parliament  at  an  early  day  I  can  no 
longer  contend  against  that  determination. 
I  hope,  however,  that  the  amount  of  in- 
jury to  those  interested  in  the  Private 
business  will  be  less  than  was  at  first 
expected,  as  I  believe  that  by  the  end 
of  the  Session  there  will  be  but  few,  if 
any,  Private  Bills  undisposed  of,  as  a 
great  number  of  those  Bills  have  been 
passed  within  the  last  few  days,  and  in 
nearly  every  instance  where  the  Bills  will 
remain  undisposed  of  the  fault  will  rest 
with  the  parties  themselves.  I  hope  no 
attempt  will  be  made  to  hang  up  any  of 
the  Private  business  until  next  Session — 
a  course  which  in  my  opinion  would  be 
clearly  wrong.  Any  intimation  of  such 
a  nature  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting amicable  arrangements  between 
the  contending  parties  which  otherwise 
might  possibly  take  place,  and  I  am  very 
ghid  that  no  notice  of  such  an  intention 
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has  been  given  by  the  noble  Earl.  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  this  evening  to  appoint 
additional  Committees,  which  will  fisu^. 
tate  the  disposal  of  the  remaining  bumness. 
I  shall  wa^sh  the  progress  of  the  business 
carefnlly,  and  we  shfdl  be  enabled  in  a 
few  days  to  see  what  prospect  there  will 
be  of  concluding  it  before  the  rising  of 
the  House. 


PRIVATE  BILM.— RESOLUTION; 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1,  «Mh 
ndered  (according  to  Order). 

XiOBD  KEDESDALE  moved-^ 

^  That  Wednesday  next  shall  be  considered  m 
a  sitting  day  with  respect  to  any  petition  praying 
to  be  heard  upon  the  merits  against  any  Bill  men- 
tioned  in  either  of  the  two  cUsses  of  prirate  Bills." 

Loud  BROUGHAM  did  not  rise  to 
oppose,  but  to  second.  Lord  Hcdesdale's 
proposal  for  expediting  the  business,  and 
hasten  the  dissolution  so  necessary  for  pre- 
serving the  peace  and  for  relieyiug  all 
parties  from  the  anxieties,  labours,  and 
enormous  expense  under  which  so  many 
were  now  suffering.  But  he  never  could 
see  measures  taken  to  expedite  the  Private 
Business  of  Parliament  without  rendering 
the  tribute  of  justice  to  the  memorv  of  the 
illustrious  man  whose  loss  we  daily  have 
to  deplore  on  all  questions,  whether  of 
peace  or  war,  of  foreign  or  domestic  policy, 
his  illustrious  friend,  the  Great  Duke, 
never  to  be  replaced.  When  in  conjunc- 
tion with  him  he  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
referred  the  new  Standing  Order  to  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  the  Duke  said, 
"  Why  not  propose  our  great  plan  ?"  Lord 
Brougham  answered  that  the  Committee 
was  certain  to  reject  it.  "  Never  mind," 
said  the  Duke,  "  we  can  but  be  defeated, 
and  then  we  retreat  upon  the  lesser  one." 
Accordingly,  we  were  defeated,  and  the 
present  Standing  Orders  were  adopted, 
first  by  the  Committee,  and  then  by  the 
House,  and  effected  a  great  improvement 
in  our  Private  Business,  and  were  after- 
wards, though  with  great  reluctance, 
adopted  by  the  other  House.  It  was,  how- 
ever, a  far  inferior  measure,  as  the  Duke 
justly  said,  to  that  which  they  had  worked 
out  together.  That  was  the  true  remedy 
for  saying  both  time,  labour,  and  expoue. 
It  consisted  in  having  a  Joint  Committee 
of  the  two  Houses,  seven  Commoners  and 
five  Peers,  the  Duke  at  first  was  for  six 
of  each,  but  with  his  wonted  sagacity  be 
soon  perceived  the  necessity  of  giving  s 
majority  to  the  Coinmonsy  and  with  his 
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nerefi-ftdUi^gf  eanddtir  lie  assented  to  this 

change.    The  whole  maitet  of  each  Bill, 

both  law  and  fact,  Were  to  be  referred  to 

this  Committee,  with  a  professional  Judge 

to  assist  and  inform  it  on  qnestions  of  law 

and  eyidenoe,  bnt  in  no  way  to  guide  or 

eontrol.    The  Report  made  to  eaoh  House 

was  io  be  oonolnsive  onlj  on  the  faots, 

leaving  the  whole  question  of  the  Bill  to 

the  entire  and  free  decision  of  each  House. 

8aeh   an  improvement  in  our  course  of 

l^slation  would  effectually  prevent  the 

enormous  labours,  delay,  and  expense  of  a 

double  inquiry  in  eaoh  case,  and  although 

the  pains  taken  by  an  able  and  experienced 

Member  of  the  other  House  had  effected 

eonsiderabie  improvements  of  late,  yet  he 

(Lord  Brougham)  was  convinced  that  this 

plan   thus  sanctioned  by   his  illustrious 

Friend  mnst  sooner  or  later  be  adopted,  as 

the  real  and  effectual  remedy  for  evils  at 

present  so  severely  felt  by  all  but  those 

interested  in  the  eontinuanoe  of  the  evil. 

JUwolv^  That  Wedneidajf  next  be  ooniidertd 
as  a  Sitting  Dftj  with  respeot  to  mnj  Petition  pray- 
ing to  be  heard  upon  the  Merits  against  any  Bill 
mentioned  in  either  of  the  Two  Clasaei  of  Private 
Bills.— (in^  Chairman  of  CommiUeei,) 

PRIVATE    BILLS. 

Standing  Order  No.  178.  Sect.  9.  conn- 
dered  (according  to  Order),  and  dispemed 
with  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Sessiou.— 
(The  Chairman  of  Committees.) 

DIVISIONS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 
SriKniKe  O&dbe  No.  25  avended. 

Standing  Order  No.  25.  Sect.  2.  eon- 
Mired  (according  to  Order),  and  amended 
as  follows  :  After  the  Words  (*<  to  be  kept 
oo  the  Table  for  that  Purpose")  add  (<*  and 
the  Tellers  shall  he  appointed") ;  and  after 
the  Words  (**as  indicoted  by  the  Sand 
Glass")  add  (''  or  after  such  shorter  Time 
•a  the  Tellers  appointed  ou  both  Sides  may 
agree  to.")— (TA«  Chairman  of  Commit- 
Ue$.) 

PRISONS  BILL— <No.  150.) 
OOMMTRBB. 

HooBB  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Glaoae  6S  (Prohibition  of  Sentence  of 
Solitary  Confinement). 

The  Bail  of  CARNARVON  moved 
the  omission  of  the  claose.  The  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  Honse, 
which  had  inqnired  very  fully  into  this 
•nbjeety  had  eipressed  an  opinion  in  fa- 
Tonr  ^  tftis  pnnishmeiit,  as  beiflg  ^ery 


Talnable,  espeoially  in  cases  of  short  sen- 
tences. The  clause  fbrmed  no  part  of 
the  Bill  as  it  emanated  from  the  Home 
Office,  but  was  inserted  in  the  Bill  in  the 
other  House.  The  abolition  of  this  pun- 
ishment had  no  connection  with  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Bill,  which  was  for 
the  regulation  of  the  administration  of 
prisons.  The  abolition  of  the  punish- 
ment of  solitary  confinement  was  a  matter 
of  judicial  procedure,  which  ought  not  to 
be  imported  into  a  Bill  of  this  sort.  The 
Bill  did  not  apply  to  military  prisons, 
and  military  tribunals,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  were  frequently  in  the  habit 
of  imposing  sentences  of  three  and  six 
months'  imprisonment,  with  solitary  con- 
finement for  one  week  in  cTery  month. 
How  was  it  possible  that  suth.  a  sentence 
could  be  carried  out  if  this  clause  were 
passed  ?  There  were  often  ofiences  com- 
mitted in  prison  which  required  to  be 
dealt  with  by  means  of  solitary  confine- 
ment, and  if  the  justices  were  deprived  of 
this  power  they  would  be  unable  to  deal 
with  them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Earl  Granville)  would 
agree  to  the  omission  of  this  clause. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
Earl  Was  quite  right  in  saying  that  the 
clause  formed  no  part  of  the  BiU  as  it  left 
the  Home  Office,  but  he  could  not  agree 
that  it  wad  an  anomaly  in  a  Bill  of  this 
character.  The  clause,  he  believed,  had 
been  unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  other  House,  and  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  agree  to  re- 
tain it  in  the  Bill. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  thought  the  danse 
went  beyond  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  No 
doubt  very  exaggerated  ideas  were  enter- 
tained at  one  time  of  the  effects  of  soli- 
tary confinement;  but  still,  for  certain 
purposes,  it  was  a  useful  punishment,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  do  well 
to  omit  the  clause. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbuxt  and  The 
Earl  of  RoMNEY  urged  the  omission  of  the 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  in  de- 
ference to  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lords  he  would  consent  to  strike  out  the 
clause. 

Clause  struck  out 

Thb  Eakl  op  CARNARVON  moved 
an  Amendment  to  Schedule  I.>  Role  34, 
which  he  said  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  omission  of  Clause  68.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  where  hard  labour  in  emy 


SU        armimli  BuirUjl  Sm—       ILOBDSI  SmUBmUnf.            «H 

Ibnn  vu  impoMd  low  diet  oonld  not  b«  JAwd,  "That  the  Bill  be  novread  r." 

inJUcted.     The  object  wee  to  make  the  — {The  Duke  of  Somunri.') 

pnniefameiit  in   oaaea  of  short  aentenoea  ^pgg  ^^xL  uw  HABDWICEB  aaid,  that 

aharp  and  aerere,  and  theretbre  that  ob-  ^  j^j  jj^^q  repeatedlT  rapreeented  that 

jeot  would  be  defeated  if  hard  lahonr  were  ,ft„,  the  paaaing  of  thia  BUI  the  Hoanital 

impoaed,  thus  rendering  it  impoaaible  to  ^ould  remain  very  much  aa  it  waa  before. 

give  the  prisoner  a  low  diet  He  therefore  it  appeared  to  him.  however,  that  the 

moved  to  omit  oertain  worda  from  the  bju  propoeed  to  snbatitnte  in  lien  of  the 

ehrnse  which  would  prevent  the  addition  present  Hoapital  a  fiind  whioh  ahould  be 

of  hard  Ubour  in  ahort  aentenoee.  entirely  at  the  diapeaal  of  the  Admiralty, 

Amendment  agrni  to.  which  waa  to  have  the  oomplete  and  entire 

Sehednlen.  (Liatof8«.latobeekeod.)  eontrol  of  the  revennea  of  the  HoapiH 

,.      ^            »...«.  ..w»«  .    -    ,  .  and  to  have  the  appomtment  of  the  pen- 

TniEaaioFCABSAEyOHde«redto  ^„^    The  BilC  fterrfore,  muat  be^ 

be  informed  why  the  gaol  at  Poole  wja  g,^^  „  ,„arely  aboliebing  Oroenwieh 

not  inolndod  within  ita  operation.    Uie  Hospital  as  it  waa  generaUy  nnd»alo.d. 

Committee  aaoertained  tliat  the  average  ^^'^  hand  over  ita  revennea  to  pnrpow 

number  of  nrisonera  in  that  eaol  waa  onlv :..  t : *.  a,. r..  _i.£i.  m 


number  of  prisoners  in  that  gaol  waa  only  „;„  ,„,^  t,  u,  porpoa.  for  ith&it 

two,  and  the  maximum  number  in  the  ^„  fbunded  —  namely,  that  of  being  a 

eonrae  of  Uia  year  only  eUvon.    The  fbod  ,  d,„j„„  f„  uie  reoeption  of  aged 

of  the  pnaonera  waa  not  oo^  in  the  ..d  wounded aeemen.    Know  aeemed  to 

gaol  in  fte  usual  manner,  but  Bieto  was  j,  «„  f,^  „,  U,,  Admiralty  to  get  rid 

.eontr«it  with  a  neighbourmg  hotel,  and  of  the  penaionera  altogether.     The  nokU 

the  dinneraoftbeinmatea  were  brought  in  p,^  Q^  „,j^     ,j„„^  y,  .^.^ 

upon  trjya  ^  the  Jervanta  of  that  eetab-  „  this  subject  since  hot  year,  when  he 

liahment    Several  pnaoneia  were  aUowed  e„„„sd  .  '.treog  opinion  that  the  build.  ■ 

to  deep  in  one  cell,  and  he  waa  not  aure  i^jMM  be  retain^  fir  the  purpoaea  to 

thattwohadnotbempmnitledtooeenpy  .y.^  it  had  been  so  long  applSTand 

Slff^'.E^-   ^''•'^•"J' »"•■»<«;■  that  the  revennea  ahould  be  keptdUtinct I 

atruoted  that  mie  prisoner  oould  turn  the  .^            the  BiU  prepoeed  not  only  to 

whed  i  and  when  the  goronm-  went  out  ,^„  „     „,,  j^juj      ,„„  the  aeaian, 

he  waa  oompelled  to  lock  np  the  one  or  ,,„,  j,„  to   place   the  revennea   in  the 

two  pnaonan  who  might  be  in  the  gaol,  h,„j,  „,  the  Admiralty,  who  would  have 

and  tmal  to  theit  own  industry  for  the  jo  create  a  new  offlee  for  its  management 

pnfermanee  of  the  taaks  imposed  upon  ,t  ,  g^t  annual   expense.     Now,   he 

*^'„   nnivrirTrvw      -j    .u  .  i.    j-j  might  be  asked  what  arrangement  he  was 

BjB.  OEAlfYILLB  wd,  that  he  did  p^^  to  advise  >    He  iSplied  that  the 

njt  know  why  this  gaol  had  been  left  out  ^,S„„  „ja  ^  better  managed  if  s 

of  the  achedufe,  but  he  waa  sure  that  Cmmiseioncr    were   placed  Tvi   them, 

aer.  must  be  some  good  reason  for  its  .t,^  .cconnta  would  be  audited  and  sab- 

omission.   He  would  inquire  mto  the  sub-  „it(,a  to  ParlUment    The  managemsat 

jeot,  and  would  answer  the  noble  Earl'a  of  the  property  of  the  value  of  £200,000  s 

queation  upon  a  future  day.  ,,„  ^.JJ  4,^„  ,  „rtain  number  d 

Sohedule  a^rsetf  to.  derka  at  the  Admiralty,  and  eonatitilte  aa 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendmento  to  be  "»P™?"  •«  mp'rio,  whito  the  Admiralty 

received  on  TTtwsdey  next ;  and  Bill  to  bad  quite  enough  to  do  la  govenmg  the 

be  yrtii<«l,aa  amended.    (Ho.  338.)  "T-    And  yet  the  eaUtea  would  not  be 
managed  as  elBoiently  aa  if  thev  wen  nadsr 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  BILI^«.  m.)  Jher'^SS^lrf'SSJSi)^ 

BBCOHO  wuinto.  k^p  ^  hospital  for  tbe  odiiiutM  •»- 

Thx  Bdkb  or  801IEB8ET,  in  moving  men,  and  with  regard  to  Oie  manied  bcb, 

the  noond  rekdiog  of  the  Bill,  uid,  it  wa*  he  would  gire  thrai  penauma  oafadde.    If 

founded  on  the  Beport  of  a  Royal  Com-  the   Hospital    was   sot  then   ■oflMeDtlf 

rnisuon.  Having  pointed  ont  the  principal  filled  ha  would  I'oacrfo  a  put  fbr  the  oan 

olauaea  of  the  Bill,  the  noble  Doke  uid,  of  diaeaaed  and  voonded  iii«i,  and  ii 

that  aa  there  wai  no  objection  to  the  gene-  time  of  war  it  wonid  ^ain  rerai  to  ill 

ral  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  ahould  oontoat  andent  pnipoae.    The  ofltoera  at  uiiwiit 

hinuelf  with  moving  that  it  be  read  a  in  the  Hoanital  he  would  han  luendlr 

moooA  time.  eompauatea,  and  ha  woold  ham  pbMM 
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the  three  onpUiiM  on  the  list  of  retired 
Admirele.  There  were  two  remarkable 
inatuioes  of  each,  as  both  Captains  Cook 
and  Lord  Bodoey  had  been  on  the  Green- 
wieh  Uoapital  list,  and  afterwards  retnmed 
to  letiTe  sendee.  He  deeply  regretted 
the  step  taken  by  the  Admiralty. 

Tbm  EiBL  OT  COLCHESTEB  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  Bill  would  not  work 
so  well  as  the  GoTemment  expected. 

Thb  Duxb  or  S0MEB8ET,  in  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Hardwicke),  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
only  what  had  been  shadowed  out  in  a 
memorandum  which  he  had  laid  upon  the 
table  some  time  ago,  and  which  he  belieyed 
had  met  with  the  general  approbation  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Pensioners 
who  were  not  quite  worn  out  felt  that  a 
reaidenoe  in  Greenwich  Hospital  was  a 
monotonous  sort  of  existence— a  kind  of 
monastic  life — and,  no  doubt,  Tory  many 
of  them  would  gladly  avail  themselves  of 
the  permission  to  go  out  and  live  with  their 
friends. 


oj/r^d  io :  Bill  read  2*  acoord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whde  House  on  Thwdof  next. 

SALMON  FISHERY  AOT  (1801)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILI^No.  IM.) 

COXMITTRX. 

Order  of  the  'Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

Thb  Eaxl  or  MALMESBTJBY  said, 
that  though  he  had  several  Amendments  to 
propose  on  this  Bill,  he  had  no  wish  to 
oppose  its  passing.  He  was  desirous  that 
the  salmon  fidieries  should  be  protected 
and  improved,  but  not  at  the  expense  of 
private  rights,  and  he  hoped  that  m  revis- 
ing the  Bill  their  LordiQups  would  remem- 
ber that  two  years  ago  they  had  rather 
haetOy  taken  upon  themselves  to  decide 
several  points  in  opposition  to  the  opinion 
of  tiie  Lord  C*hanodlor,  three  ex-Chancel- 
lorsy  another  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
the  two  noble  Earls  who  led  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  The  consequence  was  that 
a  noble  Lord  who  had  been  very  zealous 
for  the  Bill  came  down  the  other  night 
eopscienee-stricken  and  admitted  that  the 
Bill  had  been  a  foilure ;  that  it  had  com- 
mitted great  injustice,  and  that  it  must 
be  remecUed,  if  justice  was  to  be  expected 
from  that  House.  He  hoped  that  their 
Lordships  in  eonsideruig  tne  Bill  would 
not  be  carried  away  by  a  idkiwmtmui. 


House  in  Committee  (acoorduig  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  io. 
Clause  14  {JBx-ofioio  Members  of  Board). 

Thy  Easl  ov  HALMESBUBT  pro- 
posed an  Amendment^  providing  that  no 
person  should  be  a  conservator  who  was 
not  the  owner  or  occupier  of  fifty  acres  of 
land  abutting  on  the  stream  within  the 
limits  of  the  fishenr  district. 

LoBD  STANLEY  or  ALDEBLET  ob- 
jected to  restricting  the  discretion  of  the 
magistrates  in  the  selection  of  these  offloers. 

Amendment  negaifSiood. 

Clause  eigreed  to. 

Clauses  15  to  80,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  81  (Order  &r  Entry  of  Water- 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

Thx  Eaxl  or  MALMESBXJBY  objected 


to  the  extraordinary  powers  conferred  upon 
watchers  to  enter  upon  premises  and  to 
remain  there  for  throe  days  and  nightSf 
and  therefore  moved  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Loan  STAKLET  or  ALDEBLET  said, 
the  clause  was  only  an  extension  of  a  clause 
in  the  Lrish  Salmon  Fishery  Act 

LoxD  CHBLMSFOBD  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  apply  to  premises  not 
being  a  dwelling-house  or  ganien. 

Loan  STANLEY  or  ALDBBLBY 
agreed  to  the  Amendment 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  io. 
Clauses  82  to  89,  inclusive,  agreed  io. 

Clause  40  (Commissioners  to  inquire  as 
to  fixed  Engines). 

LoBD  CHBLMSFOBD  said,  that  the 
clause  gave  to  the  Commissioners  unusual 
and  arbitrary  powers,  and  moved  that  it  be 
omitted  from  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  that  the  said  Clause  stand 
Fart  of  the  Bill  ?  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  18 ;  Net-Contents  7 :  Majority  6. 

Amendments  made ;  The  Beport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Tkureday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed^  as  amended.     (No.  229.) 

CONTENTS. 

Wettburx,  L.  {L,  Chtm.    Abinger,  L. 

Clandeboye,  L.  {L,Ihrf» 


cellttr,) 

SomenetyD . 

CUrmdon,  E. 
DeOrey,  E.CrtfOn*.] 
Grmofille,  E. 
Saint  OermmAS,  E. 
OloooMter  and    Bris- 
lolyBp. 


fsrin  and  CiaiMboye^ 
Uanofar,  L. 
Lovat,  L. 
Stanley  of  Alderltj,  L. 

iTeUerJ] 
Snndridge,  L.  (D.  Ar* 
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HQT^QNTENTS.  iuued  to  tho  armr  and  mtjt,  with  oden 

MklmesbDr},  E.             Denman,  L.  thqt  no  other  woik  of  tha  kind  ahonld  be 

[Teller.']                    MonUagie  of  BnodonL  ^^gg^  fo,  th^  leirloe,  and  that  it  ma  bound 

^k-i    f»j  I  TTWi,  1    Si^hlfT'iSwr!—.  "P  ^*^  <*«  P"yer  Bookt  fimu«l»d  to 

CMBworth,  (,.                  rt«w*.)  OUT  loldiere.    The  uoUe  HtrqiiM  quoted 

TuuKu  pasaagei  from  the  nprmns  to  ihow 

ROHA.K  OATHOLIO  SCHOOLS.  thftt  the;  vete   tithw  denred  from  or 

anBmoit.  finnded  npon  the  Roman  Catholic  bieria- 

___  riw  and  mii^fula,  and  maintained  that  their 

Thb  MiBaTTEMOPWESTMEATHftBhed  language  vai  inoonristent  with  thepriu- 

the  lord  President  of  the  Coantal,  If  hii  ^ipi^  <,f  the  Cihnrch  of  England,   and 

Lordship  is  aware  that  Ur.  f.  B.  Morell,  eonntenaneed  dootrinee  which  the  Axticla 

late  one  of  Her  Majesty'a   InspeotorB  of  ^f  that  Chunih  eipreaaly  danounced  u 

Koman   Catholic   Bchoola,   who  was  die-  "blaephemoua  fables  and  dangerooa  de. 

missed  from  that  Offipe  on  the  4tli  day  of  caito."     He  complained  of  the  iiuidioiu 

March,  1864,  has  been  appointed  as  In-  manner  in  which  theee    dootrinea   were 

speotor  of  Roman  Catholic  schools  by  the  ^,^^  introduoed  into  the  army  and  navy, 

Royal  CommisBionera  of  the  Patriotic  Pnnd  ^^  ^gtod  whether  it  was  tme  that  that 

with  the  sanction  of  the  Committee  of  the  Hymn  Book  had  been  inflicted  on  ooi 

Council  of  Education?  aJdieta  and  sailors. 

Bam,  GRANVILLB  said,  that  ho  had  g^^  jje  GREY  lan  RlPOIf  aaid,  the 

made  inquiries  on  the  aubject,  and  it  ap-  nobi^   ilarqaesa  was  oorrect  in  snppoa- 

penred  that  Ur.  Morell  waa  appointed  ^the  j^g  tjjat  a  aelection  of  hymna  from  tho 

Commiseioners  of  the  Royal  Pateiotio  Fund  fc^t  (^^d  ffymnt  AtuitrU  t^  Madmt, 

pTonous  to  his  diamisaal  from  his  office  of  ^  b^en  made  for  the  use  of  the  aimy, 

Inspector  of  Roman  Catholic  Schools.  ^ai  had  been  bound  up  with  tho  Praver 

Tmt    Hasuubsa     op    TBSTMEiTH  Book  aa  he  had  stated.     The«  Hymna 

wished  to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  had  also  been  isaned  to  the  navy,     with 

thought  that  the  appointment  should  be  respect    to  the  book  itaolf,  he   had  not 

sanctioned  by  ttie  Government?  been  able  to  follow  the  noble  Manine» 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the  Go-  !„   the  extracts  be  had   read,  and  wai 

verament  had  no  Toice  in  the  matter.  therefore  unable  to  say  whether  or  not 

„  those  particular  hymns  were  included  in 

LIVERPOOL  BOEOUGH  PRISON.  t^e  aelMtion;  neither  could  he  entar  upon 

OTasnoir.  any  theological  discnsaion  of  the  subject; 

Tm     MAEftCBss     OY    WESTMEATH  ^^^  the  admitted  fact  that  theee  hyrnm 

asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  ^^  ^^  recommended  by  the  dignitaries 

it  has  authorized  a  Curtain  to  be  drawn  o'  **>»  Church,  and  were  used  in  a  thon- 

over  the  Ten  Commandmenta  in  the  Chapel  '^^  parishes  in  this   country,   was  ths 

of  tiie  Liverpool  Borough  Prison,  so  as  •'«*  guarantee  they  could  have  that  they 

completely  to  obscure  them  from  Obeerra-  contained  nothing  inconsistent  with  the 

tion  while  tho  Romish  so-called  Altar  ia  "ceived  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 

therein  displayed  and  the  Roman  Priest  ^'"^^-      The    old    hymna    of    Tate    and 

performs  his  services  therein  ?  Brady  had  become  distasteful  to  the  lol- 

Eabi.  GRANVILLE  said,  that  this  was  ^'«™  ^^  aailora,  and  it  waa  thought  desr. 

a  matter  for  the  justices  of  Liveniool  to  able  to  provide  some  new  ones.     These 

decide.    So  authority  had  been  aaked  for  '^"^  ^^  adopted  with  the  approTtl  of  the 

and  none  had  been  given  by  the  Home  Chaplain  General  of  the  Amy  and  of  a 

Office  in  the  matter.'  Committee  of  naral  chaplaioa  and  offieen. 

The  noble  Marqneaa  oomploined  that  por- 

HTMN  BOOK  FOR  THE  ARMY  ANU  NAVT.  ^'»'"  of  thwe  hymna  we»  taken  btm  tin 

auBsnoH  Roman  Cathoho  books  of  worship ;  bat  he 

'  surely  was  aware  that  large  portionB  of 

TsE  MABauxss  or  WESTMEATH  in-  the  Book  of  Common  Pnyer  waa  token 

quired,  Whether  the  Hymn  Book  entitled,  from  the  ancient  Liturgies,  and  that  the 

Symna  A»cUnt  attd  Modem,  for  uuitttie  Te  Jkun,  for  instanoe,  was  similarly  de- 

Strvieti  of  th*  Church,  has  been  adopted  rired.     That  there  was  nothing  in  tbil 

as  the  authorised  Hymn  Book  for  Her  Hymn  Book  contrary  to  the  doctrintf  e( 

Majesty's  Army  and  Nary?  He  understood  the  Choroh  of  Eng^d,  Vaa  ohacaoter  of 

that  the  Hymn  Book  in  question  hai^bfiw  the  noble  Soke  at  tb«  hotd  (rf  tiiia  Ajqi- 
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nlty  (the  DoIdb  ni  BomevBot)  was  a  gaar- 
antee.  He  would  not  enter  into  a  theolo- 
gieal  diacuanon  with  the  nohle  MarqneaB, 
but  be  was  oontent  to  rest  his  defence  of 
the  ooune  taken  in  regard  to  this  question 
upon  the  approYal  of  a  body  of  men  who 
understood  such  subjects  better  than  he 
or  the  noble  Marquess — namely,  the  great 
dignitaries  of  the  Church  and  the  clergy- 
men  of  a  thousand  parishes. 

Tn  Mabouess  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
he  was  much  obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
his  candour,  but  must  say  that,  while  cer- 
tain parts  of  our  Prayer  Book  were  no 
doobt  taken  from  the  (^urch  of  Rome,  as, 
for  example,  the  T0  /)0Mm— than  which 
nothing  oould  be  more  magnificent — ^yet 
nothing  had  been  borrowed  from  that 
source  which  the  Church  of  England  ex- 
pressly declared  to  be  incompatible  with 
her  own  principles. 

House  adjourned  at  a  ouarter  part 
Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Timday,  Jme  27,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  BiUJ^-(7<wi»ufttf»>-Mar- 
riagei  (Lambourne)  *  [Lordi]  [2371. 

Report — Marriaaof  (Lambourne)*  [Cordi]  [237]« 

Considered  as  amended — Clerical  Subscription 
rLord:ff]  ri99]  ;  Turnpike  AcU  Continuance  * 
l^TU  Colonial  Docks  Loans  •  [226]. 

liird  Jieading — County  Courts  Equitable  Juria- 
diotion  *  [X^mis]  [236] ;  Expiring  Jaws  Con- 
tinnanct  *  [235] ;  Poor  Law  Board  Continu- 
anoe,  Ao.  *  [238]. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  olook* 

COURT  QF  REFEREES  ON  PRIVATE 

BILLS. 
BTAVDnre  obbebs. 

Standing  Order  88  read. 

CoioOTL  WILSON  PATTEN  in  rising, 
pnranant  to  notice,  to  call  attention  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  on  the  Court  of 
Befeveea  00  Private  Bills,  said,  that  before 
he  adverted  to  the  alterations  in  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  which  he  was  about  to  propose, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
Private  Business  of  the  House,  not  only 
in  ita  present  state,  but  as  it  had  existed 
for  some  years  past.  The  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  in  the  Chair  had 
bMn  disectod  to  the  sabjeot.ftr  several 


years  past ;  but  man^  hon.  ICembers  might 
not  recollect  the  period  when  the  introduc- 
tion of  railways  so  greatly  increased  the 
Private  Business  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
found  necessary  to  abandon  the  old  system 
of  district  Committees,  no  longer  adequate 
to  deal  with  the  Railway  Bills,  and  to 
substitute  Committees  of  five  for  each  Bill. 
That  was  a  most  important  change,  and 
one  which  gave  satisfaction  to  the  public. 
But  business  continued  to  increase  so  much 
that  it  was  soon  found  impossible  to  tran- 
sact it  without  appointing  so  many  Com- 
mittees that  the  Parliamentary  Bar  made 
complaints  of  their  inability  to  discharge 
their  duties  to  their  clients.  It  was  also 
found  that  so  much  variety  of  opinion  and 
such  conflicting  decisions  were  arrived  at 
by  Committees  that  it  was  impossible 
for  parties  applying  for  Bills  to  form  a 
judgment  in  regard  to  the  result  of  the 
inquiry.  These  difficulties  led  to  another 
alteration—the  formation  of  the  Chairman's 
Panel  of  seven  or  eight  Members,  who 
acted  as  Chairmen  of  all  the  Committees  to 
which  the  railway  business  of  the  Session 
was  referred ;  railways  were  grouped  into 
districts,  and  the  number  of  tribunals 
was  thus  igreatly  reduced.  This  was^  a 
great  improvement.  Qreater  uniformity 
was  obtained,  and  the  length  of  the.  pro- 
ceedings on  Private  Bills  was  curtaOed. 
This  system,  however,  now  failed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  day.  If  hon. 
Members  would  look  at  the  Votes  they 
would  find  that  in  no  one  Session  for  some 
time  past  had  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment been  able  to  transact  the  Private 
Business  in  a  proper  manner.  Its  in- 
crease in  the  meanwhile  so  largely  added 
to  the  duties  of  Members  that  complaints 
were  continually  made  and  hopes  ex- 
pressed that  some  other  mode  of  transact- 
ing it  might  be  devised.  The  present 
Session  was  not  altogether  a  fair  illustra- 
tion, but  he  would  remind  hon.  Members 
that  a  few  days  since  he  had  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  fact  that  there 
stood  on  the  notice  paper  not  less  than 
sixteen  Notices  of  Motion  bv  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wah»ll  (Mr.  Charles  Forster) 
for  suspending  the  Standing  Orders  as  the 
only  means  by  which  the  business  of  the 
one  House  might  be  properly  transmitted 
to  the  other.  During  the  last  eight  days 
not  less  than  fifty-fi?  e  Motions  of  that  kind 
had  been  made.  On  that  very  day  there 
were  five  or  six  Motions  of  a  similar 
kind — making  sixty  Notices  of  Motion 
within  nine  days  to  suspend  the  Stand 
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ing  Olden.  These  Orders  had  been  en- 
acted for  public  objects  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  private  and  public  interests. 
If  they  were  of  no  importance,  let  them  be 
wiped  off  at  once;  but,  if  otherwise,  it 
was  inconsistent  with  the  order  and  regu- 
larity of  their  proceedings  that  they  should 
be  suspended  sixty  times  within  nine  days. 
Several  Committees  had  been  appointed 
from  time  to  time  to  consider  this  subject, 
and  on  all  hands,  without  exception,  a  com- 
mon complaint  was  heard  that  the  system 
of  transacting  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  did  not  work  satisfactorily.  Last 
Session  several  Members  met  together  to 
consider  what  improvements  might  be 
made.  Mr.  Sotheron  Estoourt,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouve- 
rie),  and  several  others  were  present,  and 
offered  suggestions.  He  (Colonel  Wilson 
Patten)  had  suggested  that  at  least  time 
might  be  saved  to  Members  by  detaching 
from  the  inquiry  before  Committee  all 
that  part  of  the  business  that  did  not  re- 
late to  legislative  merits,  but  to  the 
engineering  and  other  statistical  details. 
The  subject  was  afterwards  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  recommended 
that  a  trial  should  be  made  of  the  sugges- 
tion which  he  had  the  honour  to  make ; 
and  the  House  ratified  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee.  Having  had  the  expe- 
rience of  one  Session  the  House  was  now 
in  a  position  to  determine  whether,  on  the 
whole,  the  advantages  gained  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Court  of  Referees  were 
such  as  to  induce  it  to  continue  the 
system  for  another  Session,  or  for  good. 
He  would  now  tell  the  House  the  result 
ofthe  inquiry  of  its  Select  Committee.  The 
Committee  proposed  to  themselves  three 
heads  of  inquiry.  The  first  was,  had  there 
been  a  saving  of  time  to  Members  of  the 
House  ?  Secondly,  if  there  had  been  such 
saving  of  time,  had  there  been  a  saving  of 
expense,  or,  if  not,  what  increase  of  expense 
to  the  parties  had  occurred?  Thirdly, 
had  the  new  system  tended  on  the  whole 
to  expedite  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  ?  The  Committee  called  before  them 
several  witnesses  best  calculated  to  give  a 
sound  opinion  on  the  matters  at  issue; 
but  with  regard  to  the  Bar,  he  (Colonel 
Wilson  Patten)  did  not  select  a  single 
witness.  He  requested  that  at  least  two 
barristers  who  were  most  opposed  in  prin- 
ciple to  the  Court  of  Heferees  might  be 
deputed  to  give  evidence.  He  did 
the  same  by  the  Parliamentary  agents. 
He  also  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the 
CMoiui  mUon  FifUm 


opinion  of  the  Chairmen  of  Sdeot  Com- 
mittees in  regard  to  the  saving  of  time 
by  hon.  Members  serving  on  Commit- 
tees. The  following  Members  of  the 
Parliamentary  Bar  were  examined  hj  the 
Committee :— Mr.  Phinn,  Mr.  Davison, 
Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  Bodwell,  and  Mr. 
Yemon  Harcourt  Mr.  Phinn  was  un- 
fiivourable  to  the  new  system ;  he  doubted 
whether  it  had  either  saved  expense  to  the 
parties  or  the  dme  of  the  House.  It  appear- 
ed, however,  that  Mr.  Phinn  had  not  only 
included  the  time  spent  by  hon.  Memben^ 
but  also  the  time  during  which  the  Referees 
had  been  occupied.  Mr.  Davison  doubted 
wheUier  there  had  been  a  saving  of  time, 
yet  thought  that  one  branch  ofthe  inquiry, 
the  heu$  iiandi,  was  better  dealt  with  be- 
fore the  Referees  than  the  Committees. 
Mr.  Coleridge  was  of  opinion  that  there 
had  been  a  saving  both  of  time  and  ex- 
pense. Mr.  Rodwdl  expressed  a  similar 
opinion,  and  was  in  favour  of  the  Court 
of  Referees.  Mr.  Yemon  Harcourt  was 
adverse  to  the  principle  of  the  double  in- 
quiry, but,  in  justice  to  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees, he  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  should 
like  to  read  to  the  House  a  portion  of  the 
evidence  given  by  this  gentleman.  Being 
asked  his  opinion  upon  the  results  of  the 
Court  of  Referees  during  the  present 
Session,  he  said — 

"  I  ihould  wiah«  in  ike  first  instanoe,  to  nj 
that  it  if  impossible  to  express  too  strongly  my 
opinion  of  the  extraordinary  work  which  hM  bees 
done  by  the  Referees  in  the  oourse  of  this  Sss- 
sion,  both  in  respect  of  the  itapendons  indostiy 
which  they  hare  shown,  and  the  great  ability 
which  has  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the  qoes- 
tioos  with  which  they  have  dealt.  AU  I  have  to 
say  is,  that  if  yon  could  find  a  snfflcient  numbsr 
of  persons  to  constitute  Oommittees,  as  eflSeieot 
as  the  Courts  of  Referees,  the  whole  system  wocld 
be  superfluous,  because  I  do  not  suppose  that 
anybcKly  would  think  of  remoying  from  a  body  so 
constituted  the  consideration  of  the  whole  of  ths 
question  which  is  to  be  decided.  I  haTS  besa 
before  the  Referees  in  cases  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible consequence,  and  the  only  feeuog  whi&  I 
hare  had  is  one  of  regret  that,  liier  gentlemen  of 
such  competence  to  deal  with  the  qoeiri^n  bavs 
|[one  into  the  inquiry  in  a  most  elaborate  msnosr, 
just  at  the  moment  when  the  matter  is  rips  tor 
a  final  decision,  it  should  be  withdrawn  fiimi 
them  and  carried  before  another  tribonal»  whidi 
has,  necessarily,  a  much  less  aoqnaiatanee  with 
the  question  upon  which  it  has  to  proooanos." 

The  Parliamentary  agents  examined  weie 
Mr.  Coates,  Mr.  Yenables,  and  Mr,  Gre- 
gonr.  Mr.  Coates  doubted  whetiier  time 
had  been  saved,  and  pointed  oat  instaooss 
in  which  the  new  system  had  caused  un- 
necessary delay  and  increased  expense. 
Mr.  Yenables  was  in  &voar  of  the  new 
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syatexn  in  all  respects,  and  hoped  it  would 
not  be  given  up.  Mr.  Gregory  preferred 
a  system  of  his  own,  but  thought  that 
the  new  system  led  to  a  saving  of 
time.  The  only  engineer  examined 
was  Mr.  Harrison,  who  suggested  a 
mode  by  which  estimates  might  be  put 
forward  in  greater  detail  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Adair)  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  for  carrying  that 
snggestion  into  effect.  The  Committee 
also  had  ^e  evidence  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Dodson).  He  had 
given  the  subject  his  impartial  conside- 
ration, and  he  was  in  favour  of  a  further 
trial  of  the  new  court.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  (Mr.  Woodd)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  A.  Mills) 
were  also  examined,  and  they  were  on  the 
whole  favourable.  The  former  was  of 
opinion  that  the  labours  of  Members  in 
private  Committees  had  been  materially 
shortened  by  the  Referees ;  and  the  latter 
was  of  the  same  opinion,  but  thought  that 
further  improvements  might  be  made. 
The  result  was  that  it  appeared  to  the 
Committee  desirable  to  continue  the  pre- 
sent system,  subject  to  such  modifica- 
tions as  he  had  given  notice  of.  There 
was  a  Standing  Order  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  counsel  before  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees to  one.  Complaints  were  made 
by  Mr.  Phinn,  Mr.  Yemen  Harcourt,  and 
Mr.  Coates  against  that  restriction.  On 
the  other  hand,  evidence  was  given  that 
in  the  generality  of  cases  the  rule  was 
beneficicd.  There  were  only  three  or  four 
cases  in  which  an  inquiry  occupied  more 
than  one  day,  and  the  Committee  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  existing  rule  should 
be  adhered  to,  but  that  the  Referees  should 
have  the  power  of  admitting  more  than 
one  counsel  if  they  thought  fit,  on  the 
application  of  the  parties.  Another  sug- 
gestion was,  that  where  the  Referees 
decided  that  the  estimates  were  insuffi- 
cient, the  Bill  was  not  to  be  proceeded 
with  except  by  Order  of  the  House.  The 
Committee  held  this  to  be  a  good  rule,  as 
tending  to  insure  a  stricter  performance  of 
the  requirements  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  estimates  and  the  engineering  details 
should  come  before  the  House  in  a  more 
perfect  state  thi^n  they  had  hitherto  done. 
A  few  Sessions  ago  the  leading  members  of 
the  Bar  complained  of  the  shortness  of 
the  sittings  of  private  Committees,  which 
nominally  met  at  twelve  and  adjourned 
at  four;  but  the  average  duration  of  each 
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sitting  was  practically  about  three  hours 
and  a  half.  With  a  view  to  remedy  this 
defect  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Adair)  proposed  that  all  the  Committees 
over  which  he  presided  should  meet  at 
eleven  instead  of  twelve.  The  riglit  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Mowbray)  also 
endeavoured  to  carry  this  change  into 
effect,  but  it  was  found  impossible  to 
obtain  the  concurrence  of  Members  gene- 
rally ;  and  this  was  not  surprising.  To  be 
in  the  Committee-room  at  eleven,  a  Mem- 
ber must  leave  his  house  about  half- 
past  ten.  This  allowed  a  totally  inade- 
quate interval  for  a  due  attention  to  his 
duties  to  his  constituents,  to  say  nothing  of 
his  correspondence  and  private  affairs.  At 
four  o'clock  he  had  to  perform  his  duties 
in  the  House,  which  sat  from  that  hour  to 
twelve  and  one  o'clock,  and  sometimes 
later.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  this 
alteration  ought  not  to  be  forced  on 
Members.  Every  witness  before  the  Com- 
mittee spoke  in  favour  of  two  points — the 
taking  away  the  decision  of  locus  standi 
from  private  Committees  and  giving  it  to 
a  separate  tribunal.  The  Court  of  Re- 
ferees had  sat  on  an  average  six  hours  a 
day,  and  one  witness  stated  that  they  did 
more  in  six  hours  than  would  be  done  in  a 
sitting  of  two  days  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  was  for  the  House  to  determine  whether 
they  would  adhere  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee — namely,  that,  with  cer- 
tain alterations,  the  Court  of  Referees  should 
be  continued  to  another  Session.  The  Com- 
mittee believed  that  many  of  the  defects  of 
the  new  system  might  be  met  by  the  ex- 
perience acquired  in  its  working.  No 
doubt  the  system  of  double  inquiry  was 
open  to  objection ;  but  on  the  whole  the 
Committee  were,  he  thought,  justified  in 
the  conclusion  to  which  tiiey  came,  that 
there  had  been  a  great  saving  of  time  to 
Members.  There  had  been  an  increase  of 
expense,  no  doubt,  to  certain  parties,  but 
on  the  whole  it  was  clear  that  a  saving  of 
expense  had  been  effected,  and  that  the 
expedition  with  which  the  Private  Busi* 
ness  of  the  Session  had  been  transacted 
bad  been  much  greater  than  if  it  had  been 
referred  entirely  to  Select  Committees  of 
the  House.  The  Committee  were  of  opinion 
that  when  the  Court  of  Referees  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  under  the  Standing 
Orders  with  reference  to  estimates  and  sta- 
tistics, they  should  inquire  into  the  whole 
case,  with  the  consent  of  the  parties,  and 
report  to  the  House,  and  that  when  the 
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Eeferees  asreed  that  a  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  it  should  be  referred  to  thei 
Clhainnaix  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  treated; 
as  an  unopposed  BilL    He  thought  that, 
without  infringing  upon  the  constitutional 
rule  of  the  House,   some   further  time 
Xj^i$\Li  be  saved  bj  adopting  this  rule.     He 
was  convinced  that  the  House  had  done 
wisely  iu  keeping  the  Private  Business 
within    its    own   jurisdiction.     He    be- 
lieved that  the  Private  Business  was  on 
tho  whole  well  conducted  by  the  House, 
but  that  the  time  was   coming  when  it 
must  be  still   more   seriously  considered 
by  both   Houses  of  Parliament.     Every 
one  knew  the  dilemma  in  which  the  Le- 
gislature was  placed  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.    Parliament  had  been  sitting  for 
five   months,   and  now,  at  the   end    of 
June  and  on  the   eve  of  a   dissolution, 
he  believed  there  were  forty  Bills  before 
the  other  House  which   their  Lordships 
had  not  yet  had  time  to  consider.     One 
great  advantage  of  the  new  Court  he  had 
omitted  to  state  —namely,  their  lengthened 
sittings.     Two  Members  of  that  House — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Has- 
sard)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Adair)  had  by  a  sacrifice  of  time, 
which  the  public  could  scarcely  sufficiently 
appreciate,  devoted  themselves  in  a  man- 
ner beyond  all  praise  to  the  duty  of  pre- 
siding over  the  Courts  of  Referees.     He 
begged  to  thank  also  his  right  hon.  Friend 
in  the  Chair  for  the  selection  he  had  made 
in  the  members  of  the  Court  of  Referees, 
which  had  given  satisfaction  to  every  one. 
lie  had  not  heard  a  single  doubt  or  criti- 
cism in  regard  to  the  Gentlemen  selected 
to  sit  upon  these  Courts.     They  had  been 
selected  by  the  Speaker  without  regard  to 
party  or  to  any  other  consideration,  except 
the  best  mode  of  transacting  the  business 
of   the    House.     The   Select  Committee 
having  seen  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Court  of  Referees  had  given  up  their  time 
from  the  very  beginning  of  the  Session  to 
the    discharge  of   their  onerous   duties, 
thought  it  was  not  fair  to  ask  them  to 
continue  their  services  without  compensa- 
tion.    He  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  was  in 
the  first  instance  opposed  to  the  payment 
of  Members  of  that  House  for  the  services 
in  question  ;  but  he  saw  no  other  way  of 
meeting  the  difficulty,  and  he  was  now  pre- 
pared to  waive  every  objection  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  two  Chairmen  who  presided 
over  the  Court  of  Referees.     He  must  now 
apologize  to  the  House  for  having  taken 
this  matter  up.     The  management  of  the 


Private  Business  of  that  House  was  really 
in  the  hands  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
(Mr.  Dodson).  He  looked  upon  himself 
as  acting  under  his  hon.  Friend  and  it  had 
been  with  some  reluctance,  and  only  be- 
cause he  had  for  many  years  filled  an 
office  which  made  him  more  immediately 
acquainted  with  the  services  of  Meroben 
on  Private  Committees,  and  their  griev- 
ances, that  he  had  pat  himself  forward  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Standing  Order  be  r^ 
pealed." —(Cofofw^  Wihon  Patten.) 

Mr.  AYRTON  objected  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  as  an  important  change 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House,  and  as 
contrary  to  the  solemn  assurance  given  by 
the  late  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
that  the  new  system  should  bo  so  carried 
out  that  the  House  should  never  be  re- 
duced to  the  position  of  paying  its  Mem- 
bers. But  by  this  proposed  the  Speaker 
was  enabled  to  convert  any  two  MemberB 
into  his  own  stipendiary  officers.  He  must 
also  say  that  the  Qouae  was  not  in  the 
position  to  consider  a  change  of  so  much 
importance,  inasmuch  as  it  must  itself 
soon  cease  to  exist  One  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  the  present  system  of  conducting 
the  Private  business  of  the  House  arose 
from  the  fact  that  there  were  none  of 
those  legal  rules  of  procedure  which,  in 
his  opinion,  were  necessary  to  enable  a 
Court  to  arrive  at  a  proper  judicial  concla- 
sion.  It  would  certainly  be  an  impro?e- 
ment  to  separate  the  question  of  locui 
standi  from  the  trial  of  the  cause,  and  to 
that  extent  he  entirely  acquiesced  in  what 
had  been  done ;  but  after  that  preliminary 
point  had  been  disposed  of  he  could  not 
understand  upon  what  principle  there 
should  be  two  Courts  to  hear  each  case. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  could  not  beliefe 
it  to  be  fair  to  call  upon  two  Members  of 
the  House  to  devote  the  whole  of  their 
time  to  expediting  the  Private  bosinesB, 
and  to  make  great  sacrifices  of  their  own 
affairs  without  awarding  them  aome  ade- 
quate compensation—  it  was  another  ques- 
tion whether,  at  the  close  of  a  Parliamenti 
and  in  a  very  thin  House,  hon.  Memben 
should  be  asked  to  come  to  a  decision  upon 
so  important  a  question  as  wheUier  they 
should  be  paid.  Possibly  it  might  be  well 
to  leave  it  over  to  a  future  ocpaaion.  He 
entirely  acquiesced  in  the  de^aioa  of  tiie 
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Cofnniittee,  and  he  thought  that  the  Court 
of  Referees  might  he  allowed  in  many 
oases  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  question 
of  expediency  as  well  as  of  fact. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
be  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  that  the 
question  of  paying  Merabers  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  maturely  considered  be- 
fore the  House  came  to  any  decision,  but 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  if  the  sys- 
tem WAS  to  be  continued  it  was  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  faced,  for  it  was  im- 
possible that  any  Gentlemen  should  be  ex- 
pected to  giye  their  continuous  attention 
to  the  business  of  Committees  without 
some  remuneration.  The  tribunal  was, 
fh>m  the  nature  of  its  constitution,  a  weak 
one,  and  it  was  necessary  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  could  not  be  improved.  With  re- 
gard to  the  important  question,  how  far 
tile  system  had  inspired  public  confidence, 
Ae  felt  a  strong  conviction  that  it  had  done 
so  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  that  if  it 
was  continued  it  would  maintain  its  po- 
sition in  that  respect.  A  suggestion  had 
been  made  that  when  a  question  was  be- 
fore the  Referees  they  should  be  at  liberty 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  matter.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  success  which  had  hi- 
therto attended  the  working  of  the  new 
plan  aroso  from  the  Gentlemen  who  acted 
as  Chairmen  and  their  assessors  giving 
their  continuous  and  undivided  attention 
to  the  business,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  questions  were  to  be  wholly  decided 
by  the  Referees,  there  would  be  a  great 
saving  of  time  and  expense,  and  greater 
equity  in  the  ultimate  decision.  The  work 
spread  over  a  great  number  of  Committees 
might  be  concentrated  in  two  or  three 
tribunals,  and  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
power  might  he  given  to  Committees  to 
sit  when  the  House  was  not  sitting.  Two 
or  three  tribunals  sitting  continuously 
would,  he  believed,  be  able  to  dispose  of 
the  whole  of  the  Private  business  in  a 
■atisfaotory  manner;  but  then  the  House 
must  be  prepared  to  give  an  adequate  re- 
muneration to  the  Gentlemen  who  gave 
up  their  whole  time  and  experience  to  the 
work. 

LoBD  HOTHAM  desired  to  point  out 
that  if  the  settlement  of  this  matter  were 
left  over  to  the  new  Parliament  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  Session  would  be 
lost  for  the  transaction  of  Piivate  busi- 
ness. He  concurred  in  wishing  to  con- 
tinue the  system,  so  that  the  House  might 
ghre  it  a  fur  trial,  which  it  had  not  yet 


had.  While  the  House  had  had  an  un- 
usually large  number  of  Private  Bills  to 
deal  with,  it  had  had  an  unusually  brief 
period  to  dispose  of  them.  There  might 
be  forty  Bills  yet  to  be  disposed  of,  but 
these  would  be  got  through  without  in- 
convenience if  Parliament  eat  until  the 
usual  period  of  the  year.  He  felt  confi- 
dent that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  had  fairly  quoted 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  it  was  contrary  to  the  practice 
of  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
very  day  that  the  evidence  was  laid  be- 
fore them.  He  had  always  entertained 
the  greatest  objection  to  the  introduction 
of  a  system  under  which  Members  of  the 
House  were  to  be  paid  for  their  services, 
and  he  should  reserve  his  judgment  on  the 
point  until  a  Motion  for  the  payment  of 
the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of  Referees 
should  be  formally  made. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  tie  themselves  or  those 
who  might  come  after  them  in  the  new 
Parliament  to  the  great  changes  which 
were  indicated  in  the  proposal  submitted 
to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  con- 
sent to  the  pure  and  simple  continuance  of 
the  Court  of  Referees,  for  he  was  not  only 
willing  but  desirous  to  give  the  present 
system  another  fair  trial.  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  given  notice 
of  important  alterations  in  the  system  in- 
troduced this  Session.  It  was  not  two 
Chairmen  alone  who  might  be  appointed. 
The  Resolution  referred  to  an  unlimited 
number,  and  it  appeared  to  be  the  neces- 
sary consequence  of  agreeing  to  it  that  the 
Chairmen  should  be  paid.  The  House, 
in  its  present  condition,  ought  to  pauso 
before  it  acceded  to  so  grave  a  proposition. 
JSo  one  would  undervalue  the  labours  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Hassard)  or  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Adair); 
but  directly  they  opened  the  door  to  the 
payment  of  Members  they  did  not  know 
where  the  thing  might  stop.  The  three 
principal  questions  referred  to  the  Court 
of  Referees  were  the  estimates,  the  en- 
gineering details,  and  the  locus  standi. 
But,  according  to  the  plan  sketched  out 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  every  other  issue  that  the 
parties  could  agree  to  submit  to  them  was 
to  be  decided  by  the  Court.  The  oppo- 
nents and  promoters  of  a  Bill  were  usually 
the  only  parties  before  a  Committee,  and 

2  F  2 


S71 


Court  of  Referees 


{COMMONSI 


on  PrivaU  Bills. 


872 


^n  this  new  scheme  ho  did  not  see  who 
were  to  take  care  of  the  public.  If  the 
Court  of  Eeferees  agreed  to  the  Bill,  it 
was  to  go  before  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  But  suppose  he  said  the  pre- 
amble was  not  proved  ?  The  Bill  would 
then  come  to  be  debated  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  The  House  had  not  yet  seen 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  they  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  subject  fully  be- 
fore coming  to  so  important  a  conclusion. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  express  any  opinion  beyond  that 
of  simply  saying  that  the  system  should 
be  continued. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  the  House 
must  have  felt  that  no  apology  was  needed 
from  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Wilson  Patten)  for  undertaking  to  bring 
this  subject  before  the  House.  The  ap- 
pointment of  the  Court  of  Referees  had 
proved  successful  beyond  all  his  expecta- 
tions. He  had  deemed  it  open  to  the 
fundamental  objection  of  a  divided  juris- 
diction. That  was  still  his  opinion.  He 
had  also  doubted  whether  it  would  prac- 
tically work ;  but  herein  he  had  been 
mistaken.  It  had  worked  on  the  whole 
well,  and  had  effected  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  former  state  of  things.  The 
e£fect  had  been  to  expedite  business,  to 
save  time  and  labour  to  Members  of  that 
House,  and  at  the  same  time  the  questions 
of  engineering  and  estimates,  which  were 
the  special  subjects  of  consideration  before 
the  Referees,  had  been  sifted  and  investi- 
gated in  a  manner  never  before  performed. 
He  thought  that  the  Courts  of  Referees 
might  be  composed  of  Members  of  the  House 
assisted  by  permanent  assessors,  and  should 
then  have  the  same  power  as  ordinary 
Committees  of  dealing  with  Private  Bills, 
and  reporting  upon  them ;  but  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  recommended  that  the  system 
should  be  continued  as  it  had  hitherto 
been  conducted  he  hoped  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  Resolution — which  proposed 
that  where  all  parties  are  agreed  the  Re- 
ferees shall  have  power  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject  matter  of  the  Bill  and 
report  to  the  House ;  the  Bill  thereafter 
to  be  treated  as  an  unopposed  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  asked 
who  were  to  represent  the  public,  but  the 
public  would  not  be  in  a  worse  position 
than  if  the  Bill  went  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  see  how  the  interests 
of  the  public  would  be  in  the  least  degree 
endangered  if  the  whole  question  went 
J^.  JETenl&y 


before  the  Referees.  With  regard  to  the 
payment  of  the  Chairmen,  it  was  not  in 
reason  to  be  expected  that  the  present 
system  could  be  continued  for  another 
Session  unless  the  House  were  prepared 
to  remunerate  Members  who  devoted  the 
whole  of  their  time  to  the  duties.  The 
payment  of  these  gentlemen  was  almost 
a  sine  qud  nan  of  the  continuance  of  the 
system,  for  he  did  not  believe  the  House 
would  find  gentlemen  who  would  perma- 
nently undertake  these  duties  another  Ses- 
sion without  payment.  Their  duties  had 
been  very  great  and  serious.  The  Courts 
had  been  sitting  at  the  rate  of  six  hours  a 
day,  and  then  the  Chairman  had,  in  addition, 
the  labour  of  framing  their  reports  in  the 
evening  to  be  laid  before  the  House  the 
next  day.  It  was  said  an  expiring  Par- 
liament should  not  deal  with  so  important 
a  question,  and  this  appeared  to  be  one  of 
the  principal  objections  felt  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Standing  Order  before  them ;  but 
there  was  always  a  great  deal  of  pres- 
sure at  the  beginning  of  a  Session,  and 
if  the  House  could  not  start  with  the 
Private  Business  at  once  there  was  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty  in  getting 
through  with  it.  The  duty  of  the  pre- 
sent Parliament,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  if 
they  thought  the  new  system  of  Private 
Business  worked  well,  was  to  bequeath  it 
to  the  next  Parliament  with  every  facility 
to  enable  that  Parliament  to  take  up  and 
continue  the  experiment.  He  could  not 
believe  that  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  exceeding  its  limits  if  it 
handed  down  the  present  system  with  such 
alterations  and  improvements  as  experi- 
ence had  suggested.  If  the  present  Par- 
liament rescinded  the  prohibition  of  the 
payment  of  Chairmen  of  the  Courts  it 
would  not  preclude  the  next  Parliament 
from  dealing  as  it  thought  fit  with  the 
question  of  remuneration.  No  remunera- 
tion would  be  granted  except  by  a  Vote 
of  the  House,  when  the  whole  questioQ 
would  be  discussed.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Standing  Order  now  proposed. 

Mk.  MOWBRAY  thought  that  tiie 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  had  disoloeed  the 
greatest  possible  objection  to  the  proposal 
now  made,  for  he  said  that  the  payment  of 
the  Chairmen  was  a  sine  qud  non  of  obtain- 
ing the  services  of  competent  gentlemen  to 
act  in  that  capacity.  The  answer  was,  first, 
that  such  a  question  should  not  be  brought 
before  Parliament  without  distinot  notioe. 
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The  blue-book  was  only  delivered  at  ten 
that  morning,  and  at  twelve  o'clock  the 
House  was  invited  to  weigh  the  evidence 
and  decide  upon  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  An  important  question  a£fect- 
ing  Members  of  that  House  was  now 
raised — namely,  whether  their  attention 
was  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  considera^ 
tion  of  the  national,  imperial,  and  political 
questions  intrusted  to  them,  and  to  be 
entirely  occupied  with  the  details  con- 
nected with  Private  Bills.  Another  ob- 
jection was,  that  the  present  Motion  raised 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  these  hon. 
Members  in  the  most  indirect  manner, 
and  without  the  least  notice.  He  did 
not  wish  to  prejudge  the  question,  but  he 
entertained  the  strongest  objection  to  the 
payment  of  Members  for  services  rendered 
in  that  House.  A  belief  prevailed  in  the 
minds  of  some  people  that  Members  of 
Ck>mmittees  on  Private  Bills  received  ten 
guineas  a  day  f6r  their  attendance.  The 
reply  had  always  been  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  no  Member  of  that 
House  received  any  remuneration  for  the 
discharge  of  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House.  If  they  once  began  to  remune- 
rate Members  where  was  it  to  stop  ?  If 
the  Referees  were  to  be  paid  would  not 
the  Chairmen  of  Committees  on  Private 
Bills  expect  remuneration  ?  If  their  claims 
were  admitted  how  long  could  they  ex- 
pect Chairmen  of  Select  Committees,  who 
Bat  day  by  day  for  several  weeks  of  the 
Session,  to  serve  without  payment?  If 
the  House  agreed  to  this  Resolution,  the 
Government  would  feel  compelled  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  to  propose  a 
Vote  for  the  payment  of  these  Chairmen. 
The  next  Parliament  ought  not  to  find  the 
question  thus  settled  for  it,  and  he  trusted 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the 
House  must  see  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  having  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  new  system,  could  not  do 
otherwise  than  bring  under  its  notice  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  and 
to  propose  such  Standing  Orders  as  they 
deem  desirable.  It  was,  however,  obvious 
that,  if  they  went  beyond  a  mere  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  there  ought  to  be  something 
like  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
any  change  that  might  be  made.  It  was 
difficult  to  answer  the  appeal  that  the 
evidence  had  only  just  been  laid  before 


the  House.  Late,  however,  as  the  period 
of  the  Session  was,  it  became  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  signify  to  the  public  what 
kind  of  tribunal  would  next  Session  begin 
the  consideration  of  Private  Bills — the 
present  House  of  Commons  ought  to  leave 
some  directions  to  the  future  Parliament ; 
but  he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  he  would  do  well 
either  to  withdraw  his  Motion  and  move 
it  again  on  Monday  or  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Milner  Gibson.) 

CoLONBL  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  have  his  speech  to  make  over 
again,  but  he  would  not  object  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  At  the  same 
time  he  wished  to  remind  the  House  that  at 
present  there  was  no  proposition  made  by 
the  Committee  to  pay  the  Chairman.  He 
only  asked  the  House  to  try  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  as  an  experiment, 
and  let  it  be  for  future  consideration  whe- 
ther it  should  be  made  permanent  or  not. 
All  he  desired  was  that  these  Resolutions 
should  be  a  continuance  of  the  experiment 
which  had  already  been  tried,  subject  to 
the  improvements  suggested  by  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  question  until 
Monday,  although  he  could  not  see  what 
satisfactory  object  could  be  attained  by  a 
postponement. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  was  natu- 
ral the  House  should  wish  to  examine  the 
evidence  before  it  came  to  a  decision,  and 
it  was  only  with  that  object  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  No  doubt  the  passing  of  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House  would  be 
regarded  as  an  expression  of  opinion  that 
the  Chairmen  ought  to  be  paid,  and  would 
pledge  the  Government  to  propose  the 
Vote  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  would  not  express  any  opinion  whe- 
ther such  payment  would  be  advisable  or 
not,  but  tho  House  ought  to  know  the 
evidence  on  which  the  Committee  found 
their  recommendation. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
in  spite  of  their  utmost  exertions  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  get  the  evidence 
printed  and  in  tho  hands  of  Members 
before  that  morning. 

Viscount  CRANBOURNE  agreed  that 
it  was  undesirable  to   come  to   a  vote 
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on  the  question  until  the  evidence  had 
been  oonsidered.  Still  the  House  would 
do  well  not  to  form  an  opinion  too  rashly 
against  the  payment  of  these  two  gentle- 
men, or  without  considering  the  enormous 
amount  of  business  performed  by  them. 

Sib  JOHN  SHELLEY,  in  voting  for 
the  further  trial  of  the  experiment,  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  two  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen referred  to  would  not  continue 
their  labours  next  Session  unless  they 
were  paid.  In  recommending  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  system  next  Session,  there- 
fore, the  Committee  regarded  the  payment 
of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Courts  of  Referees 
as  a  sine  qud  non.  The  work  they  had 
been  called  upon  to  perform  had  been 
truly  described  as  enormous. 

Mb.  LYGON  said,  that  if  there  was  a 
general  concurrence  of  opinion  that  the 
experiment  ought  to  be  continued,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  House  could  postpone  the 
question  of  the  payment  of  the  Chairmen 
until  next  Session.  * 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
if  the  Hou9e  rejected  the  Motion  of  his 
bon.  and  gallant  Friend  it  would  be  un- 
derstood that  it  was  opposed  to  any  pay- 
ment being  made.  Now,  he  had  been  as 
unwilling  as  any  one  to  begin  a  proceeding 
of  that  kind,  but  he  had  come  to  the  de- 
liberate conclusion  that  if  they  insisted  on 
the  Chairmen  being  Members  of  the 
House,  they  would  be  unable  to  carry  on 
the  present  system  unless  they  paid  them. 
He  suggested  that  the  House  might  amend 
the  Standing  Orders  with  the  exception 
of  No.  88,  and  leave  the  question  of 
remuneration  to  the  Chairmen  to  be  dealt 
with  next  Session. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  thought 
it  probable  that  if  the  debate  was  ad- 
journed to  Monday  there  would  be  a  still 
smaller  House  than  at  present. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  suggested,  that  in- 
stead of  adjourning  the  debate  it  would 
be  better  to  let  any  alteration  in  Standing 
Order  No.  88  remain  over  for  considera- 
tion till  next  Session. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  consented 
to  withdraw  the  proposition  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of 
Referees,  on  condition  that  the  other  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee,  to  which 
he  did  not  think  there  could  be  any  ob- 
jection were  agreed  to. 

Viscount    CRANBOURNE    regretted 

that  his   hon.  and    gallant    Friend   had 

yielded  himself   iu  this    way    into    the 

hands  of  the  enemy.     Another  discussion 

Fiscaunt  Crmbawme 


on  this  subject  two  or  three  days  kence 
would  have  done  a  great  deal  of  good. 
The  argument  that  if  they  paid  the  Chair- 
men of  these  Courts  they  could  not  reiuse 
to  pay  Chairmen  of  all  other  Committees 
was  a  hobgoblin  argument  of  the  purest 
breed.  A  superstition  more  utterly  base- 
less never  interfered  with  a  practical, 
sensible,  business-like  proposal.  He  was 
sure  that  the  salary  paid  to  these  gentle- 
men would  not  exoeed  the  value  of  the 
services  they  had  rendered.  The  only 
Member  who  was  paid,  except  the  Speaker, 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means ;  and  if  the  payment  of 
ll embers  proceeded  in  the  ratio  of  past 
progression,  the  House  would  arrive  at 
the  fifth  "point  of  the  charter"— the 
payment  of  Members — in  about  10,000 
years.  It  was  calculated  that  the  new 
Parliament  would  be  composed  to  the 
extent  of  about  one- third  new  Members, 
who  would  have  had  no  experience  of  the 
conscription  exercised  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  or  the  evils  and  inconve- 
nience of  the  present  system  of  private 
business.  Surely  a  Parliament  that  had 
had  experience  was  fitter  to  deal  with  this 
subject  than  a  Parliament  that  had  none. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  lose  no  time,  but  that  in 
the  very  first  week  of  the  new  Session  he 
would  introduce  the  question  on  which  he 
had  now  unfortunately  given  way. 

Motion  and  Original  Question,  by  leave, 
toithdraum. 

Standing  Order  89  read,  and  amended. 

Standing  Order  90  read,  and  amended. 

Me.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  offer  my 
personal  thanks  to  those  Gentlemen  who 
were  so  good  as  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  duties  of  the  Court  of  Referees  at  my 
request.  I  wish  to  mention  the  names  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr. 
Dodson) ;  Mr.  Hugh  Adair,  Chairman  of 
Court  of  Referees;  Mr.  Hassard,  Chair- 
man; Mr.  Rickards,  Counsel  to  the 
Speaker;  the  right  hon.  Sir  W.  Gibson 
Craig,  Sir  John  Duckworth,  Colonel  Stuart 
(Bedford),  Sir  Edward  Oolebi'ooke  (Lanark- 
shire), Mr.  Lereson  Gower  (Reigate),  and 
Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  (Montgomeryshire) 
the  last  three  Gentlemen  lending  their 
assistance  when  the  pressure  became  great- 
est. By  the  ability  and  assiduity  which  , 
all  these  Gentlemen  brought  to  b^  upon 
their  duties,  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  has  been  performed  in  a  manner  satis* 
factory  to  the  House  and  U>  the  country. 


At7      •      ^O^Htfi^ Refmm  {Jims  27,  1865) 

8xB  OBOAOl:  ORfSt  said,  that  al- 
though the  Honte,  for  the  reasons  assigned, 
a{ipeared  to  be  dikncilined  to  consider  the 
payment  of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of 
Befereesy  botii  the  House,  and  the  public, 
were  deeply  indebted  to  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen for  the  time  they  had  bestowed  and 
the  ability  with  which  they  had  conducted 
the  business  of  the  House. 
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Iieiclv9d,  Thai,  in  case  the  Promotert  and  Op- 
ponents of  anj  Bill  shall  agree  that  all  the  ques- 
tions in  issue  between  them  upon  such  Bill  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Referees,  it  shall  be  eompe- 
tent  to  the  Referees  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject  matter  of  the  Bill,  and  to  report  their 
opinion  thereon  to  the  House  ;  and,  in  case  the/ 
•hall  report  that  such  Bill  ought  to  be  proceeded 


ESTIMATE  of  the  proposed 

Line,  No.  * 

Length  of  Line  •• 


with,  the  fiine  fchalt,  unless  the  House  shall  other- 
wise order,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  on- 
opposed  Bills,  and  shall  be  treated  as  an  unop- 
posed Bni-^CiOanel  WOton  PatUn.) 

Standing  Order  91  read,  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That,  in  ease  the  Referees  shall  re- 
port, with  reference  to  any  Bill,  that  the  Estimate 
deposited  in  respect  thereof  is  insufficient,  or  that 
the  engineering  is  inefficient  for  the  proposed  ob- 
ject, the  Bill  shall  not  be  further  prooeeded  with 
unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order < — {Colonel 
Wilson  Patten,) 

Standing  Order  149  read,  and  amended. 

Resolved^  That  the  Estimate  for  any  works  pro- 
posed to  be  authorized  by  any  Railway,  Dock,  or 
Harbour  Bill,  shall  be  in  the  following  form,  or 
as  near  thereto  as  ciroumstanoes  may  permit  :— 


(Railway). 


Miki.      /.       cU. 


Whether 
Single  or  Doable. 


Earthworks : 
Cuttings — Rock        •  • 
Soft  Soil  •  • 
Roads 

Total  •• 


•  •• 


CvJbie  yards. 


Price  per  Ld, 


£    #.    d. 


Embankments,  including  Roads 
Bridges    Public  Roads 

Accommodation  Bridges  and  Works 
Viaducts  .  •  .  •  •  • 

CuWerts  and  drains 
Metallings  of  roads  and  lerel  crossings 
Gatekeepers'  houses  at  level  crossings 
Permanent  way,  including  fencing  : 

MUes,     fys,     dU. 


Cubic  yds. 
Number 


Cost  per  Mile, 


s.     d. 


Permanent  way  for  sidings,  and  cost  of  jnnotions 
Stations 


•  • 


Contingeneies 
Land  and  boQdings : 


•  • 


•• 


•  • 


•  per  cent. 


R.       P. 


Total 


•• 


•• 


£    M.   d. 


The  sasae  details  for  each  Branch,  and  General 
Sommalt  of  Total  Oost.— <ifr.  Buffh  Adair.) 

Reached,  That  when  a  Railway  is  intended  to 
form  a  jonotion  with  an  existing  or  authorised 
line  of  Railway,  the  course  of  such  existing  or 
antborisdid  line  of  Railway  shall  be  shown  on  the 


deposited  plan  for  a  distanoe  of  eight  hundred 
yards  on  either  side  of  the  proposed  junotion,  on 
a  scale  of  not  less  than  four  inohes  to  a  mile^— 
{Mr,  Hugh  Adair.) 

Resolved,  That  when  a  Railway  k  intedsd  4o 
form  a  junotion  with  an  existing  or  authorised 
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line  of  Railivay,  the  gradient  of  such  ezUting  or 
authorized  line  of  Railway  shall  be  shown  on  the 
deposited  section,  and  in  connection  therewith, 
and  on  the  same  scale  as  the  general  section,  for 
a  distance  of  eieht  hundred  yards  on  either  side 
of  the  point  of  junction. — (Mr,  Bugh  Adair,) 

Ordered^  That  the  said  Resolutions  be  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House  relating  to  Private  Bilk,  as  amended,  be 
pnrUed,  [No.  420.] 


CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BILL— [Ixmif.] 

[bill    199.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  coMtdered, 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
e£fect  of  the  12th  clause  of  the  Bill  would 
be  this,  that  the  oath  of  canonical  obe- 
dience would  be  retained  as  part  of  the 
service  for  the  ordination  of  priests  and 
the  consecration  of  bishops,  whilst  the 
oath  giving  assent  to  the  articles  of  reli- 
gion of  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
oath  of  supremacy  would  not  be  retained 
in  the  service.  He  could  not  believe  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  to  place  a  matter  of  mere  discipline 
in  the  position  of  higher  importance  than 
a  question  involving  obedience  to  the 
Sovereign. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  the 
oath  of  canonical  obedience  did  not  rest 
upon  statute,  whereas  tlie  oath  as  to  as- 
sent to  the  articles  of  religion  and  as  to 
the  Royal  supremacy  rested  upon  the 
statute  law.  It  was  the  statutory  oath 
only  that  was  dealt  with  by  this  Act,  and 
there  was  no  intention  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  the  .canonical  oath  of  obe- 
dience. 

Bill  to  be  read  3**  To-morrow. 

LEEDS  BANKRUPTCY  COURT. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Ma.  LONGFIELD  :  Sir,  having  given 
notice  of  my  intention  to  comment  on  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  what  steps  the  Government 
propose  to  take  against  the  parties  impli- 
cated by  that  Report,  I  do  not  know  how 
far  I  shall  be  in  order  in*  prefacing  my 
Question  by  a  statement  of  facts.  I  shall 
endeavour  to  compress  that  statement  into 
as  narrow  a  compaBs  as  possible,  in  order 
that  the  House  and  the  country  may  un- 
derstand—[Order,  order  !] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber intend  to  conclude  with  a  Motion  ? 


Mr.  LONGFIBLD  :  I  shall  put  myself 
in  order  by  moving,  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
statement,  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
[**0h,  oh!"]  I  am  aware  that  the  course  is 
an  unusual  one,  and  one  which  I  have  never 
before  taken ;  but  the  circumstances  them- 
selves are  so  unusual  as  to  afford  a  complete 
justification  for  the  step.  These  circum- 
stances, unhappily,  are  rather  notorious. 
A  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
holding  the  very  highest  station  which  can 
be  held  under  the  Crown,  has  within 
three  months  given  occasion  for  two  sepa- 
rate inquiries  into  the  purity  and  propriety 
of  his  conduct.  The  general  outline  of  those 
inquiries  is  sufficiently  indicated  by  stating 
that  they  bear  a  considerable  resemblance 
to  each  other.  Having  in  the  course  of 
his  judicial  functions  ascertained  that  cer- 
tain offences  had  been  committed,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  took  advantage  of  those 
offences  to  force  out  of  offices  which  they 
held  th6  person's  by  whom  it  was  allied 
that  those  offences  were  committed,  and 
the  proceedings  thus  instituted  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  he  made  profitable  to  him- 
self by  appointing  members  of  his  own 
family  to  the  vacant  offices.  One  of  these 
investigations  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  was  connected  with  a  gentle- 
man named .  Edmunds.  That  inquiry  has 
a  considerable  bearing  upon  the  inquiry 
which  has  just  been  concluded  by  this 
House ;  for  scarcely  had  that  inquiry  ter- 
minated when  another  unfortunate  oi  rem 
stance  was  adverted  to  in  this  House.  A 
gentleman  named  Wilde  was  forced  to  re- 
sign his  appointment  at  Leeds,  and  his 
appointment  was  at  once  promised  to  the 
Chancellor's  son,  although,  from  circum- 
stances which  afterwards  occurred,  that 
appointment  was  not  actually  made.  The 
matter  formed  the  subject  of  some  discus- 
sion in  this  House,  and  resulted  in  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investigate 
the  entire  transaction.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Chancellor  courted  the  fullest  and 
fairest  and  openest  inquiry ;  and  the  Com- 
roitte  of  Selection  named  five  Gentlem^ 
of  the  highest  character  and  respectability 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  whidi 
thus,  a  second  time  within  two  months, 
cast  the  deepest  possible  slur  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  and  on  the  judicial 
authority.  That  Committee,  following  a 
most  objectionable  precedent  set  in  another 
place,  fell,  I  regret  to  say,  into  the  very 
grave  mistake — for  mistake  everybody  now 
confesses  it  to  have  been — of  oonductiDg 
that  most  solemn  inquiry,  which  the  Chan- 
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oellor  had  declared  he  desired  to  be  full,  which  was  regarded  as  the  prize  of  greatest 
free,  and  open,  with  closed  doors.  They  amount  in  connection  with  the  new  sys- 
condaded  their  labours  rather  more  than  a  tem.  But  in  1864  he  awoke  from  his 
week  ago;  their  Report,  embodying  the  lethargy,  and  in  very  disagreeable  mood, 
conclusions  at  which  they  have  arrived,  has  He  found  that  everything  was  going  wrong 
been  in  the  hands  of  Members  for  the  last  in  Bankruptcy,  in  the  courts  over  which 
day  or  two,  and  it  is  now  my  duty — a  he  had  jurisdictioh,  and,  among  other  mat- 
painful  duty  I  feel  it  to  be — to  bring  the  ters,  that  there  were  grievous  complaints 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  of  the  impropriety  with  which  some  of 
and  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  what  steps  the  officers  in  the  Leeds  Court  of  Bank- 
Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  it  neces-  ruptcy  had  acted.  Paper  No.  295,  referred 
sary  to  take  under  the  circumstances.  The  to  in  the  Report  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
persons  involved  are  members  of  the  pro-  Court  Committee,  contain  some  documents 
fession  that  1  was  proud  of  belonging  to  which  give  us  the  first  insight  into  the 
some  little  time  ago,  though  certainly,  if  origin  of  these  transactions.  I  will  trace 
two  or  three  more  transactions  of  the  same  them  date  by  date,  and  as  we  pursue  the 
kind  should  take  place,  I  do  not  know  inquiry  we  shall  see  that  this  nobleman 
that  we  may  not  all  have  to  hang  our  for  the  second  time  fell  into  the  unfortu- 
heads  for  shame.  It  was  a  noble  pro-  nate  error  of  ignoring  guilt  that  he  might 
fession,  piquing  itself  justly  on  its  esprit  profit  by  the  guilty.  On  the  6th  of  April, 
de  eorpSf  on  the  high  character  which  1864 — and  it  is  essential  to  bear  these 
its  members  had  always  borne,  and  espe-  dates  in  mind — Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Re- 
cially  on  the  reputation  of  those  looked  gistrar  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  who 
up  to  and  revered  as  the  head  of  the  pro-  was  the  intimate  friend  of  all  the  Bethells 
fession.  These  investigations,  however,  — of  the  Hon.  Slingsby  Bethell,  and  also 
tend  not  only  to  shake  our  faith  in  the  of  the  Hon.  Richard  Bethell — forwarded 
administration  of  justice,  but  to  excite  a  very  startling  communication  to  Mr. 
something  more  than  suspicion  of  corrupt  Wilde,  of  whose  eyes  and  health  we  have 
practices.  Corrupt  practices,  at  least,  have  heard  in  this  House  before.  The  letter 
been  established,  in  which  the  Chancellor's  was  in  these  terms — 
family  participated.  Let  me  go  through  **  Dear  Sir— By  direotion  of  the  LordChanoel- 
this  Report,  pausing  here  and  there  to  lo*"  1  lately  transmitted  to  Mr.  Gommiasioner 
interpose  an  observation  connecting  the  ^y^""  '*»«  accounU  of  the  official  assigneet  and 
j.^^j  vn  X,  i.1.*  messengers  of  the  Leeds  Court,  with  a  view  to  an 
dates,  and  we  shall  see  how  grave  this  i„,e8ti/alion  of  them,  and  in  a  letter  dated  the 
matter  has  become,  and  how  important  it  27th  ult.  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton  writes  as  fol- 
ia in  the  interests  of  the  public  that  satis-  lows — '  I  have  not  yet  looked  into  the  accounts 
factory  explanations  should  be  given  by  ^^  ^^^  official  assignees,  but  on  opening  the  large 

the    Government.     The    Government,    I  STJ;  'itJ^^'  "*^/  ^  3r°"'.  \  "^  ^^t,  ^^""^ 

,                    1  •     i.  •                 •      \\^  Submitted  to  and  approved  by  Mr.  Gommi»« 

assume,  have  no  object  m  screening  the  ^^^^^^  Ayrton  on  the  8th  of  April.  1862.    H.  S. 

guilty ;  they  can  have  no  proper  political  Wilde,  Registrar."— The  fact  being  that  I  never 

object  in  screening  an  offender  from  justice,  saw  that  sheet  or  the  accounts  it  refers  to,  till  I 

There  is  no  motive  which  should  animate  received  it  from  you.'    I  am  now  directed  by  the 

a  Government  that  ought  to  restrain  them  |f  Lt^^^^thu^^^^^  ^^vl  nff/n?^^^'''' ^^      '* 

^              ^.            A  ^    1  •      Ai  to  give  of  this  very  grave  oiience. 

from  meting  out  to  him  the  same  measure  r\°   ,      ^^,     i>  I     .,   »i     wru          v  j 

of  justice  which  he  insisted  on  meting  out  ^^^  ^j!«  .^^^  ^$  Apnl  Mr  W.lde  replied, 

to  others,  untried  and  unconvicted,  who  ^^^  ,^^' ^f  ^"  ^^^^J!^   *  ^^^^^^^^ 

were  under  his  power.     I  will  now  come  «>cation  from  Mr.  Miller,  dated  the  14th 

to  the  commencement  of  this  melancholy,  ?J.„-^P"V^  '^  *^®  ^°^''^   ^^  ^^'^^   ^'• 

dark,  and  discreditable  transaction.     The  ^"*®^  ^*^^'~                         .  ,      . 

Lord  Chancellor  seemed  to  be  a  great  law  "  ^f;  ^^^''^^'  <>«?  .^^  *S%'l®°«*i  ^STi!!h^u 

^                    J              •  11                f                 t  Berts  that  vou  owe  him  £131,  and  Mr.  Needell, 

reformer,    and   especially   a    reformer  of  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  messengers,  that  you  owe  him  £25,  all 

bankruptcy    proceedings.       In     1861     he  for  money  borrowed.    I  am  directed  by  the  Lord 

passed  a  Bill  on  that  subject,  but  from  Chancellor  to  ask  you  whether  these  statcmenta 

that  time  he  slumbered  and    slept  upon  are  true?" 

the  matter.     No  very  lucrative  appoint-  On  the  16th  of  April,  by  one  of  those 

ments  fell  to  his  gift,  all  the  good  places  curious  coincidences  which  are  found  all 

had  from  time  to  time  been  filled  by  his  through  this  correspondence,  Mr.   Wilde 

predecessors ;  and  this  and  the  other  House  wrote  a  reply  giving  explauationa.      That 

disappointed   him  of  the   opportunity  of  brings  us  to  the  middle  of  April,  and  to 

appointing  the  Chief  Judge  in  Buikruptoy  the   intervention  of  another  gentiemaUi 
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who,  I  tun  Mny  to  Mf ,  1b  a  oler^msn—  doner  Arrton  mud  Ur.  Hurditir  on  Uw  nkjeat 

beoause  we  mmt  remember  that  iudicia  "f  *""  ""''''>•  »"d  •ocopntt  oT  tb«  oOoial  u- 

p..„..g.  i. ...  .h,  ..ly  ..i™.g.  ,..t«  zr.irz';^  Sit,l;S'„%"^';s 

in  the  Lord  Chancellor.     Tlie  Rev.  Georgi  oeedad ;  and  I  m  directed  hj  the  Lord  Ctan- 

Beyers  Harding  stated,  in  hU  evidena  oellor  to  re^ueit  th*t  jaa  will  immediBtelj  ibraiib 

before  the  Committee—  **r.  CommisMoner  Ayrton  with  bqj  expluutin 

»<rL  .    V     .   V        jr.-.       .c   I    ■     ■  yoQ  maj  dailre  lo  give  of  the  ohargei  ■rainit  jou 

"That  ibdQt  the  end  of  ApnI. or  the  begiimin,  i„„i,gj  ;„  ^hew  dooumenU,  «iJ  wh^h  tpjMU 

of  M.y   1884.  he  w«  »t  Mr^  Bethell'.  oflloe  i.  tober-l.  Th*t  «oour.t.  whieh  o.. jht  to  W. 

^uiUitj  Court.  >nd  took  »  letter  of  iDtroduotioi  ^^  .ubmitted  to  ud  allowed  by  yo«  Commii- 

frOKi  Mr.  Bethell  W  Mr  Welch,  who  wu  then  i>  ^„„,r  ,„„  ^rtifled  by  yoo  U  l»A>w  bera  trA- 

ohMobcn  >t  the  Temple  ;  th»l  »n  ■rrangemen  ^tt^d  to  aod  unotioned  by  him,  without  hii  em 

had  Loen  previously  made  th»t  Mr.  BethelLhoal.  h.,i„g   ^„   ^^^    weounU.   uid   th>t  tbenW 

«»  hi.  1nfluen«  to  proouro  »n  ^-pot"""""'  fr""  Urge  >uai.  hiul  been  improperly  .ito.ed  lo  tS 

hi.  frthcr  in  ftTour  of  Mr.  Weloh ;   that  Mr  ^f^^x  uuigneei.     3.  Th«  you  h«TO  been  in  tbg 

Welch  .hould  p»y  £000  down,  .nd  on  obUiniD|  btbit  ofUring  the  UtU  oT  the   m»»nrer.  wilh- 

jm  .ppointment  ■hould  piqr  £1,000  more ;  that  h<  ,„(  ^.^in.  ,„  a„  produotior.   of  the   Touefaen 

mr.   Harding)  meotioned  th»  .rraogement   t<  fo,  u,,  „„,  ,,1,^^  ,„  t.„  t,^„      jj  ^y  tbeni ; 

Mr.  Wdoh.  who  BcquieMedinit;  th«t  the  nn  „j  3_  That  you  h.d  borrowed  moflcy  both  from 

dentanding  wu  dear  i  «ie£«0O  wm  to  b*  pUt  the  offloixl  .Migoees  >nd  meeMogcni  of  the  oo«rt. 

to  Mr.  Bethell  on  the  eeourity  of  bu  bill  at  ihorl  .^j    ,i„„by  I.Kroyed  yoar    independeooe  and 

date,  which  wa.  to  be  d«troyed  or  returned  i:  eOoienoy.     I  mart  trouble  you  to  Mknowlrfn 

Mr.  Welch  obUmed  an  appointment,  and  that  h<  y,e  r^eipt  of  thia  letter,  and  of  (be  oopiei  of  the 

{Mr.   Harding),  waa  to  reoeite  one-third  of  tb(  rtmacU  and  examination* 

farther  £1,000,  wheo  paid."  "Toun   Ao 

Now,   that  txaDBaotion  brings  ns  to  the  "iom  P.  Mtuaa." 

end  of  April,  the  correspondenoe  of  Kr,  ^-  ^-  ^"''''  "•»" 

Wilde  and  Ur.  Miller  having  cloBed  on  th<  That  wai  ten  days  after  Ur.  Bethell  bad 

I6th  with  a  letter  of  explanation  from  Mr.  received  the  cheque,  and  exactly  one  monlb 

Wilde,  whioh,  for  nearly  a  mouth  after,  after  UiUer'e  letter,  in  which  he  said  Hr. 

wardi,  aa  he  heard  nothing  more,  he  had  Carrick  bad  stated  he  had  borrowed  lbs 

reason  to  believe  was  sadsfaotory.     Some  monev.     For  some  time  nothing  further 

discrepancy  seems  to  exist  from  the  Report  V<u  done.     Though  the  BUI  was  ranniDg 

of  the  Committee  between  the  evideooe  ol  oa,  Mr.  Weloh  did  not  seem  partioularir 

Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr.  Weloh,  but  there  i«  urgent;  he  relied  on  the  interest  which 

no  dispute  on  either  side  that  on  the  Stb  Mr.  Bethell  had  expressed  in  him,  and  he 

of  May,  1864,  a  oheok  was  given  by  Mr,  probably  thought  that  in  a  sliort  time  tba 

Welch  to  Mr.  Bethell  for  the  sum  of  £500,  appointment  would  be  made.     But  having 

as  Mr.    Harding  positively  states,    there  I^it  the  money  and  having  gut  Ur.  MiLet 

being  an  arrangemeot  that  £S00  should  ^  ^  friend,  Mr.  Welch  soon  again  solicit) 

be  paid  down,    that   £1,000   was  to  be  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  a  place.     He  bad 

afterwards  paid  by  Hr.  Welch  upon  ob-  ^^  ^°^  it;    there  was  no  vacancy,  Mr. 

taining   the  appointment,  and  that  Mr.  Wilde  having  been   officially  exaulpated 

Harding  was  to  get  a  third  of  it.     The  ^7  the    Lord  Chanoellor,    and,  cnrionsly 

bill  was  at  short  date,  and   Ur.  Bethell  GQough,   contemporaneously  with  a  lettct 

having  got  the  £500  very  soon  found  it  written  by  Mr.  Miller  to  Ur.  Wilde  the 

desirable    to   go   on  t^e  Cotitinent,    and  ^"^  Chancellor  receives  a  letter  from  Mr. 

nothing  more  was  done  just  then.     Mr.  Welch,  soliciting  an  appointment,  and  the 

Wilde  had  sent  in  an  explanation  of  the  appointment  is  made.    It  will  be  seen  that 

diargea  against  him,  and  that  explanation,  ^°^  eoia^  time  ait«r  the  £500  waa  givraiby 

aa  I  have  aaid,  had  been  received.    But  ^'*  Welch,  little  was  done,  in  conaeaneDM 

aome  time  after  the  money  was  obtained  pcobably  of  the  absence  of  Ur.  BetheU  on 

by  Ur.  Bethell,  the  bill  being  at  abort  the  Continent.    Until  the  end  of  Jolj  no 

date,  Ur.  Uiller,  a  friettd  of  the  Bethell  'e'*^  appears  to  have  been  written  by  Ur. 

fiimily,  thought  it  necessary  to  stir  up  Miller  to  Ur.  Wilde.     The  next  letter  of 

again  the  charges  which  he  had  allowed  ^^^  correspondence  is  dated  the  26th  of 

before    to    remain  dormant,    and   on  the  ^^1-     And  here,  by  the  way,  I  may  men* 

l6th  of  Uay,  some  ten  days  after  the  re-  '><"i  ^^^  the  Committee  elioited  a  most 

oeipt  of  the   money  by  Mr.    Bethell,  he  Bztraordinary  ciroumstanoe  in  connection 

wrotethefollowinglettertoMr.  Wilde:—  "'th  one   of  Mr.    Miller's   letters.      The 

*■  Court  of  B«ikmptoy.  May  ifl.  1864.  '^"P""  "^  **"  Committee  saya— 

"'^'■)'  Sir,— By  the  same  poat  whioh  oarriet  "Mr.  Miller  itatM  tbat  oopiea  of  tka  la«t-M*- 

thU  you  will  receire  copiai  of  fotr  report!  lately  iionsd  report  and  other  doonmaiibi  wm«  MSt  oa 

made  to  the  Lord  Chanoellor  by  Mr.  CommEs<  Ihe  »th  df  Jane,  wRh  the  lettm-  of  tlU  Sale,  M 
JO-.  ZoHg/Md 


iti 
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fiMth  in  th«  ApMndiz,  to  Mr.  WUde  and  to  Mr. 
PaTiie.  Mr.  Wilde  denies  that  the  letter  and 
eopiee  were  erer  received  hj  him  or  Mr.  Pajne ; 
and  DO  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  this 
report  was  either  asked  ibr  or  received  hy  Mr. 
MillM*.  About  the  same  time,  however,  it  ap- 
pears that  both  Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  received 
blank  envelopes  from  the  Conrt  of  Bankruptcy, 
about  which  neither  of  those  gentlemen  thought 
it  neoessary  to  make  any  immediate  inquiry.  Tour 
Committee  have  directed  their  attention  closely 
to  this  matter,  because  it  appeared,  on  examining 
tlie  letter-book  kept  in  Mr.  Miller's  office,  that 
lie  had  with  ^is  own  h.ind  entered  in  the  book  a 
oopy  of  the  letter  of  the  9th  of  June,  which  was 
the  only  letter  so  copied  by  him ;  and  because, 
from  the  state  of  the  page  in  which  the  letter  was 
copied,  and  the  erasures  and  alterations  of  the 

Ciging  in  the  index  referring  to  these  and  other 
tiers  to  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde,  there  was 
grave  cause  for  BU»picion  that  the  entry  of  this 
letter  was  a  subsequent  interpolation.  Mr.  Miller, 
however,  stated  that  he  copied  the  letter  on  the 
day  of  its  date  after  his  clerks  were  gone.  Copies 
of  the  report  and  other  documents  were  undoubt- 
edly made  for  the  office  at  the  time  by  the  law 
stationer,  and  it  is  oertaiply  possible  that  in  the 
hurry  of  business  the  copies  were  lost  or  mislaid, 
and  wero  not,  in  &ot,  sent.  Both  Mr.  Miller  and 
Mr.  Stewart,  his  clerk,  were  examined  on  this 
point,  and  were  unable  to  explain  the  erasures 
and  alterations  in  the  index  referring  to  these 
letters ;  but  the  erasures  and  alterations  in  the 
index  to  the  letter-book  are  not  confined  to  th^se 
letters  only,  and  the  book  generally  has  not  been 
kept  in  a  eraditable  manner." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  this  letter 
was  an  ioterpolation.  It  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  the  only  letter  copied  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Miller,  and  that  he 
interpolated  it  in  order  to  give  a  colour 
to  his  letter  of  July,  which  I  have  just 
mentioned.  Meantime  the  Bill  of  £500 
become  due ;  it  was  not  honoured  ;  Mr. 
Wilde  slept  in  security ;  he  had  had  no 
oommunication  with  Mr.  Miller ;  he  had, 
indeed,  got  a  blank  envelope,  but  that  was 
all.  From  the  16th  of  May  ^Ir.  Miller 
doea  not  appear  to  have  had  the  slightest 
oornibunication  with  Mr.  Wilde  until  the 
26th  of  June.  The  bill  became  due,  Mr. 
Welch  was  dissatisfied  lest  he  should 
Imd  both  his  money  and  his  place,  a  com- 
munication took  place  between  Mr.  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr.  Miller  was  put 
in  action  between  Mr.  Welch  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  then  again  occurred 
the  transactions,  the  hapless  transactions 
between  Mr.  Miller  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor—  transactions  which  if  they  are 
permitted  to  continue  without  pnblic 
notice  being  at  once  taken  of  them  in 
such  a  way  as  to  insure  that  public  repa- 
ration shall  be  made,  the  purity  of  official 
appointments  may  for  ever  be  despaired 
oH    On  the  26th  of  July,  Mr,  Miller, 


finding  it  necessary  to  be  a  little  eipe- 
ditiouB,  writes  this  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde — 

'*  Sir, — It  grieres  me  much  to  inform  you  that, 
unless  I  hear  in  course  of  post  that  you  mesn  to 
apply  to  bo  allowed  to  retire,  I  hare  instructions 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  serve  you  with 
notice  to  appear  before  him  publicly  in  open  court, 
and  show  cause  why  you  should  not  be  dismissed 
from  your  office  of  Registrar.  It  is  snid  that 
your  state  of  health  is  such  that  you  can  have  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  such  a  medical  certificate 
as  would  entitle  you  to  retire  under  the  d3rd  scc« 
tion  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1861 ;  and,  if  this  be 
so,  I  sincerely  trust,  for  your  own  sake,  that  you' 
will  see  the  propriety  of  relieving  the  Chancellor 
from  the  very  disagreeable  and,  indeed,  painful 
duty  which  is  thrust  upon  him." 

There  are  some  interesting  points  con- 
nected with  this  letter.  The  Committee 
says — 

"  Mr.  Miller  states  that  the  first  part  of  this 
letter,  including  the  passage  as  to  the  course  of 
post  and  the  applicstion  to  retire,  was  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  directions  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  that  for  the  second  part" — 

which  would  inculpate  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  with  regard  to  which  we  arc 
asked  to  believe  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  knew  nothing,  they  say — "  he  had 
no  instructions."  But  the  fact  was  the 
first  part  of  the  letter  had  answered  its 
purpose.  Mr.  Wilde,  the  unfortunate  Mr. 
Wilde,  could  not  discriminate  between 
that  for  which  Mr.  Miller  had  no  authority 
and  that  for  which  he  had.  The  letter  was 
official,  it  was  imperative,  "  the  course  of 
post"  was  all  the  time  allowed  this  gen- 
tleman for  consideration,  and  therefore  the 
House  would  not  be  surprised,  though  the 
country  might  be,  that  Mr.  Wilde  took 
the  hint  so  kindly  conveyed  to  him,  and 
he  at  once  procured  a  certificate  of  ill 
health  and  forwarded  it.  In  the  course 
of  some  professional  experience  and  of  a 
long  life  I  never  heard  of  more  disgrace- 
ful transactions.  The  letter,  which  was 
peremptory,  suggested  that  Mr.  Wilde 
should  escape  the  discreditable  position  of 
being  called  upon  to  answer  for  his  con- 
duct before  a  Judge  who  had  already  pre- 
judged his  case,  and  that  he  should  send 
up  a  certificate  of  ill- health.  Mr.  Wilde 
had  not  in  fact  suffered  from  anything  but 
some  affection  of  the  eyes,  and  he  states 
that  he  had  consulted  Mr.  Hey,  an  eminent 
surgeon  of  Leeds,  during  some  months 
previous,  and  says  that  Mr.  Hoy  had  sug- 
gested his  retiring  but  that  he  had  not 
felt  the  inconvenience  so  great  as  to  in- 
duce him  to  do  so.  He  now  applied  to 
Mr.  Hey  for  a  certificate,  who  must  be 
held  to  be  a  man  of  honour  and  oonsoiencei 
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who,  I  am  sorry  to  Bay,  Ib  a  olergyman — 
because  we  mast  remember  that  jadicial 
patronage  is  not  the  only  patronage  Tested 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The  Key.  George 
Rogers  Harding  stated,  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Committee — 

"  That  about  the  end  of  April,  or  the  beginning 
of  May,  1864,  he  was  at  Mr.  Bethell's  office  in 
Quality  Court,  and  took  a  letter  of  Introduction 
f!h>m  Mr.  Bethell  to  Mr.  Welch,  who  was  then  in 
oharobers  at  the  Temple;  that  an  arrangement 
bad  been  previously  made  that  Mr.  Bethell  should 
use  his  influence  to  procure  an  appointment  from 
his  father  in  &Tonr  of  Mr.  Welch;  that  Mr. 
Welch  should  pay  jB500  down,  and  on  obtaining 
an  appointment  should  pay  £1,000  more ;  that  he 
(Mr.  Harding)  mentioned  this  arrangement  to 
Mr.  Welch,  who  acquiesced  in  it ;  that  the  un- 
derstanding was  clear ;  the  £600  was  to  be  paid 
to  Mr.  Bethell  on  the  leourity  of  his  bill  at  short 
date,  which  was  to  be  destroyed  or  returned  if 
Mr.  Welch  obtained  an  appointment,  and  that  he 
(Mr.  Harding),  was  to  reoeive  one-third  of  the 
forther  £1,000,  when  paid." 

Now,  that  transaction  brings  ixs  to  the 
end  of  April,  the  correspondence  of  Mr. 
Wilde  and  Mr.  Miller  having  closed  on  the 
16th  with  a  letter  of  explanation  from  Mr. 
Wilde,  which,  for  nearly  a  month  after- 
wards, as  he  heard  nothing  more,  he  had 
reason  to  believe  was  satisfactory.  Some 
discrepancy  seems  to  exist  from  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  between  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch,  but  there  is 
no  dispute  on  either  side  that  on  the  6th 
of  May^  1864,  a  check  was  given  by  Mr. 
Welch  to  Mr.  Bethell  for  the  sum  of  £500, 
as  Mr.  Harding  positively  states,  there 
being  an  arrangement  that  £500  should 
be  paid  down,  that  £1,000  was  to  be 
afterwards  paid  by  Mr.  Welch  upon  ob- 
taining the  appointment,^  and  that  Mr. 
Harding  was  to  get  a  third  of  it.  The 
bill  was  at  short  date,  and  Mr.  Bethell 
having  got  the  £500  Very  soon  found  it 
desirable  to  go  on  the  Continent,  and 
nothing  more  was  done  just  then.  Mr. 
Wilde  had  sent  in  an  explanation  of  the 
charges  against  him,  and  that  explanation, 
as  I  have  said,  had  been  received.  But 
some  time  after  the  money  was  obtained 
by  Mr.  Bethell,  the  bill  being  at  short 
date,  Mr.  Miller,  a  frieftd  of  the  Bethell 
family,  thought  it  necessary  to  stir  up 
again  the  charges  which  ho  had  allowed 
before  to  remain  dormant,  and  on  the 
16th  of  May,  some  ten  days  after  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  money  by  Mr.  Bethell,  he 
wrote  the  following  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde : — 

'<  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  May  16,  1864. 
"  Dear  Sir,—  By  the  same  post  which  carries 
this  you  will  receive  copies  of  four  reports  lately 
iOMde  id  the  Lord  Chanoellor  by  Mr.  Oommis- 

Mr.Zongfield 


sioner  Ayrton  and  Mr.  Harding  on  the  nljeei 
of  the  returns  and  accounts  of  the  ofBoial  as- 
signees and  messengers  of  the  Leeds  Court,  and 
of  the  examinations  on  which  these  reports  pro- 
ceeded ;  and  I  am  directed  by  the  Ixnnd  Cnu- 
oellor  to  request  that  yon  will  immediately  fnmish 
Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton  with  anj  explanation 
you  may  desire  to  give  of  the  charges  against  yoa 
inTolved  in  these  documents,  and  which  appetr 
to  be: — 1.  That  accounts  which  ought  to  hare 
been  submitted  to  and  allowed  by  yonr  Commis- 
sioner were  certified  bj  yon  at  having  been  sub- 
mitted to  and  sanctioned  by  him,  without  his  eter 
having  seen  such  accounts,  and  that  thenbf 
large  sums  had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the 
official  assignees.  3.  That  yoa  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  taxing  the  bills  of  the  messengers  with> 
out  calling  for  the  prodnotion  of  the  vouchers 
for  the  sums  alleged  to  have  been  paid  by  them ; 
and  3.  That  you  had  borrowed  money  both  from 
the  official  assignees  and  messengers  of  the  coort^ 
and  thereby  destroyed  your  independence  and 
efficiency.  I  must  trouble  yon  to  aeknowled/^ 
the  receipt  of  this  letter,  and  of  the  copies  of  the 
reports  and  examinations. 

"Tours,  dM., 

*'J0HH   F.    MiLLIR.'' 

«« H.  S.  Wilde.  Bsq.'' 

That  was  ten  days  after  Mr.  Bethell  had 
received  the  cheque,  and  exactly  one  month 
after  Miller's  letter,  in  which  he  said  Mr. 
Carrick  had  stated  he  had  borrowed  the 
money.  For  some  time  nothing  further 
was  done.  Though  the  Bill  was  running 
on,  Mr.  Welch  did  not  seem  particularlj 
urgent;  he  relied  on  the  interest  whidi 
Mr.  Bethell  had  expressed  in  him,  and  he 
probably  thought  that  in  a  short  time  the 
appointment  would  be  made.  But  having 
lent  the  money  and  having  got  Mr.  Miller 
as  a  friend,  Mr.  Welch  soon  again  solicits 
the  Lord  Chancellor  for  a  place.  He  had 
paid  for  it;  there  was  no  vacancy,  Mr. 
Wilde  having  been  officially  exculpated 
by  the  Lord  Chanoellor,  and,  curiootlj 
enough,  contemporaneously  with  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Miller  to  Mr.  Wilde  tha 
Lord  Chancellor  receives  a  letter  firom  Mr. 
Welch,  soliciting  an  appointment,  and  the 
appointment  is  made.  It  will  be  seen  that 
for  some  time  after  the  £500  was  given  by 
Mr.  Welch,  little  was  done,  in  consequenee 
probably  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Bethell  on 
the  Continent.  Until  the  end  of  July  no 
letter  appears  to  have  been  written  by  Mr. 
Miller  to  Mr.  Wilde.  The  next  letter  of 
the  correspondence  is  dated  the  26th  of 
July.  And  here,  by  the  way,  I  may  men- 
tion that  the  Committee  dioited  a  most 
extraordinary  circumstance  in  connection 
with  one  of  Mr.  Miller's  letters.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  says-^ 


<*  Mr.  MUler  states  that  oopiea  of  the 

tioned  report  and  other  dooomenta  wan  sent  os 
the  9th  of  June,  with  the  letter  of  tliat  2ata,  iai 
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iKib  In  the  Appendix,  to  Mr.  Wilde  and  to  Mr. 
Payne.  Mr.  Wilde  denies  that  the  letter  and 
eopiei  were  ever  received  by  him  or  Mr.  Pajne ; 
and  no  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  this 
rsport  was  either  asked  for  or  receiTed  by  Mr. 
Miller.  About  the  same  time,  however,  it  ap* 
pears  that  both  Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  reoeifed 
Uank  enTolopes  from  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 
about  which  neither  of  those  gentlemen  thought 
it  neoessary  to  make  any  immediate  inquiry.  Tour 
Committee  have  directed  their  attention  closely 
to  this  matter,  because  it  appeared,  on  examining 
the  letter«book  kept  in  Mr.  Miller's  office,  that 
he  had  with  his  own  hand  entered  in  the  book  a 
oopy  of  the  letter  of  the  9th  of  June,  which  was 
the  only  letter  so  copied  by  him ;  and  because, 
from  the  state  of  the  page  in  which  tho  letter  was 
copied,  and  the  erasures  and  alterations  of  the 
jMglng  in  the  index  referring  to  these  and  other 
letters  to  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde,  there  was 
grsTe  cause  for  suspicion  that  the  entry  of  this 
letter  was  a  subsequent  interpolation.  Mr.  Miller, 
however,  stated  that  he  copied  the  letter  on  the 
day  of  its  date  after  his  clerks  were  gone.  Copies 
of  the  report  and  other  documents  were  undoubt- 
edly made  for  the  office  at  the  time  by  the  law 
stationer,  and  it  is  certaiply  possible  that  in  the 
hurry  of  business  the  copies  wore  lost  or  mislaid, 
and  were  not,  in  &ct,  sent.  Both  Mr.  Miller  and 
Mr.  Stewart,  his  clerk,  were  examined  on  this 
point,  and  were  unable  to  explain  the  erasures 
and  alterations  in  the  index  referring  to  these 
letters ;  but  the  erasures  and  alterations  in  the 
index  to  the  letter-book  are  not  confined  to  these 
ktters  only,  and  the  book  generally  has  not  been 
knpt  in  a  creditable  manner." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  this  letter 
was  an  interpolation.  It  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  the  only  letter  copied  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Miller,  and  that  he 
interpolated  it  in  order  to  give  a  colour 
to  his  letter  of  July,  which  I  have  just 
mentioned.  Meantime  the  Bill  of  £500 
become  due ;  it  was  not  honoured  ;  Mr. 
Wilde  slept  in  security ;  he  had  had  no 
eommunication  with  Mr.  Miller ;  ho  had, 
indeed,  got  a  blank  envelope,  but  that  was 
alL  From  the  16th  of  May  Mr.  Miller 
doaa  not  appear  to  have  had  the  slightest 
oomttiunication  with  Mr.  Wilde  until  the 
S6th  of  June.  The  bill  became  due,  Mr. 
Welch  was  dissatisfied  lest  he  should 
laae  both  his  money  and  his  place,  a  com- 
mnnication  took  place  between  Mr.  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch,  aqd  Mr.  Miller  was  put 
in  aetion  between  Mr.  Welch  and  the 
Lord  Ghanoelior  ;  and  then  again  occurred 
the  transactions,  the  hapless  transactions 
between  Mr.  Miller  and  tho  Lord  Chan- 
cellor—  transactions  which  if  they  are 
permitted  to  continue  without  pnblic 
notice  being  at  once  taken  of  them  in 
inch  A  way  as  to  insure  that  public  repa- 
ntioa  shall  be  made,  the  purity  of  official 
appointmenta  may  for  ever  be  despaired 
o£    On  the  26th  of  July,  Mr,  MiUer, 


finding  it  necessary  to  be  a  little  eipe« 
ditious,  writes  this  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde — 

"  Sir, — It  griefes  me  much  to  inform  you  that, 
unless  I  hear  in  course  of  post  that  you  mean  to 
apply  to  bo  allowed  to  retire,  I  haTO  instructions 
from  tho  Lord  Chancellor  to  serre  you  with 
notice  to  appear  before  him  publicly  in  open  court, 
and  show  cause  why  you  should  not  be  dismissed 
from  your  office  of  Registrar.  It  is  snid  that 
your  state  of  health  is  such  that  you  can  have  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  such  a  medical  certificate 
as  would  entitle  you  to  retire  under  the  ddrd  sec* 
tion  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1861 ;  and,  if  this  be 
so,  I  sincerely  trust,  for  your  own  sake,  that  yon 
will  see  the  propriety  of  relieving  the  Chancellor 
from  the  very  disagreeable  and,  indeed,  painful 
duty  which  is  thrust  upon  him." 

There  are  some  interesting  points  con- 
nected with  this  letter.  The  Committee 
says — 

"  Mr.  Miller  sUtes  that  the  first  part  of  this 
letter,  including  tho  passage  as  to  the  course  of 
post  and  the  application  to  retire,  was  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  directions  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  that  for  the  second  part" — 

which  would  inculpate  the  Lord  Chan« 
cellor,  and  with  regard  to  which  we  are 
asked  to  believe  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  knew  nothing,  they  say — "  he  had 
no  instructions."  But  the  fact  was  the 
first  part  of  the  letter  had  answered  its 
purpose.  Mr.  Wilde,  the  unfortunate  Mr. 
Wilde,  could  not  discriminate  between 
that  for  which  Mr.  Miller  had  no  authority 
and  that  for  which  he  had.  The  letter  was 
official,  it  was  imperative,  "  the  course  of 
post  *'  was  all  the  time  allowed  this  gen- 
tleman for  consideration,  and  therefore  the 
House  would  not  be  surprised,  though  the 
country  might  be,  that  Mr.  Wilde  took 
the  hint  so  kindly  conveyed  to  him,  and 
he  at  once  procured  a  certificate  of  ill 
health  and  forwarded  it.  In  the  course 
of  some  professional  experience  and  of  a 
long  life  I  never  heard  of  more  disgrace- 
ful transactions.  The  letter,  which  was 
peremptory,  suggested  that  Mr.  Wilde 
should  escape  the  discreditable  position  of 
being  called  upon  to  answer  for  his  con- 
duct before  a  Judge  who  had  already  pre- 
judged his  case,  and  that  he  should  send 
up  a  certificate  of  ill- health.  Mr.  Wilde 
had  not  in  fact  su£fered  from  anything  but 
some  afiection  of  the  eyes,  and  he  stales 
that  he  had  consulted  Mr.  Hey,  an  eminent 
surgeon  of  Leeds,  during  some  months 
previous,  and  says  that  Mr.  Hoy  had  sug- 
gested his  retiring  but  that  he  had  not 
felt  the  inconvenience  so  great  as  to  in- 
duce him  to  do  so.  He  now  applied  to 
Mr.  Hey  for  a  certificate,  who  must  be 
held  to  be  a  man  of  honour  and  oonsciencei 
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and  who  was  almost  the  only  one  that 
was  not  implicated  with  the  Bethell 
family,  then  gave  the  following  certifi- 
cate : — 

**  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  been  consulted 
by  Mr.  Henry  S.  Wilde,  on  account  of  a  failure 
in  his  sight,  which  was  a  serious  hindrance  to  him 
in  the  ^rformanoe  of  the  duties  of  his  office.  Mr. 
Wilde  first  consulted  me  in  August,  1863.  At 
his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  improTcment  in  his 
Tision." 


I  have  seen  the  gentleman  in  question, 
heforo  the  Committee,  and  I  must  say  a 
sharper  one  I  have  seldom  seen,  though, 
"  at  his  age,  one  cannot  look  for  any  im- 
provement in  his  vision."  That  was  the 
certificate  sent  to  Mr.  Miller,  who  actually 
drew  up  the  petition  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor praying  for  a  pension.  The  Com- 
mittee state  in  their  Report  — 

"  The  petition,  affidavit,  and  certificate  were 
submitted  by  Mr.  Miller  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
on  the  SOth  of  June.  Mr.  Miller  states  that  he 
called  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  certificate,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that,  coupling  the  lan- 
guage of  the  petition,  the  affldayit,  and  the  certi- 
flcate  together,  there  was  a  sufficient  case  to  en- 
able him  to  make  the  order.*' 

Conscientious  and  kind-hearted  person! 
"  Coupling  together  " — what  a  lawyer's 
phrase! — the  petition,  the  affidavit,  and 
the  certificate,  he  thought  there  was  a 
sufficient  case.  Of  course  this  must  mean 
that,  taken  per  se,  each  of  these  documents 
was  unsatisfactory.  This  is  Mr.  Miller's 
version.  The  Lord  Chancellor's  version 
makes  matters  worse— 

"  The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  his  evidence,  states 
that  he  cannot  remember  his  attention  being  called 
to  the  certificate.  He  says — '  The  petition,  affi- 
davit, and  certificate  were  presented  to  me,  and  I 
ought  in  strictness  to  have  read  them  all.' " 

That  is  precisely  what  Mr.  Wilde  ought 

to  have  done.     However — 

"  That  in  the  captain's  but  a  choleric  word 
Which  in  the  soldier  is  flat  blasphemy." 

And  poor  Mr.  Wilde,  who  ought  to  have 
investigated  accounts  before  signing  them, 
received  strong  hints  that  he  must  retire 
from  his  office.  Says  the  Lord  Chancellor— 

"  I  ought  in  strictness  to  have  read  them  all. 
I  certainly  could  not  have  read  the  medical  certi- 
ficate, or  I  should  not  have  allowed  it  to  pass  upon 
that  certificate." 

There  is  a  confession  from  the  Keeper  of 
Her  Majesty's  Conscience !  An  officer  is 
guilty  of  misconduct  which  is  punishable, 
and  for  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
summoned  him  to  appear  and  account 
for  his  conduct,  and  the  Keeper  of  the 
Queen's  Conscienoei  upon  a  sham  certifi- 
Jfr,  Langfield 


cate  which  he  did  not  even  go  through 
the  formality  of  looking  at,  winks  at  his 
escape  from  the  punishment  of  his  miscon- 
duct !  We  know  it  is  said  that  the  judge 
who  cannot  punish  will  in  time  connive 
at — nay  participate  in  crime.  We  have 
the  Lord  Chancellor  not  punishing,  we 
have  him  conniving,  and  I  will  presently 
show  that  he  participated.  The  Loid 
Chancellor  says — 

"  Those  papers  were  certainly  idl  laid  before 
me,  and  I  felt  very  great  embarrassment,  undoubt- 
edly. ...  I  felt  that  the  charge  against  Mr. 
Wilde  was  not  one  upon  which  I  could  dismisi 
him  without  pronouncing  a  very  severe  sentence. 
I  was  painfully  struck  with  the  great  inconsist- 
ency of  having  directed  him  to  be  served  with  a 
notice  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  dis- 
missed, and  then  permitting  him  to  resign  on  s 
pension." 

Here  the  Lord  Chancellor  admits  that  he 
gave  Mr.  Miller  full  authority  for  part  at 
least  of  his  letter  of  the  26th  of  July; 
and  I  think  that  any  persons  who  hare 
attained  a  judgment  more  mature  than 
that  of  children  must  be  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  filler  had  authority  for  the  whole  of 
that  letter. 

*'  The  inconsistency,"  continues  the  Lord  Chin- 
cellor,  *^  was  obvious  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  un- 
less I  determined  to  dismiss  him,  I  had  no  altc^ 
native  but  to  allow  him  to  remain  in  that  Depsrt- 
ment.  I  thought  him  a  bad  public  oflScer,  and  I 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  gain  to  the  public  if 
he  was  permitted  to  resign ;  and.  therefore, 
having  only  those  two  alternatives,  either  to  per- 
mit him  to  remain  or  to  allow  him  to  resign,  I 
certainly  decided  upon  allowing  him  to  resign; 
and  I  accordingly  signed  the  order  for  granting 
him  a  pension." 

Upon  this  the  Committee  remark— 

"  Such  haste  and  want  of  caution  necessarily 
give  rise  to  suspicion  that  a  vacancy  in  the  OfBee 
is  the  object  sought  rather  than  jostiee  to  the 
officer  or  the  public." 

In  that  opinion  of  the  Committee  I  think 
no  man  will  hesitate  to  concur.  ["  Bead 
on  !  "]   Yes,  I  will  read  on — 

"  In  this  instance,  however,  your  Oommittes 
consider  that  no  improper  motives  are  to  be  im- 
puted to  tho  Lord  Chancellor." 

I  give  the  friends  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
the  benefit  of  this  candid  statement  by  the 
Committee  ;  but  there  is  a  Committee  be- 
yond the  Committee.  There  is  an  appeal 
to  the  Committee  of  the  public,  and  the 
public  will  not  endorse  this  verdict.  Yon 
cannot  convict  the  Lord  Chancellor  by  a 
confession  or  a  document  under  hand  and 
seal ;  but  coupling  this  case  with  another 
of  the  same  kind  in  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor condoned  a  criminal  offence  and  got 
the  place,  I  ask,  Is  there  not  oonniTuioe? 
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Is  there  not  a  wilful  shuttiDg  of  eyes  to 
transactions  to  which  'the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought  to  have  been  awake  ?  Is  there  not 
a  delay  which  shows  how  unfit  he  is, 
either  by  the  guilelessness  of  his  nature, 
which  I  never  heard  of  before,  or  by  the 
audacity  and  insolence  of  office,  which 
may  be  characteristic  of  the  man,  for  the 
exercise  of  patronage?  Is  it  possible, 
upon  the  evidence  cited  by  the  Committee, 
to  say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  not 
answerable  for  this  second  appropriation 
of  public  funds  for  the  endowment  of 
misconduct  or  crime  for  which  he  had 
himself  pronounced  sentence  of  dismissal  ? 
Sir,  the  very  day  that  this  order  was 
signed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  without 
looking  at  the  papers — thus  committing 
the  fault  for  which  he  had  sentenced  Mr. 
Wilde  so  severely — that  very  day  the  office 
was  filled  up,  and,  curiously  enough,  it 
was  filled  up  at  Mr.  Miller's  suggestion, 
Mr.  Miller  being  the  friend  of  Mr.  Bethell, 
who  had  been  always  put  in  motion  when- 
ever it  was  necessary  to  extricate  Mr. 
Bethell  from  embarrassment  or  make  him 
fulfil  his  pledges.  On  that  very  day  the 
office  was  filled  up,  without  the  slightest 
appearance  of  necessity,  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch,  who  had  lent  £500 
to  Mr.  Bethell,  and  who  had  applied  for 
the  office.     The  Committee  say  they — 

"Are  satisfied  that  no  imputation  can  fairly  be 
mado  against  the  Lord  Chancellor  with  regard 
to  this  appointment." 

Now,  again,  I  ask,  what  do  the  public 
think  on  the  subject  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  what  other  candidates  applied  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor*for  the  office  ?  Was  Mr. 
Welch  the  only  applicant?  Or  was  he 
the  only  applicant  who  had  lent  Mr. 
Bethell  money  on  that  gentleman's  fiimsy 
security?  Sir,  Mr.  Welch  was  not  the 
only  applicant,  but  he  was  the  only  appli- 
cant who  had  lent  money  to  Mr.  Bethell. 
Mr.  Welch  having  got  the  place,  Mr. 
Bethell's  credit  at  once  rose.  Ue  returned 
to  the  country  and  became  as  importunate 
as  ever.  We  then  turn  back — because  the 
dates  are  a  little  mixed  up — and  we  find 
that  shortly  after  his  return  to  this  coun- 
try — about  July  or  August — having  got 
into  credit  by  fulfilling  his  engagement 
with  Mr.  Welch,  he  appears  to  have  asked 
that  gentleman  for  more  money.  There 
was  an  "engagement,"  to  which  both 
Mr.  Harding  and  Mr.  Welch  were  privy, 
and  the  latter  gentleman  frankly  admits 
that  he  lent  the  money  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  place.    Having  asked  for  more 


money,  we  find  that  on  the  10th  of  Sep* 
tember,  1864.  Mr.  Bethell,  after  he  had 
become  hopelessly  insolvent,  obtained  a 
further  loan  of  £200  from  Mr.  Welch 
without  any  security.  On  the  7th  of 
February,  1865,  Mr.  Welch  lent  him  £50 
more,  and  about  the  20th  of  the  same 
month  a  further  sum  of  £300  ;  but  Mr. 
Welch  states  that  he  had  refused  him  ac- 
commodation in  the  previous  November. 
The  fact,  however,  is  that  on  the  20th  of 
February,  1865,  Mr.  Welch,  then  the 
Registrar  at  Leeds,  had  advanced  Mr. 
Bethell  £300  in  addition  to  £750  before 
advanced  to  him.  Then  the  Report 
says — 

"  Tonr  Committee  have  giyen  the  more  promi- 
nent fikcts  or  statements  bearing  on  this  matter. 
For  minute  details  they  refer  to  the  eyidenoe  of 
the  parties  conoemed.  The  statement  of  Mr. 
Harding  is  irreoonoilable  with  that  of  Mr.  BetheU 
and  Mr.  Welch." 

But  is  it  not  possible  to  reconcile  that 
statement  with  the  facts  ?  We  have  the 
fact  of  the  loan,  the  motives  of  the  loan, 
the  promise  of  the  loan — we  actually  have 
the  agreement  on  which  the  loan  was 
obtained,  and  evidence  that  the  agreement 
was  carried  out ;  and  it  is  too  much  to  say 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  ignore  the  facts 
and  not  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  them. 
The  facts  are  clear,  and  demonstrate  a 
corrupt  bargain.  Mr.  Welch  made  the 
further  advances  in  order  that  he  might 
be  advanced  to  a  more  lucrative  place  in 
London — 

"  Mr.  Harding's  statement/'  say  the  Com- 
mittee, "  if  true,  discloses  a  corrupt  bargain  be- 
tween the  three  parties  ;  if  false,  it  is  a  gross  at- 
tempt at  extortion.  One  or  other  of  these 
conclusions  would  be  established  by  a  judicial 
investigation  of  the  facts  of  the  case ;  but  as 
each  of  them  invoWes  the  liability  to  a  charge  of 
a  highly  penal  character,  your  Committee,  not 
having  the  opportunity  of  examining  witnesses 
upon  oath,  or  of  bringing  the  persons  inculpated 
to  a  formal  trial,  purposely  abstain  from  express- 
ing any  opinion  as  to  which  of  the  two  views  above 
mentioned  ought  to  be  adopted.  They  consider 
it  their  duty  to  observe,  that  the  indisputable 
facts  are  such  as  to  render  it  essential  to  the 
public  interest  that  the  case  should,  as  soon  as 
possible,  be  made  the  subject  of  legal  investiga- 
tion." 

In  that  opinion  I  entirely  concur ;  thus 
you  have  the  first  part  of  the  Report  in- 
culpating the  Loid  Chancellor  in  the 
severest  way  for  haste  and  oversight, 
for  permitting  tliis  gross  transaction  to 
be  blotted  out  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, and  for  granting  a  pension  to  an 
o£Qlcer  whom  he  believed  wholly  unde- 
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serying  of  a  peneion,  and  who  could 
never  hayo  obtained  it  bnt  for  the  oonni- 
Tance  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the 
fact  that  he  willfully  abstained  from  look- 
ing at  this  certificate.  You  then  have 
Mr.  Harding,  Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr.  Betheli 
implicated  in  the  corrupt  bargain  for  the 
sale  of  an  office.  But  now  what  takea 
place  farther  ?  It  is  clear  that  the  fur- 
ther loan  from  Mr.  Welch  was  on  the 
condition  that  Mr.  Betheli  would  obtain 
his  transfer  to  a  more  lucrative  office  in 
London,  Mr.  Betheli  succeeding  to  Mr. 
Welch's  place  at  Leeds.  It  appears  that, 
on  the  22nd  of  February,  two  days  after 
the  advance  of  the  £300  by  Mr.  Wekh, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  at  the  instigation  of 
Mrs.  Betheli  or  Mrs.  Skirrow,  hinted  that 
Mr.  Betheli  might  obtain  an  office  in  the 
country,  if  a  vacancy  were  to  take  place. 
Mr.  BetheH  knew  where  to  look  for  a 
vacancy.  Mr.  Welch  was  his  creditor, 
the  liberal  lender  of  money,  without  the 
slightest  prospect  of  being  paid  in  kind, 
trusting  to  the  honour  of  a  gentleman  who 
appears  to  have  rather  fugitive  notions  of 
honour.  Mr.  Betheli  went  to  Leeds  on 
the  following  day,  and  saw  Mr.  Welch  at 
his  office  on  the  24th,  and  it  is  clear  it 
was  generally  understood  that  Mr.  Betheli 
was  shortly  to  be  appointed  registrar  at 
Leeds,  and  that  Mr.  Welch  was  to  be 
transfered  to  London.  Mr.  Welch  had 
bought  one  place  cheaply,  having  given 
only  £500  for  it,  or  about  half  a  year's 
salary.  So  satisfied  was  Mr.  Miller,  the 
intimate  friend  of  Mr.  Betheli  and  Mr. 
Welch,  that  the  arrangement  was  to 
be  carried  out,  that  with  great  zeal,  and 
without  authority,  he  prepares  two  ap' 
pointments  carrying  out  the  corrupt  agree- 
ment, which  the  Lord  Chancellor  wilfully 
abstained  from  knowing — because  he  must 
have  been  aware  that  the  persons  about 
him  were  trafficing  in  his  name;  that 
he  was  appointing  a  gentleman  to  a  valu- 
able office  at  the  solicitation  of  a  worth- 
less son,  and  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
his  influence  had  been  obtained  in  a  credit- 
able manner.  The  transaction  was  clearly 
disgraceful  to  all  concerned.  On  the  26th 
the  Lord  Chancellor  states  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  some  information  he  received 
as  to  the  misconduct  of  his  son  at  Paris, 
he  determined  not  to  appoint  his  son  to 
office.  Now  I  believe  I  can  state  what 
was  the  real  nature  of  the  information 
that  led  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  come  to 
that  decision.  On  the  24th  of  February 
in  the  present  year  it  so  happened  that 


the  Edmunds'  scandal  in  the  Home  of 
Lords  was  completed,  and  very  shortly 
afterwards,  on  the  26th  and  27th,  it  be- 
came the  common  topic  of  discussion  in 
the  clubs  and  newspapers,  and  a  few  days 
later  it  likewise  became  the  subject  of  a 
Question  in  this  House.  The  information, 
the  receipt  of  which  induced  the  Lord 
Chancellor  not  to  appoint  his  son  was 
simply  the  universal  outcry  which  followed 
upon  the  other  job  —  the  transaction  by 
which  the  Keeper  of  the  Queen's  Con- 
science ignored  the  offence  of  a  most  un- 
worthy officer,  and  connived  at  his  getting 
a  pension,  which,  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
eternal  disgrace,  has  been  ignominionsly 
rescinded  on  the  ground  that  it  was  im- 
properly granted,  and  that  its  continuance 
would  be  dishonest  and  disgraceful  to  the 
country.  That  transaction  began  to  be 
noised  about,  and  that  was  the  true  reason 
that  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Betheli  was 
not  carried  out,  and  that  Mr.  Miller's  zeal 
was  not  successful.  The  transaction  was 
blown  up  and  disclosed  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  A  Committee  on  the  Edmunds' 
case  was  appointed,  and  on  the  7th  of 
March  a  question,  leading  to  a  discnssioD, 
was  asked  in  this  House  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn.  Tea 
see  the  two  things  are  entirely  coherent. 
On  the  20th  of  February  the  money  was 
lent,  and  the  appointment  was  sanctioDed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  at  the  instance 
of  his  daughter-in-law.  On  the  24th  Mr. 
Betheli  goes  to  Leeds  to  carry  out  the 
transaction,  and  on  the  27th  the  appoint- 
ment was  annulled  because  the  country 
was  scandalized  by  the  Edmunds'  case,  and 
thought — to  use  the  language  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington — that  **it  was  too  bad." 
These  were  unfortunate  transactions  for 
this  unfortunate  family,  and  left  bejond 
hope  the  possibility  of  wiping  away  the 
stain  on  the  pure  administration  of  justice. 
The  highest  officer  of  the  Crown  has  been 
twice  convicted  and  twice  pardoned  fbr 
having  connived  at  and  sanctioned,  for  the 
advantage  of  his  family,  perhaps  in  the 
hope  that  things  might  be  done  secretly 
and  pleasantly,  the  grant  of  an  improper 
pension.  I  may  say,  and  I  am  sure  the 
country  will  re-echo  my  sentiment,  that 
it  is  wonderful  that  the  person  now  fill- 
ing  the  situation  of  Lord  Chancellor,  who 
is  the  highest  judicial  officer  of  the  Crown, 
is  still  Lord  High  Chancellor.  Has  the 
pension  granted  by  his  gross  miaoondoot 
been  withdrawn  ?  Is  there  no  pride  in 
him,  and  is  there  no  attempt  to  mahs  hii^ 
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ooDd«0fe  pure  ia  tho  eyes  of  the  country  ? 
Is  he  in^eniiUe  to  shamoi  and  is  it  pos- 
sible that  he  is  destitute  of  1^  merest 
gUmoioriogs  of  those  feelings  which  ope- 
rate upon  gentlemen  ?  If  he  have  not  a 
Tirtoe,  why  does  he  not  afifect  one }  Why 
does  he  not  tender  his  resignation  and  there- 
by make  some  rotum  for  the  outrages  he 
has  committed  ?  The  questions  I  am  about 
to  ask  are  connected  with  the  last  observfr- 
tions  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court.  It  is  there 
stated  thafr— 

'*  AltboQgli  some  of  the  questions  asked  in  jour 
bonoorsble  House,  wbioh  led  to  the  appointment 
of  this  Committee,  were  founded  on  informat'ion 
whieh  was  not  thoroughly  accurate,  yet  the  gene- 
ni  impression  created  bj  the  sudden  retirement 
of  Mr.  Wilde,  and  the  pecuniary  transactions 
whieh  took  |riaee  between  Mr.  Betbelland  Mr. 
Weloh,  coupled  with  the  representations  made  by 
Mr.  Bethell  on  his  Tisit  to  Leeds,  were  calculated 
to  excite  the  gravest  suspicions ;  and  your  Com- 
mittee are  of  opinion  that  the  inquiry  which  they 
haTe  conducted  was  for  this  reason  highly  desir- 
able lor  the  pnblio  interests." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney  General,  whe- 
ther the  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde  has  been 
re-called;  whether  Mr.  Welch  has  been 
dismissed  from  his  office  ;  whether  Mr. 
Miller  has  been  dismissed  from  his  office ; 
and  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
been  kindly  asked  to  retire  on  a  pen- 
sion in  justice  to  those  officers  who  were 
guilty  of  no  greater  misconduct,  but  who 
were  not  equsdly  protected  by  the  arm  of 
the  law  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.''-— 
(Hr.  LongfiM,) 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL:  Sir, 
The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  im- 
posed on  me  a  task  of  no  ordinary  diffi- 
culty. The  difficulty  which  I  feel  is  much 
more  owing  to  my  own  determination  not 
to  permit  Uie  feelings  which  I  entertain 
to  get  too  much  mastery  over  me,  than  to 
any  inability  to  deal  with  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  or  with 
the  questions  he  has  addressed  to  me.  I 
thought  that  in  this  assembly,  of  all  others, 
the  highest  in  England  and  the  world, 
CTen  the  meanest  man  might  expect  jus- 
tiee»  and  I  should  have  imagined  that  the 
same  measure  of  justice  would  not  have 
beeo  deemed  unfit  to  be  extended  to  one 
filling  tiie  highest  and  most  dignified  posi- 
tion under  the  Crown.  It  appears  that 
there  are  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite, 
whose  ideas  of  jnstiee  are  fax  different  from 
mina,     I  tkooght  that  in  order  to  judge 


land  condemn  it  was  necessary  that  wo 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  evidence  on 
whieh  our  opinions  might  properly  be 
formed.  The  Eeport  of  this  Committee  on 
this  occasion  was  in  print  on  Saturday 
last,  and  no  time  will  be  lost  in  printing 
and  distributing  the  evidence.  On  Thurs- 
day next — two  days  hence— or  on  Friday 
at  the  very  latest,  the  evidence  will  be 
printed  and  in  the  hands  of  all  Members,, 
who  will  then  be  able  to  form  their  opi- 
nions on  it ;  and  those  who  are  disposed  to 
attack  wQl  have  legitimate  materials  for 
their  object,  while  those  who  have  to  meet 
the  attack  will  also  be  in  possesnon  of 
materials  for  reply;  but  I  never  before 
heard,  whether  in  tiie  case  of  a  man  of  high 
degree  or  a  man  of  low  degree,  that  it  was 
deemed  a  course  worthy  of  this  House 
or  of  any  Member  having  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  it,  that  there  should  be  made 
a  deliberate  attack,  founded  on  a  Eeport, 
itself  based  on  evidence,  without  wait- 
ing until  the  evidence  was  in  the  hands 
of  Members.  If  anything  could  aggravate 
the  wrong  done  on  this  occasion  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Longfield)  does  not  adopt  the  decision 
of  the  Eeport;  for  in  that  Eeport  I  find 
it  stated  as  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
Committee,  founded  on  the  evidence  and 
the  facts,  which  they  considered  to  be 
established  by  the  evidence,  that  they  acquit 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  all  charge  except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde.  Well,  that 
may  or  may  not  be  the  conclusion  which  the 
House  will  adopt  when  tho  evidence  is  be- 
fore it;  but  to  ask  the  House  not  only  not 
to  wait  for  the  evidence,  but  to  reverse  that 
decision  of  the  Committee,  is  a  course  which 
I  believe  has  hitherto  been  unprecedented, 
and  which  I  trust  will  never  again  be  fol- 
lowed. It  is  not  competent  for  me  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  go  at  Ml  length  into  all 
the  matters  to  which  he  referred ;  but  to 
a  certain  extent  I  am  able  from  informa- 
tion which  is  public,  and  with  respect  to 
which  we  need  not  wait  for  the  evidence, 
to  point  out  the  wrong  that  has  been  done 
by  many  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
remarks.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  spoken  as  if  the  House  had 
BO  g^unds  for  believing  that  there  were 
im  the  Court  of  fiankruptoy  any  abuses  to 
be  inquired  into. 

Mb.  LONGFIELD :  I  said  there  were 
many,  owing  to  the  Lord  Chanoellor^s 
Qupineness. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL :  AU 
I  can  say  is  that  I  think  it  would  have 
been  at  least  more  candid  to  believe  that 
the  head  of  that  Court,  who  was  bound  to 
discharge  the  grave  function  of  superin- 
tending its  administration,  might,  in  the 
inquiries  which  he  instituted  into  the 
manner  in  which  subordinate  officers  had 
penormed  their  duties,  have  had  some 
other  motive  than  that  of  obtaining  ap- 
pointments for  his  own  advantage.  And 
unless  the  House,  departing  from  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee,  are  really  prepared 
to  presume  and  believe  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  cognizant  of  the  corrupt 
means  which  are  stated  to  have  been  used 
by  a  particular  individual  to  procure 
an  appointment  in  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, then  I  say  that  upon  grounds  which 
are  apparent  to  all  in  this  matter,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  cannot  possibly  have  been 
actuated  by  any  improper  motive.  For 
what  are  the  facts?  They  are  these — 
that  ho  instituted  inquiries  which  com- 
menced on  the  6th  of  April,  1864,  when 
the  son  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  has 
been  named,  was  already  in  possession  of  an 
office  more  valuable  than  that  at  Leeds,  and 
could  have  no  possible  reason  for  desiring  to 
have  that  office ;  and  it  was  after  these  in- 
quiries had  been  instituted  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  called  upon  and  required  his 
son  to  resign  the  appointment  which  he 
held,  on  account  of  his  being  in  pecu- 
niary embarrassment.  And  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor from  that  day  to  this,  so  far  from 
having  been  open  and  accessible  to  in- 
fluence exercised  by  his  son  in  any  matter 
of  appointment,  has  not  since  then  even 
seen  him,  nor  had  any  communication 
with  him,  even  by  letter,  except  upon  the 
occasion  of  a  family  event  to  which  I 
need  not  refer,  and  when  letters  were 
written  by  him  on  the  subject  of  these 
very  inquiries.  So  that  whatever  may 
have  been  the  culpability  of  that  person — 
and  it  is  the  deep  misfortune  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  have  a  member  of  his  family 
so  little  worthy,  I  regret  to  be  obliged  to 
admit,  to  bear  his  name — I  should  have 
thought  that  a  generous  House  of  Com- 
mons would  not  have  regarded  that,  at  all 
events,  as  a  ground  for  believing  all 
sorts  of  evil  against  the  highest  judicial 
officer  in  the  realm.  It  will  be  seen, 
when  the  evidence  is  before  the  House, 
what  ground  there  is  for  believing  that, 
after  Mr.  Bethell  was  compelled  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  himself  to  give  up  a 
more  lucrative  appointment  in  London, 
Mr.Lannfield 


in  April,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
exercise  any  influence  in  obtaining  any  ap- 
pointments whatever.  Were  these  things 
done  in  a  comer?  Far  from  it.  In  June 
the  Committee  of  this  House  on  the  Law 
of  Bankruptcy  was  sitting,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  then  communicated  to  the 
Committee  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
that  were  being  taken  in  the  matter  of 
Mr.  Wilde,  at  Leeds,,  and  the  evidence 
connected  with  that  matter  was  printed  and 
laid  before  Parliament  before  Mr.  Wilde's 
resignation  occurred.  It  is  impossible, 
therefore,  to  believe  for  a  moment  that  in 
the  conduct  of  these  proceedings  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  or  could  have  had  any  mo- 
tive whatever  except  a  desire  to  dis- 
charge his  duty  to  the  public.  With 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Welch, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  never  saw  Mr.  Welch 
in  his  life.  [''  Hear,  hear !  "]  Does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  mean  to  say 
that  recommendations  coming  from  profes- 
sional and  creditable  sources  may  not  be 
such  as  to  justify  the  appointment  of  an 
individual  who  is  personally  unknown  to 
the  Officer  of  State  who  makes  that  ap- 
pointment? Mr.  Welch  had  been  long 
before  recommended  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
for  a  similar  office  by  Sir  William  Ather- 
ton,  by  Mr.  Edward  James,  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancas- 
ter, by  Mr.  Manisty,  one  of  the  leading 
counsel  of  that  circuit,  and  other  gentlemen 
of  eminence.  And  whatever  may  have  been 
said  in  his  favour  by  the  Lord  Chancellor^B 
son  was  said  long  before  these  transactions 
of  which  we  have  heard  with  so  much 
sorrow.  Mr.  Welch  had  been  recom- 
mended by  competent  persons  in  the  or- 
dinary way;  and  unless  the  House  is 
capable  of  believing,  against  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
knew  of  this  attempt  to  bribe  (supposing 
such  an  attempt  to  have  been  made),  what 
possible  motive  of  an  improper  character 
could  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  have  had 
in  appointing  Mr.  Welch  ?  But  it  is  not 
this  alone.  There  was  another  person  in 
the  same  position  as  Mr.  Welch — namely, 
Mr.  Payne,  who  resigned  a  little  later,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  appointed  another 
perfect  stranger  in  his  place.  There  could 
never  be  a  more  unworthy  and  unjust 
accusation  than  upon  these  materials  to 
say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  actuated 
by  anything  like  a  corrupt,  personal,  or 
improper  motive,  either  in  the  steps  which 
led  to  Mr.  Wilde's  resignation,  or  in  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Welch  in  his  stead; 
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and  tlie  Committee  haye  arrived  at  that 
conclusion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, using  the  language  of  an  advo- 
cate at  the  bar,  of  a  counsel  addressing  a 
jury  at  the  Old  Bailey,  and  d^Nirting 
fix>m  the  language  of  the  Committee,  said 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  thrown  out 
hints  that  there  might  be  circumstances 
under  which  he  would  consent  to  his 
son  having  an  appointment  in  the  coan- 
try.  Surely  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  the  absence  of  the  evi- 
dence, might  have  limited  himself  to 
what  the  Committee  said  about  the  candid 
statement  made  to  them  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  [*'  Hear,  hear !  "J  Gentlemen 
might  do  better  if  thej  suffered  their  own 
fec^ngs  to  guide  them  in  such  a  matter 
instead  of  party  spirit  and  personal 
animosity.  ["  Oh !  "J  I  think  there  are 
few  Gentlemen  present  who  would  severely 
condemn  a  father  for  no  more  than  this — 
that  on  intimate  personal  friends  and  near 
relatives  coming  and  representing  to  him 
that  there  was  a  prospect  of  improvement 
in  the  conduct  of  the  son  for  whom, 
after  all,  a  father  may  be  permitted  to 
have  a  father's  feelings,  he  did  not  say 
that  he  would  or  could  then  accede  to  what 
he  had  at  all  former  times  refused  to  do, 
but  simply  said  he  would  take  what  they 
had  represented  to  him  into  consideration ; 
for  it  never  went  further  than  that. 
After  a  consideration  of  three  or  four  days 
more,  he  finally  decided  that  it  could  not 
be  done  ;  and  he  candidly  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  coming  to  that  conclusion 
he  was  influenced  by  information  he  had 
received  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  con- 
duct of  his  son  in  Paris.  What  is  the 
sum  and  aubstance  of  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
offending  here?  Why,  that  for  a  period 
of  four  days  he  suffered  himself  to  consider 
whether  it  was  possible  to  justify  a  more 
merciful  and  lenient  course  towards  his 
son  than  he  had  previously  thought  it  was 
his  public  duty  to  take,  and  arrived  at  the 
positive  conclusion  that  he  could  not  do 
so.  The  Committee  have  given  their 
verdict  upon  these  transactions,  and  have 
found  that  there  was  no  ground  for  im- 
puting to  the  Lord  Chancellor  anything 
but  a  want  of  caution  with  respect  to  the 
pension  to  Mr.  Wilde.  But  the  hon.  and 
leamed  Gentleman,  without  waiting  for 
the  evidence,  desires  the  House  to  infer 
that  in  some  way  or  other  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  been  guilty  of  corruption  in  this 
matter.  With  respect  to  the  pension  to 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  Lord  Chancellor  states  that 
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Mr.  Wilde's  offences  were  ^uite  serious 
enough  to  justify  him  in  giving  him  the 
notice  which  was  served  upon  him,  but 
that  it  would  have  been  a  harsh  and  severe 
course  of  proceeding  to  have  summarily 
dismissed  him.  Therefore,  the  pension, 
although  it  was  granted  in  a  hasty  man- 
ner, was  given  from  no  really  improper 
motive.  1  must  now  deal  with  the  ques- 
tions which  the  hon.  and  leamed  Gentle- 
man has  put  to  me  with  respect  to  the 
persons  implicated  in  this  matter.  I  will 
state  what  the  Government  has  thought  it 
their  duty  to  do.  As  soon  as  the  Report 
was  in  print  they  took  it  into  considera- 
tion, and  on  Saturday  last  this  Resolution 
was  come  to  by  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government — to  cause  the 
Report  to  be  laid  before  the  Law  Offloers 
of  the  Crown,  in  order  that,  if  they 
found  that  sufficient  grounds  existed,  those 
criminal  proceedings  might  be  instituted 
against  the  persons  implicated  in  the 
charge  of  corruption,  which  the  Committee 
appeared  to  think  ought  to  be  taken.  I 
thmk  the  House  will  be  of  opinion  that 
that  was  the  right  course  for  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  to  adopt.  I  also  think  that  the 
House  will,  probably,  be  of  opinion  that,  if 
these  proceedings  ought  to  be  taken,  it 
would  not  be  right  now  to  discuss  the 
grounds  upon  which  a  criminal  charge  may 
be  brought.  As  to  the  other  persons 
concerned,  who,  if  the  Committee  came 
to  a  right  conclusion,  may  be  subjected  to 
criminal  prosecution,  I  think  it  would  be 
unjust  towards  Mr.  Welch,  pending  those 
proceedings,  to  remove  him  altogether 
from  his  office,  but  my  impression  is 
that,  if  a  criminal  prosecution  is  re- 
solved upon,  it  would  be  proper  to 
suspend  him  from  the  discharge  of  its 
duties  under  the  circumstances.  With 
regard  to  Mr.  Miller,  I  do  not  understand 
the  Committee  to  have  done  more  than  to 
express  their  disapprobation  of  his  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  his  officiousness  on 
several  occasions.  I  do  not  understand 
them  to  consider  that  he  was  implicated 
in  any  act  of  corruption,  although  the 
hon.  and  leamed  Gentleman  seems  to  be 
of  a  different  opinion.  Whether  there  are 
grounds  for  a  prosecution  against  him  we 
shall  be  better  able  to  judge  when  we  see 
the  evidence.  As  to  Mr.  Miller  also,  the 
evidence  ought  to  be  seen  before  we  de- 
termine whether  any  steps  ought  to  be 
taken  with  regard  to  him.  I  Uiink  that 
I  have  now  answered  all  that  the  hon. 
and  leamed  Gentleman  can  expect  me  to 
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anwwer;  tfid  I  belieTe  the  Hoiue  willl 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  to  be  regretted! 
that  he  did  not  deem  it  right  to  postpone 
ttiis  dieeiiseioiD  till  a  fdtare  opportunity: 

Mn.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  I  do 
]l€i  rise  to  say  many  words=  on  tiiie  snb- 
jiwl;  particularly  after  what  has  fkllen 
ftvm  the  hon.  and  learned  Ghmtlenum  (the 
Attomer  Gcneml),  who  haa  stated  that  if' 
the  eridence  bears  out  what  iis  oontained 
in  the  Report  with  respect  to  oertam  par- 
ties to  these  titmsactions,  prosecutions  will 
be  instituted  against  the  parties  implicated, 
by  direction  of  the  Qovemment  But, 
while  I  pass  by  that  part  of  the  case,  I 
cannot  help  adverting  to  that  part  which 
does  not  require  the  support  of  extra- 
neous evidence.  Having  regard  to  l^e 
position  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  holds, 
and  actuated  by  no  party  feeling,  I  must 
say,  looking  to  his  own  admissions,  that 
it  appears  to  me  they  do  afilsct  in  tbe 
strongest  degree  that  digmty  and  intiegnty 
which  ought  to  attach  to  a  person  holding 
the  high  office  which  he  fills.  And  when 
we  consider  the  course  which  has  been 
punued  with  regard  to  the  pension  of 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  dissolution  being  so  near 
at  hand,  and  no  'one  knowing  when  the 
evidence  will  be  ready,  the  House  would 
have  nef^ected  its  duty  if  it  had  not  taken 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  What 
are  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  There  was  a 
charge  made  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  on 
tiie  16th  of  May  against  Mr.  Wilde,  con- 
sistiug  of  three  items — first,  that  accounts 
had  been  certified  by  him  which  had  never 
been  seen  by  him  ;  second,  that  he  was 
in  the  habit  ci  taxing  the  Bills  of  the 
messengers  without  calling  for  vouchers 
for  the  sums  alleged  to  have  been  paid 
by  them ;  and,  thin),  that  he  had  borrowed 
money  botii  from  the  official  assignees  and 
messengers  of  the  Court,  thereby  sacri- 
ficing his  independence  and  efficiency. 
These  were  three  grave  and  serious  charges 
against  a  man  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Wilde,  and  certainly  called  on  the  part  of 
the  Lord  Chanoellor  for  scrutiny,  and  pun- 
ishment if  the  ofience  imputed  had  been 
committed.  I  shall  not  go  into  ikte  merits 
of  the  case,tuor  pronounce  any  opinion 
upon  them — I  proceed  entirely  on  the 
admissions  which  have  been  made.  It 
appears  t^at  on  the  26th  of  July,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  according  to 
Mr.  Miller's  account,  and  by  the  Lord 
CSianoellor's  direction  to  a  certain  extent, 
•ooordmg  to  his  Lordriiip's  own  account^ 
Th4  Attorney  ffeneral 


Mr.  Mifler  wvote  »  letter  to  Ur.  WMb  m 
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»  Court  of  Btnkraptey,  JxAy  H,  1864. 
Sir, — It  gtitmm  bm  nrach  to  iofbrm  yoQ  tkal, 
nnlest  I  liear  in  conna  of  posti  that  joa  nem  to 
applj  to  bo  allowod  to  rotire,  I  haTO  inotnwfioM 
from  the  Lord  Chanoellor  to  aerTe  yoa  witb  notifo 
to  appear  before  him  poUiolj  in  open  eomt  and 
■how  oaoee  why  yon  shoaltf  not  be  diamiasiwl  thm 
foor  ofBoe  of  i^q^tfar/' 

The  LordjChanceUcHr,  th«E^efi»re,  miait  have 
supposed  that  the  ohaigea  against  Mr. 
Wilde  were  such  aa,  if  committed,  wodd 
have  rendered  him  liable  to  be  diauriawd. 
I  do  not  quote  the  latter  part  of  the 
letter,  because  the  Chancellor  says  he  did 
not  sanction  it.  I  will  refer  to  nothing 
but  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  hiiaaelf 
admits.  Mr.  Miller,  whom  the  Attomej 
Qeneral,  to  my  groat  surprise,  says  has 
been  acquitted  of  all  blame,  whereas  the 
Committee  charge  him  with  the  gnmssst 
falsehoods,  with  having  aoted  ofMoosly, 
wit^  having  undertaken  duties  whieh 
did  not  belong  to  him,  and  o^er  things 
which  seem  misdemeanors  in  his  oAce— 
Mr.  Miller  then  suggested  that  Wilde 
had  better  get  a  certificate  of  ill-health 
and  ask  to  hs  allowed  to  retire  on  a  pen- 
sion ;•  and  Miller,  after  denying  that  he 
had  drawn  up  the  petition,  and  asaertiiig 
that  he  knew  noHiing  about  it,  admitted 
that  he  had  drawn  up  the  petition  coa- 
tsining  the  certificate  which  Wilde  had 
so  obtained,  and  upon  that  petition  the 
pension  was  granted  to  Mr.  Wilde.  What 
was  the  certificate  ?  It  was  of  so  remark- 
able a  character  that  it  ought  to  have 
challenged  the  scrutiny  of  any  man  of 
ordinary  intelligence  and  desirous  to  do 
his  du^.  Mr.  Miller  said  he  called  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chanoellor  to  it 
The  Lord  Chanoellor,  on  ihe  other  hand, 
said  his  attention  was  not  porticalarfy 
called  to  it.  But  the  House  must  re- 
member that  it  was  a  certificate  respect- 
ing a  man  who  had  been  called  upoa 
only  four  days  before  to  resign  his  offiee 
of  registrar,  or  appear  b^re  him  in 
open  court  to  answer  for  hia  miscoa- 
duct.  On  the  SOtti  of  July  the  loid 
Chancellor  received  an  appUoaction  from 
Mr.  Wilde  to  be  allowed  to  retire  with  a 
pension  founded  on  a  certificate  whidi 
does  not  say  tiiat  his  health  is  in  the  lesit 
affected,  biit  only  that  he  had  eoaaulted 
some  one,  at  some  unknown  time,  on  od- 
count  of  failure  in  his  sight,  whidh  was  tb«i 
a  serious  hindrance  to  him  in  theperfona- 
anoe  of  the  duties  of  his  office.  There  n 
tfani  material  Iwl' also  in  refiBvaima  te  thd 
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enrtifleate,  ihsl  the  diiie  appears  to  be  ni 
a  diffNvnt  handwriting  froot  the  body  6f 
the  eertificaite  itself  The  Loid  Chancellor 
iftgp*  hie  sttentibtt  Iras  not  partioularly 
ealM  to  <his  cert^foate ;  bat  when  it  is 
ooondiBired  thai'  the  L(»^  Chancellbr  had 
allied  upon  Mr.  Wilde  to  appear  and  show 
•inae  why  he  ahonld  not  be  diemiased, 
8Bd  Hr.  Wilde  Mid  he  would  reeign,  but 
fliked  fbr  ft  pension  of  nearly  £700  a  year 
<>^->wheB  witiiont  af  moment's  delay— upon 
ttie  sanie  day — the  rengnation  was  ao- 
oepled  and  the  pension'  waa  granted-^id 
tiM  Lord  Chanodlor  consider  him  a  onlprit 
oV  did  he  not  so  consider  him?  If  le 
eeaaidered  him  a  omiprit,  hiable  to  dismis*- 
sal;  by  allowing  lum  to  retire  npon  a  pen>- 
sioA  he  was  di^iraeing  the  office  whioh  he 
held ;  and  by  allowing  a  man  whom  he 
had  oonsideiid  a  oiilprit  only  four  days 
before  to  escape  inquiry  into  his  conduct 
a&d  the!  conaequenoes  which  attached  to 
it^  and  to  retire  upon  a  pension  on  a  cer- 
iiAeate  which  was  only  a  subterfuge  and 
iv  erasion,  he  made  himself  a  party  to 
the  tiHneaction,  and  ought  to  take  the 
vsepcmnbility  and  the  consequences.  The 
Lord  Chancellor's  statement  is  that  the 
entiicate  and  affidavit  were  presented  to 
YaOkf  and  that  he  ought  to  have  read  them, 
hut  he  does  not  think  that  he  did.  Now, 
I  can  readily  conceiye  that  the  Lord 
CShanerilor  might  at  times  be  overwhelmed 
with  business  and  obliged  to  trust  to  the 
effleers  under  him ;  but  here  was  a  man 
who  had  been  diarged  with  offences,  and 
called  on  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not 
be  dismined  from  his  office ;  and  by  allow- 
ing one  whom  he  alleged  to  be  such  a 
culprit  lo  escape  the  consequences  of  his 
miaeoridnct  he  has  not  only  grossly  neg- . 
leotedi  his  duty,  but  perverted  justice, 
and^  made  the  country  a  party  to  the 
tiansBctioii  by  confbmng  a  pension  of 
2600  m  je$tr  on  a  person  who,  according  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  own  view,  had  ren- 
dered himeelf  liable  to  dismissal  if  not 
more  serious  consequences.  These  are  tiie 
sirenmatances  of  the  case  as  they  appear 
iqpon  the  Lord  Chancellor's  statement ; 
and  I  repeat  that  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  Hosise  of  Commons  would  have  grossly 
neglected  its  duty  if  it  had  not  at  the 
earliest  opportunity  taken  this  matter 
into  eonaideration.  We  could  not  tell 
whethoF  the  evidence  would  be  produced 
befensr  Pteliament  was  dissolved,  and  we 
havtf  known  cases  where  papers  have 
baso  delayed  to  the  end  of  a  Session  so 
that  nsitnolioo  could  be  taken  ol  the  sub* 


ject  to  which  they  referred.  That  might 
have  been'  so  in  this  instance.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  upon  hvt  owU'  shewing  had 
grossly  neglected  his  duty  ;>  he  had  not 
done  that  which  in  his  office  he  was  bound 
to  do — he  had  allowed  a  Man  whom  he 
considered  a  culprit  to  receive  a  pension 
and  retire  into  private  life,  as  deserving 
Hie  thanks  of  tlra  country  instead  of  re^ 
oeiving  its  condemnation-^and  the  House 
would  have  foiled^  in  its  functions  if  ift 
had  not,  without  wai^hg  fbr  evidence, 
which  mig^t  not  have  been  for^coming 
in  time,  eacpressed  its  opihdon  on  his  oon* 
duct 

Mb.  £.  C.  EGERTON:  Sir,  as  a 
Itember  of  the  Committee,  I  must  say  I 
think  it  premature  in  the  Honsc  to  enter 
into  thia  discussion  unl^  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  is  in  its  possessifm.  It  would 
have  been  most  fair  to  those  whose  conduct 
has  been  impugned,  and  also  to  Members 
of  the  Committee,  who  endeavoured  to 
discharge  their  duty  honestly,  faithTully, 
and  impartially,  that  the  House  should 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
whole  evidence  and  taking  a  full,  impartial 
view  of  the  whole  circumstances,  before 
it  was  called  on  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
on  this  subject.  I  rooe,  however,  chiefly 
to  impress  on  the  Attorney  General  the 
necessity  of  having  the  evidence  produced 
with  the  greatest  expedition.  There  ia 
naturally  grave  suspicion  in  the  public 
mind  with  reference  to  this  subject.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  has  been  circu* 
lated  by  the  press  through  the  whole  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land —  the  Committee 
have  been  violently  attacked  for  having 
dealt  lightly  with  some  of  the  evidence ; 
and  it  is  most  important  for  the  public 
interests  that  the  whole  evidence  in  the 
case  should  be  produced  as  soon  aa  pos- 
sible. The  House,  I  am  sure,  is  too  just 
and  too  honest  to  oome  to  any  decision  till 
it  has  read  the  evidence  m  externa. 

Tns  LORD  ADVOCATE :  As  I  also 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  fow  words  before  the 
discussion  closes.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  £.  C.  Egerton),  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  House  to  oome  to  any  just  condn* 
sion  without  the  evidence  on  which  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  is  founded.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  says  Parliament  is  about 
to  be  dissolved,  and  the  time  is  short; 
therefore  he  is  anxious  to  call  the  atten- 

Ition  of  the  House  to  the  subject.   But  this 
surely  can  be  no  excuse  for  doing  injustice, 
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or  attempting  to  draw  ooncluBionB  when 
you  do  not  know  the  fkcts  on  which  those 
oonclarions  are  founded.  That  was  exem- 
plified in  the  strongest  manner  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mallow  (Mr.  Longfleld).  I  listened 
to  that  speech  with  tiie  greatest  possible 
wonder  and  surprise ;  for  he  not  only  chose 
to  draw  his  own  conclusions  as  to  motiyes 
from  facts  he  found  stated  in  the  Beport, 
but  he  also  chose  to  assume  other  things 
as  facts  which  he  cannot  find  there.  I 
shall  mention  one  or  two  of  these.  He 
said  that  Mr.  Miller  was  a  friend  of  Mr. 
Welch,  and  he  wished  the  House  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Miller  was  cognizant  of  the  trans- 
actions between  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch.  There  is  not  one  tittle  of  evidence 
to  that  effect.  On  the  contrary,  Mr. 
Miller  says  distinctly  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  Welch  until  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
appointed  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  made  another  statement  that 
startled  me  —  he  said  that,  between  the 
time  the  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Bethell 
and  the  time  Mr.  Welch  was  appointed, 
communications  passed  between  Bethell 
and  Miller,  and  that  in  consequence  Mr. 
Welch  was  appointed.  There  is  not  one 
word  of  that  in  the  Beport.  On  these 
grounds  and  on  grounds  like  these  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with  a 
strength  of  language  unexampled  in  this 
House,  as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  and 
with  a  profusion  of  epithets  I  never  heard 
before,  charged  the  Lord  Chancellor  sub- 
stantially with  being  privy  to  corrupt 
practices  in  regard  to  this  ofilce.  I  am 
not  going  into  the  evidence ;  but  what  I 
state  is  this  —  the  Lord  Chancellor  knew 
nothing  of  Welch  except  from  the  recom- 
mendations he  had  received  of  him  from 
persons  of  eminence,  and  the  conversation 
with  his  son  in  1863.  The  inquiry  isto 
the  matter  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  of 
Leeds  took  place  in  1864,  at  a  time  when 
public  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
state  of  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  all  over 
the  country,  and  called  certainly  not  with- 
out reason,  as  the  Beport  showed.  When 
the  Lord  Chancellor  commenced  his  in- 
quiry that  inquiry  could  not  by  any  pos- 
sibility have  been  instituted  for  the  benefit 
of  his  son,  because  that  son  was  at  the 
time  in  possession  of  a  still  better  office 
in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  London.  That 
inquiry,  too,  was  not  confined  to  Mr. 
Wilde,  but  included  the  whole  of  ike  offi- 
cials connected  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court.    It  concerned  not  only  Mr.  Wilde, 
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but  the  other  Begistrar,  Mr.  Payne,  the 
official  assignees,  and  the  messengers. 
That  inquiry  had,  he  believed,  led  to  the 
repayment  of  over  £20,000,  which  had 
been  improperly  retained  by  the  offidals 
of  the  Leeds  and  other  Bankruptcy  Courts. 
In  the  course  of  these  proceedings  the 
Lord  Chancellor  instructed  Mr.  MUler  to 
send  notifications,  not  only  to  Mr.  Wilde^ 
but  to  other  officials,  that  unless  they  for^ 
warded  sufficient  answers  to  the  charges 
he  should  call  upon  them  to  show  cause  in 
Court  why  they  should  not  be  dismissed. 
This  was  on  die  1 6th  of  May.  On  the 
14th  Mr.  Bichard  Bethell,  for  whose  sake 
it  is  asserted  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
privy  to  a  corrupt  baigain,  was  compelled 
by  his  father  to  resign  his  office.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  seemed  to  in- 
sinuate that  Mr.  Bethell  and  his  fiather 
were  in  communication  upon  the  subject 
of  this  office.  Now,  from  the  14th  May 
down  to  the  month  of  February  of  the 
next  year  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  had 
not  only  no  communication  of  any  kind 
or  description  with  his  son,  but,  notwith- 
standing the  expostulations  addressed  to 
him  by  Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Begistrar  of 
Bankruptcy,  he  refrised  over  and  over  again 
to  retain  his  son  in  office.  Is  it  not  too 
bad  that  under  those  circumstances  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  be  accused  of 
plotting  at  the  end  of  April,  1864,  to 
make  a  vacancy  for  his  son,  when  his  son 
was  at  that  time  in  possession  of  a  better 
office,  and  when  he  compelled  him  to  re- 
sign that  office  a  fortnight  afterwards? 
Was  there  anything  more  improbable? 
Even  with  the  evidence  before  the  House, 
he  believed  the  attack  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentlemanthe  Member  for  Mallow 
would  have  been  inexcusable,  but  it  wss 
still  less  excusable  in  the  absence  of  that 
evidence  to  make  such  an  attack  at  the 
close  of  a  Parliament  upon  the  character 
of  any  man,  high  or  low,  when  the 
means  of  defence  would,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, be  soon  withdrawn.  The  whole  affiiir 
spoke  for  itself.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
had  and  could  have  no  personal  motive  kst 
insisting  upon  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Wilde.  But  it  was  argued  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Welch 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  however,  knew  that 
Sir  William  Atherton  and  the  leaders  of 
the  Northern  Circuit  had  reoonunended 
that  gentleman  for  an  appointment  of  this 
nature.  The  question  aa  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  permittisg  Mr. 
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Wilde  to  resign  at  all  was  entirely  nnoon- 
nected  with  fiie  question  as  to  his  partici- 
pation in  the  cormpt  transactions  detailed 
before  the  Gommittee.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  not  require  Mr.  Wilde  to  resign, 
but  he  directed  Mr.  Miller  to  send  to  him 
the  same  notice  he  was  to  send  to  other 
officials.  Whether  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought  to  have  weighed  this  certificate 
more  cautiously  was  a  question  entirely 
separated  from  anything  else;  and,  sup- 
posing that  that  certificate  had  been 
thoroughly  correct,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlcman  the 
Member  for  Mallow  in  believing  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  wrong  in  permitting 
Mr.  Wilde  to  resign.  The  charges  against 
Mr.  Wilde  did  not,  as  in  another  unfortu- 
nate case,  involve  any  question  of  personal 
dishonesty.  Mr.  Wilde  was,  no  doubt, 
accused  of  practices  which  had  brought 
the  Court  into  considerable  disrepute,  but 
the  charge  against  him  was  simply  that 
of  permitting  the  official  assignees  and  the 
messengers  to  retain  certain  sums  of  money 
in  their  hands,  and  with  exhibiting  a 
laxity  in  reference  to  the  taxation  of  the 
accounts.  It  should  be  remembered  also 
that  Mr.  Wilde  said  he  had  only  followed 
the  practice  of  Mr.  Payne,  a  gentleman  of 
more  than  eighty  years  of  age,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  severely  condemning 
the  conduct  of  both,  had  permitted  both 
to  retire.  There  was  no  imputation  against 
their  honesty,  though  there  were  great 
imputations  upon  the  mode  in  which  they 
had  conducted  the  business  of  the  Court. 
That  is  an  element  the  House  ought  to 
entertain  when  they  are  considering  this 
question,  but  it  is  a  totally  different  mat- 
ter to  that  of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  spoken.  From  May,  1864, 
until  February,  1865,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
bad  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell.  He  had  been  warmly  appealed 
to  by  his  fiimily  on  behalf  of  his  son,  but 
he  had  absolutely  refused  in  the  strongest 
manner  to  give  him  an  appointment.  But 
in  February,  1865,  he  did  say,  that  if  his 
son's  debts  were  adjusted  and  his  creditors 
satisfied,  he  would  consider  whether  he 
could  not  give  him  a  country  appointment. 
Was  there  anything  wrong  in  that?  I 
think  if  it  is  so  held  it  will  be  dealing 
out  a  measure  of  injustice  to  the  Lord 
Chanoellor,  because  no  man  would  so  deal 
with  a  stranger,  much  less  his  son.  That 
was  on  the  22nd  of  February,  and  on  the 
26Ui  Mr.  8kirrow,  the  person  to  whom 
tlie  statement  was  made,  went  to  the  Lord 


Chancellor  at  his  own  request,  and  was 
told  by  his  Lordship  that  he  was  resolved 
not  to  give  his  son  any  appointment  at  all. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mallow 
threw  out  the  insinuation  that  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  scandal  in  another 
place  that  the  appointment  was  not  made; 
but  he  did  not  go  into  the  dates.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Oentieman  said  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Bethell  was  announced 
on  the  24th ;  but  two  days  afterwards  the 
Lord  Chancellor  announced  that  he  would 
do  nothing  for  his  son.  In  the  interval 
nothing  had  taken  place.  The  Question 
was  asked  in  this  House  on  the  drd  of 
March,  and  no  proceedings  took  place  in 
the  House  of  Lords  until  the  27th.  It  is 
an  injurious  and  an  incorrect  insinuation. 
It  is  manifest  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  resolved  from  the  beginning  not  to 
give  the  appointment  to  his  son ;  that  he 
was  for  a  moment  overcome  by  strong 
pressure  to  say  that  he  would  not  finally 
exclude  him  from  office;  but  when  he 
came  to  inquire  how  his  son  had  been 
conducting  himself  in  the  interval  he  re- 
turned to  the  sternness  he  had  maintained 
for  eight  months  previously,  and  resolved 
that  he  would  not  appoint  him.  So  far 
from  there  being  any  imputation  upon  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  conduct,  as  far  as  these 
matters  are  concerned,  I  say,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
suffered  under  imputations  founded  on  no 
facts  whatever,  and  that  he  has  suffered 
the  still  more  grievous  hardship  of  having 
been  brought  into  that  position  by  a  mem- 
ber of  his  own  family,  dthough  he  himself 
has  acted  in  a  firm  and  honourable  man- 
ner, however  painful  it  was  to  the  feelings 
of  a  father  to  do  so.  The  disclosures  in 
the  Committee  in  regard  to  other  charac- 
ters in  those  transactions  are  very  painful 
certainly— upon  these  I  do  not  wish  to 
sa^  a  word  ,*  but  the  impression  on  my 
mind  is  that,  so  far  as  the  purity  of  his 
motives  are  concerned,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  no  object  whatever  except  on  the  one 
hand  to  do— as  I  believe  he  has  done — 
call  the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  state 
in  which  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  of  the 
country  were  placed,  and  to  deal  with  a 
strong  hand  with  those  who  seemed  to 
require  it ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  deal 
out  the  strictest  and  most  impartial  justice 
even  to  a  member  of  his  own  family. 

YiscoxTNT  CEANBOURNE:  I  do  not 
rise  to  say  much  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject, because  I  concur  in  the  opinion  that 
it  was  not  desirable  that  those  who  have 
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their  knowledge  cm  Jhettnay  odIj  ahovM 
enter  into  each  a  disouasioix.  Bat  Z  «» 
bound  to  say  that,  although  one  muat  e^- 
euae  a  good  deal  of  the  language  iwhicb 
Idla  itom  advocates  who  have  reoeived  a 
i«ief  for  the  defenoe  in  rather  a  difficult  case, 
the  imputations  which  have  heenthrownout 
against  the  hon.  and  leamed  liember  for 
JIallow  are  wholly  without  foundation. 
That  hon.  and  learned  Qentkman,  at  all 
eirents,  has  not  spoken  without  a  jmov* 
ledge  of  the  evidence,  for  he  was  pre^eDt 
during  the  investigation ;  and  lie  has  not 
spoken  to  a  Government  ig^iorant  <of  it, 
because  liie  evidenoe  was  finished  tb^m 
from  day  to  day. 

Thb  ATXOBNET  a£N]BB.AXi.:  I  Mve 
Bot  seen  a  word  of  it. 

yisoQUvrCSANBOUBNIS:  Th^nlise- 
gret  thfl^  the  hcyp.  and  learned  Oentleioan 
ehould  have  been  so  ill  instructed.  Bjot 
4he  Loiod  ChwiaeiUQr  had  seen  the  jeyi- 
denoe.  Xt  was  not,  .therefore,  tnpi#  thiat 
iSftther  the  attack  or  the  dcifenoe  had  beiiBn 
IMde  in  ignorance. 

CoLoni.  DOJJGUS  VW^i^Tt  Jose 
(to  explain.  The  Uocd  Chancellor,  ip  ibis 
jsvidenoe,  stated  that  so  far  £rom  ina)(ing 
•any  complaint  .of  not  having  receivfcd  the 
evidence,  he  wished  to  come  before  the 
Committee  and  be  e^Kamined  before  he  was 
«ware  of  what  had  been  said.  The  Com- 
fluittee,  however,  considering  that  it  was 
virtually  a  trial  of  the  Lord  Chaucellor, 
ithougbt  it  to  be  their  duty,  in  stript  fur- 
<|iess  to  all  parties,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devouport  (Mr.  Ferrand),  who  made 
the  accusation,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
should  be  furnished  with  the  evidence 
firom  day  to  day. 

VisooOTT  CRANBOIJRNE :  That  bears 
out  my  statement  accurately,  and  so  dis- 
appears that  whole  fabric  of  virtuous  in- 
ddgnaition  with  which  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, almost  bursting  into  tears 

The  ATTOBNKY  GENERAL :  I  have 
•not  scyon  any  one  of  the  papers. 

YzsGouvT  CBANBOUBNE:  That  is 
another  proof  of  the  amount  of  cordial 
harmony  and  co-operation  existing  between 
ttie  Members  of  this  admirably  constituted 
£^oveKtiment.  We  can,  of  course,  under- 
stand that  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  9ot 
have  thought  it  .wiae  to  iutrust  the  evi- 
dence of  his  prooeediugs  to  the  Attorney 
General.  We  are  aU  .of  lis  acquainted 
with  the  high  cfiaraQter  of  that  haa.  and 
learned  QenUeman,  and  W^  can  well  un- 
dierstand  that  the  LoKd  Cboicellor  may  not 
have  cared  to  submit  to  hi«i  the  detsils  <^ 
VUcaunt  Cranhoume 


these  disdosuiQBs.  In  defence  4if  tfie  hm- 
and  learned  Member  for  Mallow^  I  daaie 
just  to  say  that  the  natural  indignation 
which  any  one  would  have  £dt  at  hearing 
these  details  affocds  a  very  sufficient  e^r 
planatiou  of  Ahe  oourse  he  has  taken  iji 
hiying  before  the  House  his  own  oonchb* 
aions  on  the  auhjeot,  and  also  for  asking 
the  -Government  the  questions  which  hi 
has  put.  J  hc^ard  with  r^pret  from  tbe 
AUomey  General  the  rstatenaent,  which  on 
lieoopsiide^tiou  J  itbink  he  will  feel  it  wise 
to  retraoib  that  no  proceadiAga  whatever 
W)ere  tp  be  tsiten  against  Mr.  Miller. 

Tub  ATTOBJ^Y  GEKEBAL  :  I  stated 
that  until  I  saw  the  evidence  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  me  to  judge  whether  sny 
and  what  proceedings  ought  tP  be  taken. 
iBut  I  do  n(^  find  that  the  Committee 
chfMTge  Mr.  Miller  with  being  ^  party  to 
any  corruption. 

Vucouirr  CBANBOXTBNE :  That  is 
precisely  the  point  to  which  I  wanted  te 
draw  the  attention  of  ihe  hon.  and  leamed 
4Septlemant^the  bearing  of  th/e  Commit- 
tee on  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Miller.  I  am 
not  now  speaking  of  the  motju^es  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor;  but  what  appears  to 
have  been  the  eas^  is,  that  the  Loid 
Chancellor's  patronage  was  set  up  for  sale: 
and  ftot  only  the  patrona^  ,of  jthe  Jms^ 
Chancellor,  but  something  infinit^y  piore 
sacred  and  important — namely^  f^s  jodir 
cial  power  of  inflicting  penidties.  Ids 
not  say  that  Mr*  Miller  was  cognisant  of 
the  circunostances,  though  he  cectfunly  wm 
a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Bethell ;  }>ut  jKr. 
Bethell,  for  the  sake  of  certf^n  mon^ 
transactions,  appears  to  have  9sed  his  iar 
fluenoe  with  Mr.  Miller,  and  jbp  have  iar 
duced  him,  without  authority,  ito  write  t^ 
Leeds  this  summary  letter,  a^vd  to  ts](f 
steps  for  procuring  Mr.  Wildp'a  rssigosr 
Uon,  and  afterwards  to  draw  up  the 
appointment  in  Mr.  Bethell's  own  im^ 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  ^hsequeptly 
refused  to  conflrm.  These  appear  to  mf 
to  be  circumstances  full  of  grave  sui^ 
don.  When  a  corrupt  tranaaptMNi  has 
taken  place,  apd  a  pi^lic  of^oer,  a  ftiep4 
of  one  of  the  parties,  has  been  an  iaslrpff 
ment,  it  is  difficult  tp  avoid  fBl^ff^fi^^^^g  i^ 
suspicion  that  he  was  oog^iz|^l^  of  ^ 
transaction.  The  Government^  ihfini^vef 
will  not  be  doing  their  duty  w^^  thej 
institute  a  close  investig^jtt^on  fp^  tiif 
facts,  and  ascertain  h^ow  jffur  Mr.  lfi)ler 
was  really  cognisant  of  what  Mr.  fiethell 
was  doing,  a^  also^  I  mn  bpnnd  to  !$4ij 
f^ess  they  iu^t  ^fgff^  p^nipj^tn^t  pp9B 
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Mr.  MiUer  fear  liU  extreme  md  aixigular 

H«.  DENHAJST :  JU  I  nnderatand  it, 
what  the  OoTenimeut  hsLve  undertaken  to 
do  is  preciaelv  what  the  noble  Lord 
(YiaoQunt  dranboome)  sng^eats  that  they 
ahoold  do — ^namely,  examine  olosely  the 
eTidence  when  it  is  in  their  possession. 
The  noUe  Lord,  who  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  justifjing  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  UaUow,  put  forward  a  very  odd 
ffround  x>f  justification.  He  said  that  the 
Eon.  and  learned  Oentleman  had  been  pre- 
aent  when  the  evidence  was  given.  The 
position  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mallow  was  that  of  a  juirman  in 
waiting,  who  may  be  called  on  to  discharge 
importent  functions  in  the  next  case ;  but 
whose  opinion,  as  a  mere  spectator,  with- 
out re^onsibility,  is  worth  nothing  in  this 
case,  in  which  be  so  glibly  volunteers  an 
opinion.  In  this  case  he  was  not  called 
on  to  aot  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  at 
all,  nor  did  he,  as  the  Committee  were 
bound  to  do,  remain  in  the  Committee- 
room  from  hour  to  hour  and  from  minute 
to  minute  taking  notes  to  corroborate  his 
own  recollection.  I  rose,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  justifying  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but 
to  beg  Uvs  House  to  do  justice  to  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  whom  the  responsibility  of 
the  inquiry  was  cast,  and  who,  I  think, 
have  been  hardly  dealt  with  in  this  dis- 
onaaion.  Five  Gentlemen  were  appointed 
on  that  Committee,  in  addition  to  Uie  two 
who  conducted  the  case ;  three  were  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  two  of  them  sitting  upon  this  side. 
Fjom  the  very  moment  that  their  names 
were  m/entioned  they  found  acceptance, 
beoaqae  those  names  were  felt  to  afford  a 
goarantae  that  they  would  approach  the 
inquiry  with  a  sole  desire  to  do  justice  in  the 
matter.  We  are  in  this  position  now,  that 
wa  have  not  the  evideace  before  us  ;  yet 
an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  volunteers 
in  its  absence,  not  only  to  impeach  the 
Chancellor,  but  to  overrule  the  Committee 
from  whom  the  Eeport  has  emanated. 
Such,  I  ai^rehend,  has  never  been  the 
praotioe  of  this  House,  and  it  ought,  I 
think,  to  be  discouraged. 

Un.  HENNESSY :  It  is  said  that  we 
have  ^cmly  the  Report  before  us,  and, 
therefore,  can  do  nothing;  but  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  given  before  the  Commit- 
tee waa  4Mitually  printed  on  the  17th  of 
Jiine^  tan  days  before  a  word  of  the  Re- 
port was  in  type.  The  Committee  very 
wisely)!^  the  evidence  printed  from  day 


to  day,  BO  that  every  word  must  Jbave  been 
in  type  before  the  preparation  of  the  Re- 
port was  approached.  Ten  or  eleven  days 
have  elapsed  since  the  Committee  olosed 
its  inquiry,  and  the  evidence  is  not  yet 
produced.  According  to  an  announcement 
made  in  another  place^ which  the  noble 
Lord  will  no  doubt  repeat — the  dissolution 
will  take  place  nine  days  hence.  Having 
waited  ten  days  already,  if  we  wait  ten 
days  more  Parliament,  consequently,  will 
be  at  an  end.  In  the  papers  presented  to 
Parliament  some  weeks  ago  with  reference 
to  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  in 
the  present  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mallow  had,  I  think,  abundant  informa- 
tion to  warrant  his  remarks. 

Me.  AYRTON  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hennessy)  seems 
to  think  that  somebody  has  grossly  failed 
in  his  duty  because  the  House  has  not 
already  received  this  evidence.  That,  I 
think,  is  jumping  to  a  very  summary  oon« 
elusion,  regardless  of  the  facts;  becausey 
although  the  inquiry  may  have  closed, 
some  days  are  usually  allowed  to  have  the 
proceedings  regularlv  indexed  and  ex^ 
amined  by  the  Clerk.  I  say  this  upon 
general  grounds  merely.  I  know  nothing 
about  the  evidence,  and  therein  I  fonoy 
I  am  in  precisely  the  same  position  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mb.  HENKESSY  :  I  have  ascertained 
that  the  evidence  was  in  type  ten  daya 
ago. 

Mb.  AYRTON:  We  all  know  as  well 
as  the  hon.  Member  that  the  evidence  ip 
printed  from  day  to  day  ;  but  beyond  that 
fact  I  venture  to  think  that  the  lion.  Menu 
ber  knows  nothing  to  justify  him  in  im- 
puting motives.  The  noble  Lord  (Via- 
count  Cranboume)  also  appeared  to  labour 
under  some  misconception  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Bethell's  share  in  this  matt^,  and 
one  might  have  thought  that  a  reasonable 
amount  of  imputations  was  to  be  found 
in  the  Report  without  exaggerating  or 
adding  to  them.  As  far  as  the  Report 
goes,  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  show 
that  Mr.  Bethell  in  any  way  counselled 
the  steps  taken  in  connection  with  Mr, 
Wilde's  resignation,  or  derived  any  advan- 
tage from  it.  I  mention  this  to  snow  how 
injurious  it  is  to  embark  in  a  diaopssion  of 
tms  personal  joature,  without  haxrii^  pro- 
per materials  before  us ;  for  if  the  noble 
Lord  has  evidence  in  support  of  his  state- 
ment outside  the  oontenia  of  this  Report* 
he  ia  speaking  of  som^thiDg  with  whidi 
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the  House  is  not  acquainted.    But  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  the  Report  is  correct 
on  the  point;  and  if  so  grave  a  matter 
bad  been  proved  to  their  satisfaction,  the 
Committee  would  not  have  slurred  it  over 
or  concealed  it,  and  therefore  that  the 
noble  Lord    fell    into  error.    From  the 
terms  of  the  notice  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Mallow,  I  had  no 
notion  that  he  was  going  to  travel  into 
anything  outside  the  four  comers  of  the 
Beport,  or  to  build  up  a  much  wider  case 
than  could  be  made  up  from  the  materials 
supplied  in  that  document.     I  scarcely 
think  that  he  was  right  in  travelling  be- 
yond its  statements.     Some  hon.  Members 
appear  to  think  that  the  Government  ought 
to  possess  a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee.     I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  a  very  gross  assumption. 
Copies  of  proceedings  in  Committee,  when 
Aimished  to  any  person,  are  always  held 
to  be  confidential,  and  it  would  be  a  breach 
of  faith  to  let  documents  which  were  thus 
supplied  for  a  particular  purpose  go  out 
of  a  person's  hands  and  be  applied  to  ob- 
jects entirely  distinct.    I  therefore  cannot 
see  how  the  Attorney  General  or  how  the 
other  members  of  the  Government  can  be 
expected  to  have  cognizance  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Leeds  Committee.     It 
is  very  easy  for  us  to  sit  in  judgment  upon 
the  delinquencies  of  other  people ;  but  if 
any  one  were  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  the 
acts  of  any  Member  of  this  House,  upon 
our  sins  of  omission  and  commission,  I 
think  we  should  find  it  very  difficult  to 
escape  without  censure. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALK:  I  desire 
to  say  only  one  or  two  words  in  connection 
with  this  subject.  I  beg  the  House  to 
observe  that  through  either  the  extreme 
leniency  or  negligence  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor upon  two  occasions  pensions  have 
been  granted  to  persons  unfit  to  receive 
them.  I  trust  that  this  fact  will  not  be 
forgotten,  and  I  feel  convinced  that  the 
country  will  ask  whether  a  high  official 
who  has  twice  been  guilty,  under  circum- 
stances of  peculiar  suspicion,  of  permitting 
pensions  to  be  given  to  unworthy  persons, 
IS  one  who  is  deserving  of  the  honour  and 
respect  of  the  profession  of  which  he  is 
the  leader. 

Mb.  SCULLY :  I  must  express  my 
regret  at  the  tone  the  discussion  has  taken. 
I  am  in  the  same  position  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 


her  for  Mallow  put  on  the  paper,  I  did 
not  think  it  possible  that  such  a  discussion 
could  arise,  and,  therefore.  I  did  not  take 
the  trouble  to  bring  the  Report  with  me 
to  the  House.     I  hold  that  it  is  quite  pre- 
mature to  enter  into  this  question  at  pre- 
sent.    We  have  not  got  the  evidence,  and 
therefore  we  must  take  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  for  the  present,  and  they  say 
that  they  "acquit  the  Lord    Chancellor 
from  all  charge  except  that  of  haste  and 
want  of  caution."     What,  then,  are  we  to 
do  ?     We  all  know  that  when  a  witness 
gives  his  evidence  it  is  printed    by  the 
next  morning;  but  the  usual  course  for 
Committees  is  to  report  first,  and  then  the 
evidence  is  afterwards  laid  before  the  table. 
I  do  not  think  it  fair  to  sit  in  judgpnent 
upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  without  having 
the  facts  before  us,  or  to  try  to  damage 
the  character  of  a  distinguished  dignitary, 
because  it  is  supposed  that  certain  evidence 
is  given  before  the  Committee,  which  evi- 
dence we  have  not  seen.     It   would  be 
more  worthy  of  the  dignity  of  the  House 
and  in  better  taste  not  to  act  in  a  hostile 
manner    towards   the    Lord    Chancellor, 
when  the  evidence  may  probably  show  that 
he  has  been  unjustly  suspected. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  to  prolong  this  discussion  even  by  a 
few  words ;  but  I  cannot  let  it  oloee  with- 
out expressing  the  pain,  and — if  the  hon. 
and  learned    Member  for    Mallow  (Mr. 
LoDgfield)  will  allow  me  to  say  bo — the 
indignation  with  which  I  listened  to  his 
speech.     Sir,  this  House  is  composed  of 
opposite  parties,  and  it  is  perfectly  right 
for  Members  of  one  party  to  take  advan- 
tage of  any  fair  ground  for  commenting 
upon  the  conduct  of  persons   belonging 
to  the  other  party,  and  especially  of  per- 
sons who  happen  to  hold   office.      Bat 
hitherto  it  has  been  the  characteristic  of 
this  House  that,  however  great  our  ani- 
mosities or  strong  the  party  feeling  which 
divides  Gentlemen  on  one  side  from  the 
other,  at  all  events  the  persons  accused 
should  have  fair  play.     Now,   the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  not  had  fair  play  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.      It  appears 
that  the  hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
Mallow  was  present  during  the  whole  in- 
vestigation ;  he  knows,  therefore,  exactly 
what  the  evidence  given  was ;  and  yet  it 
is  stated  by  those  who  were  also  present 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
made  assertions  of  matters,  as  if  contained 


(Mr.  Ayrton).     From  the  terms  of  the  I  in  that  evidence,  which  will  not  be  found 
Question  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 1  in  the  evidence  when  it  is  produced.    It 
Mr.  Ayrton  ' 
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will  be  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  justify  his  conduct  by  making  out  the 
correctness  of  what  he  has  asserted. 

Mr.  LONGFIEU)  :  I  did  not  make  a 
singie  assertion  which  was  not  in  the  evi- 
dence; not  a  single  one. 

ViscouwT  PALMERSTON :  I  was  also, 
I  must  say,  much  grieved  to  hear  the 
bitterness  of  invective  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  threw  into  the  charges 
which  he  made  against  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. He  might  be  slightly  justified  in 
stating  that  which  was  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  and  which,  he  says,  he  heard ; 
but  he  was  not  justified  in  indulging  in 
that  bitter  personal  invective  which  was 
not  unjustly  characterized  by  the  At- 
torney General  as  more  suitable  to  the 
practice  of  the  Old  Bailey  than  to  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  profession  to 
which  he  belongs.  But  I  complain, 
moreover,  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  brought  the 
subject  under  discussion.  If  he  had  in- 
tended to  make  an  attack  upon  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  founded  on  evidence  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  but  of  which  he  had 
cognizance,  he  ought,  at  all  events,  to 
have  given  notice  of  his  intention.  But 
the  notice  which  he  gave  was  of  a  ques- 
tion to  be  asked ;  and  so  little  did  that 
notice  indicate  his  intention  of  making  a 
virulent  personal  attack  on  the  Lord 
Chancellor  that  I  was  going  to  answer 
the  question  instead  of  the  Attorney 
General,  believing  that  the  real  point 
which  he  wanted  to  know  was  what 
course  the  Government  was  to  take  when 
the  evidence  was  produced.  I  was  going 
to  tell  him  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  submit  the  evi- 
dence to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
in  order  that  such  legal  steps  might  be 
taken  as  might  be  justified  by  the  state 
of  the  case.  And  so  much  did  the  Ques- 
tion pat  upon  the  paper  imply  that  it 
was  directed  against  other  persons,  and 
not  against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  it 
asks  what  steps  are  to  be  taken  against 
"the  parties  implicated?''  Sir,  I  can 
only  regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  taken  a  course  which,  I 
think,  is  so  entirely  different  and  so  much 
opposed  to  that  which  even  the  most 
violent  party  Members  are  in  the  habit  of 
pursuing ;  and  I  am  convinced  that  when 
this  evidence  is  in  the  hands  of  Members 
they  will  come  to  a  very  different  conclu- 
sion firom  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  that  they  will  find  that,  so  fax  from 


that  evidence  being  the  foundation  of 
charges  such  as  those  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  made  against  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  it  will  bear  out  the  Re* 
port  of  the  Committee,  which  acquits  him 
of  being  actuated  by  any  improper  motives 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  these  trans- 
actions. 

Question,  ''That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn,"  put,  and  negatived, 

PROROGATION  OF   THE  PARLIAMENT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHARLES  FORSTER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  it  was 
probable,  taking  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness into  account,  that  the  Session  might 
be  brought  to  an  end  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  believe, 
as  far  as  the  Public  Business  before  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  is  concerned, 
there  is  nothing  which  would  keep  Parlia- 
ment sitting  longer  than  Thursday  week  ; 
and  that  event  which  we  are  all  looking 
forward  to  may  take  place  on  that  day — 
Thursday,  the  6th  of  July — at  tlie  latest. 
I  know  that  there  are  railway  Bills  now 
before  the  House  of  Lords  which  some 
are  of  opinion  would  be  concluded  some 
few  days  later  than  the  6th,  and  that  a 
wish  has  been  expressed  that  Parliament 
should  be  kept  sitting  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  the  squabbles  of  those  railway 
companies.  But  we  all  know  the  great 
public  inconvenience  which  would  result 
from  any  unnecessary  delay  with  respect 
to  the  elections.  The  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  in  fact,  is  interested  in  the  mat- 
ter. Great  trouble  has  been  taken,  great 
expense  incurred,  and  great  inconvenience 
is  felt ;  and  therefore  I  think  the  House 
will  be  of  opinion  that  Government  is 
right  in  preferring  the  public  advantage 
to  the  interest  of  Uiese  particular  railway 
companies.  Indeed,  it  is  entirely  in  the 
power  of  those  who  have  an  interest  in 
these  disputes  to  reinstate  the  Bills  next 
Parliament  in  the  position  in  which  they 
will  be  left  by  the  dissolution,  which  will 
take  place  next  Thursday  week. 

HooM  adjourned  at  a  qtiarter 
after  Eight  o^cloek. 


HOITBE    07    X.0IID8, 
WtdnM^,  June  26,  1866. 


Their  Lordahipa  met :  and  h»Ting  gon« 
through  the  BauaoM  m  the  Paper  wiUioat 
debate, 


lulf  put  Ten  o'elook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMOirS, 
Wwhutdm/,  June  28,  1865. 

HINUTES.}— Ptnuo  tnu—SeeoniBM^inff— 
Portmaster  General*  [1441 

nird  Staditiff—Clmaai  Sabueriptien' {Lord*] 
riVfi];  Turnpike  A4i  Cantimiuioe  ■  [237]: 
ColonU  Docki  L<na(  •  j;;|3a] ;  MarTiagas  Lam- 
borne  *  [Lordt]  [B371,  and  patted. 

WiOtdra'ain  —  Teats  Abolition  (Oxford)  •  fSS)  ; 
Capital  Funithmeati  vithia  Gaol*  (SO);  Buk 
MotM  lung  (Smttasd)'  (12S). 

CAFI^AI.   PUNISHVENTS    WITHIN 

GKQIA    BILL. 

[biu.  30.]     Gvmn)  sxaudto. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HIBBBRT  said,  he  regrattad  he 
vu  obliged  to  mo*e  that  the  Order  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  BUI  bo  dii- 
oharged.  He  did  lo  o*iag  to  the  fact 
that  the  Report  of  ihe  Capital  Funiah- 
ment  CommUiion  had  not  jet  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Honae.  Be  might  be  per- 
mitted to  atate  that  a  vrong  impreaaion 
aeemed  to  be  prevalent  ««  lo  the  nature  of 
the  Bill.  It  waa  aot  intended  to  authoriae 
what  were  called  priTate  eieoutiotia.  On 
the  eontrary,  the  aherij?  would  have  power 
nnder  it  to  admit  w  nan;  of  the  publio  to 
be  present  at  eieoutiema  as  he  should  think 
fit ;  and  oartiGoatOf  froffi  the  prison  olBcials 
would  be  given  that  t)|p  sentence  of  death 
had  been  dul;  carried  oat  in  each  case. 
If  ha  flhould  h»*s  Uie  hwour  of  a  seat  in 
the  next  P«riiament,  he  would  re-introduce 
the  Bill. 

Order  diteharged. 

Bill  wUhdraton. 

HooM  a^nmed  at  One  o'dodc. 


UOVaS    OF    {.OKPfl, 
ThuriSts,  Jvn»  29,  186S. 

KUniTEB.]— Pdbuo  Bilui—  Stemd  BttHtg 

— Crown  SBiU.*o.*(lS7)i  CoaaolidaM  Fnd 
(Appropriation)*;  Expirinf  Ijiwi CentiQiiaim* 
(3ZA)  ;  Poor  Law  Board  CoDtiiiaaaoe  (337) : 
Colonial  Doeki  Lo>Da*(33I):  TnrDpfte  AcU 
CoMinDaaoa  *  (339)  ;  Looal  OoTamniMt  Snp- 
plemnUl  (1(d.S)*  (IS8) :  HarwMi  Battea-* 
(197). 

Stleet  Canimiate—  Bepvrt  —  'PitT  and  Harb*ar 
Orders  Coofirmation  (No.  3)  *  (IBS). 

ConanitUe  —  Peace  Preserratton  (Ireland}  Art 
(I3H)  AmaDdment  (200);  Greenwieh  Hm- 
piCal*  (176)1  Fin  Brigmds  (Uelropolii)* 
(31fi};  TwnpikeTnwta  ArraiigeBieBU*(3ie>: 
Ajr  Banhi  Eleation*(lB6) :  Falmouth  Bo- 
nngh*  ^01) ;  Comptroller  of  tbe  Exebt^ner 
and  Fablio  Audit*  (313);  Inland  Eterenae- 
(221);  lDdemDitj*(333);  Compound  Spirit* 
Warehooaing  *  (224). 

lt«fK)rt— Pritoni  (238);  Greaawich  Boipttal* 
(176);  Salmon  FUherj  Aot  (ISfll)  Amied- 
ment  •(236);  Fire  Brigade  (Metropoliij* 
(915):  Tnm)rike  Tmits  Arraogemeati  •  (914); 
Arr  Bu-gh*  Eleotion  •  ( 186) ;  Falmooth  Bo- 
rongb*  (301);  ComptroUw  of  the  ExobeqHt 
and  Poblio  Audit*(213):  Inland  BareDae* 
(331):  lDdemDitj*(322};  Componnd  Spiriti 
Wareboniing-(334}. 

mrd  Aeofttt^  —  Carrier!  Aet  AmendaMat* 
(198) ;  Foreign  Jurisdiotion  Aot  AneBdneat  * 
[R.L.](311);  Local  CrOTemment  Sapplemratil 
(No.  4)'(20S);  Narjand  Marine*  (Praperl; 
of  Decraied)*  (230);  Roohdale  Vioarage* 
[B.L.]  (21S) :  NaTal  Diacipline  Aot  Amendment* 
[B.L.]  (314) ;  Sagar  Dntlaa  and  Drawbaeka* 
(ISA),  andpoMMl. 

Wil/idrmnt—DiTiiii)  Wonhip  in  the  Chufsh  af 
England  (318). 

Bogal  Attent — Fortlflaation>(ProTiaioni  ft>r  El- 
pan*a>)r28A20F!c(.e.  61]:  Dookjard  Bxlea- 
*ionE  [38  &  30  Vint.  t.  fil] :  Brminage  aad  b»- 
prorement  of  Land*  Aota  (Iraland)  A— d 
ment  [38  b  36  Viet.  o.  S3] :  Drainaca  and  la- 
proiement  of  Landa  (Ireland)  PranuoBal 
Order  CODflrmation  (No.  2)  [28  A  SO  YvLt. 
St\:  PbeaeanU(Ir«land)[e8AMn«.e.61]: 
Oxford  UnireraitT  (Vinerian.  Fonndation)  [iS 
A  2S  Viet.  0.  6S]  i  Sbeep  and  OaUla  [38  *  It 
Vict.  0.  eO] ;  Traipaag  (Sootland)  lSS  4  10 
Viet.  c.  6V\;  Ecdesiaatical  Leaaing  Aot(lB5S) 
Amendment  [38  it  20  Viii,  o.  6T\;  Pitr  and 
Harbour  Orders  Conflmution  [SS  A  91  VitL 
0.  fiS]  i  PiloUge  Order  ConarmatiM  (Ho.  1} 
[38  di  30  Viet.  o.  SO] :   Chnroba*  aad  Ghi^eU 


Ftcl.  e.«a]:  Sewage  Utiliiation  rSS**! 
Viet.  0. 76] :  Paraonagea  [98  A  30  Fu(.«.  SO]; 
Halt'  Dutj  [38  t  30  Vi-t.  o.  se]  ;  Elnnloire 
UarlMnr  [28  &  30  Viet.e.  67]  ;  Eoele^xliaal 
CommiBalan(Saperann  nation  Allowan>ea)[98  * 
90  Viet.  e.  08]  i  War  DepartaMol  Tnmmr 
0)».Mi)  [38  *  39  Viet.  o.  74] ;  ~        '  ' 


'1  not  be  draws  iotp  » 


e.  73] :  H.tioMl  GiU<T7  (Dohlio)  [28  A  36  h^  hoped  th»t  the  oc 

Viet.  0.  711  ;  Mortgage  Dcbentnrei  pS  *  M  .■■     .'^.,.   „  _„  ,  j   . 

■Ffct*.  reV:    Unlorca«it««baitT  TW  *  »  ^"  ifl*tWice  would   I 

Vitt.  B.  79];   LnMiio  Aurinm  Aoc  (lassj.  pMoedeat. 


„  AnwndnMint  [2»A  sa  Tid.o.  80] ;  PuUip  Mglifln  agrtodio. 
Boom  CIoaiDg  Aat[16e4)  AnwndmflDt  m  & 
30  fit*,  o.  771. 

-*  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

DIVISIONS  OT'TBTS  HOUSE.  Lord  REDBBDALB  moMd, 

Stwiding  Order  No.  39  coiuidered  Ua-  „  "  """t''"  ''"^•r  "^  "<"'*'»  """t  »?•  Bill  or 

]■        .    n  I     \      _]     _   _i   J        r  II    _  Bill!  WDioD  an  enlsred  for  oonuoeration  «d  toe 

cording  tg  Order),  i^ld  wnended  as  foUow« :  „j^^^  ^  „,,  ^^^  ^,  ^,^  j,^^  ,^  ^^ 

AFtv  the  Wordi  ("  the    ilouae  shall  be  twdesw  vliuli  auiaikve  op  T'^wlfjf  nod  Ttian- 

summoDed")  iniert."  or  Notice  shKll  bav^  daj'" 

been  in  the  Minutei").  Uotion  agreed  to, 

PRIVATE  BILLS.  DIVINE  WORSHIP  IN  THE  CHURCH  OF 

Standing  Order  No.  181,  Sect.  2  cm-  ENGLUfD  BILIr-(No  ai8.) 

ridered  (according  to  Order),  and  amended  bill  wnmiRAWir. 

*?  Wlor'  •  .*""("  ^f^"^^.  ^'"'') '" '*^  Order  rf  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 

Fint  liino  inaert  ("  authorising  the  boa-  ■      ^^j                   ^ 

atriiotion  of  Worka  bv  other  thap  a"  e^-  *_        \,                         ■wrTmHin..™  ^«iw. 

jating  Railway  Company  incorporated  by  .T==     M*'^'™".    °'    WB8TMEATH 

Act  of  Parliament,  and  which  has  during  "'.^  •">  ^^^  ^«"  induced  to  hnng  in  the 

ihe  Year  laat  paid  DiTidenda  on  its  ordi-  ^'".''y  *^«  obsefftt-on"  ^  the  nght  rer. 

nary  ^hara  Capital"),  P'«''t«  t*"*  Bi.hop  of  London  a  few  e»en- 

'                   "^  fnga  ago  on  a  subject  which  fce  (the  Mar- 

FRIVATE  BILLS  <{ueia  of  Westmeatli)  t)ien  bronght  before 

WAOTWa  oaDBHS  DiaPBKeBD  vm.  their  Lordrfiip.  hajing  reference  to  popish 

practice*  in  the  Church  of  England.     The 

The  Sunding  Ordei-a  of  the  House  eon-  right  rer.  Prelate  then  admitted  the  ne- 

aidand  [aeeording  to  Order).  ceasity  of  a  change  in  the  law.  and  stated 

ttoved,  That  the    Standing    Ordera  of  that  he  should  be  willing  to  giie  his  snp- 

the  House  be  ditpemed  with  in  relation  to  port  to  any  measure  having  for  its  object 

Private  Bills  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Sea-  to  remedy  the  existing  evils.     At  present, 

aion. — (7^  Chairman  of  Committeei.)  if  any  clergyman  were  proceeded  again! t 

LOM)  CAMPBELL  took  the  opportunity  '<"■    »"?    infraction    of    the    Rubrics,    it 

©fauggeatirg  that  the  number  of  Members  ""i^*'  ^^    necessary  by  appeal    after    ap- 

fbnning  the  Committees  upon  Private  Bills  P"'  '<»  B"  '»  ^^  Bishop's  Court,  then  to 

•houldTie  reduced  from  fi.e  to  three.    The  '*>"  Court  of   Arches,  then  to  the  Court 

rnqnisition  pf   so  Urge  a  number  as  five  o*    Delegates,    and    then    to    the    PrivT 

Membera  rendered  it  difficult  to  find  Peers  Council  — a    roundabout    prooesa,    which 

to  act  upon  Corotiiittees  ;  and  the  fact  was  «!"'«■■  prevented  a  remedy  for  the  efll,  or 

that  the  business  was  really  done  by  the  amerced  the  Bishop  In  heavy  coata.     The 

Chairman  and  (he  two  noble  Lords  who  '■esult  was  that  many  persons  were  enoonr- 

aat  immediately  on  his  right  and  left  hand.  »sed  to  disregard  the  law,  in  the  hope  that 

The  other  Members  of  the  Committee  were  ""  ""'"^^  """'"^  ■>«  '"^n  "^  '•■e''  default. 

turely  ornamental.     The  number  of  Mem-  The  Bill  consisted  of  three  material  clanseaj 

tra  of  which  the  Committees  of  the  other  '•'«  fi"'  allowed  a  reasonable  amount  of 

House  consisted  had  already  been  reduced  "nsing.  "nd  gave  an  option  to  read  or  sing 

horn  five  to  four.  certain  parts  of  the  service.     The  second 

Lord  REDESDAI^B  said,  he  thought  «penled  so  much  of  one  of  the  Eubrica  as 

that  five  was  a  much  better  number  than  enacted — 

either  thiee  or  four.     But,  while  objecting  "  Tl*t  •"«!'  omawaats  of  (he  Cfcurah  tat  of 

lo   the   reduction   of  the   number  of   the  the  mini.M™  th«™of,  .t  .11  tin».  of  their  rainl^ 

..      ,            .    ■    ■     T      1  ,  .     •    n  tration,  ihall  be  reUiDsd  and  be  in  D«a  ■■  wera 

Members  of  tl)eir  Lordships     Committeei  i^^t  Church  of  England  by  the  aUhorltr  of 

la   ordinary    oaaes,    be    had   to   ask   their  Parliamept iotlMMoead jsaroFtlMraifaof King 

Lordships  that  two  particular  Bills  should  Edward  the  Sixth." 

be  referred  to  a  Committee,  to  consist  of  The  third  required  tba  minister  of  erprj 

hinuelf  and  \iia    other  noble  (iprds  who  pai'ieh  to  oonform,  apd  gave  poww  to  the 

were  Chairmen  of  pommittees.    T.liip  h^  Bishop  (o  ^jtTP?  (i1>f<Mopaii  by  ■Rsp^pJiflg 
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him,  and  asBigning  a  portion  of  his  income 
to  a  curate  to  perform  the  seryioe.  He 
had  recelTed  a  letter  from  a  clergyman, 
who  stated  that  he  was  an  incumhent  of  a 
parish  in  the  London  diocese  for  thirty 
years,  and  that  he  was  one  of  those  who 
agreed  in  the  main  with  the  principles  of 
Dr.  Pusey,  and  was  lahouring  to  promote 
the  revival  of  what  he  called  Catholicism  in 
England.  After  such  a  distinct  declara- 
tion from  one  of  these  clergymen  their 
Lordships  would  see  what  clergymen  hold- 
ing these  views  would  do  if  they  could,  and 
the  necessity  there  was  of  such  a  Bill  as 
this  in  order  to  control  them. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  inquired  whether 
the  nohle  Marquess  intended  to  move  the 
second  reading? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  nohle  Marquess  would  not 
press  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
subject  was  a  very  important  one,  and  it 
was  undesirable  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  should  be  taken  formally  upon  the 
Bill  at  this  time  of  the  Session,  and  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  measure 
was  brought  in.  His  noble  Friend  had, 
no  doubt,  done  justice  to  himself  in  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill  ;  but  he  must  have 
known  that  the  day  he  had  named  for  its 
second  reading  was  one  upon  which  it  would 
be  impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  discuss 
it.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  give  their  Lordships  the 
trouble  of  expressing  an  opinion  one  way 
or  the  other  upon  the  measure. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  sure 
that  if,  after  consulting  with  the  right 
rev.  Bench,  the  noble  Marquess  should  feel 
it  to  he  his  duty  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
this  subject  next  Session,  the  House  would 
give  it  every  consideration;  but  he  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  now  before  their 
Lordships. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
he  would  not  press  their  Lordships  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  on  this  occasion  ; 
and  moved  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  be  discharged. 

Motion  (igrted  to. 

Bill  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  mthdravm, 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
(no.  227.)      SECOND  READING. 

Montd,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.— 
{The  Earl  de  Grey.) 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  when  a  Bill  of  this  nature  was  brought 

Snh  M^rjum  of  WHttmth 


forward  without  any  observation  from  the 
Minister  by    whom   it   was    proposed,   it 
seemed  as  though  the  time  was  come  when 
it  would  be  better   that   the   Poor   Law 
Board   should  be  made  a  permanent  De- 
partment.    One  great  duty  would  be  cast 
on  the  Board  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  the  poor — that  of  re- 
constructing a  great  majority  of  the  unions 
of  the  country.     The  Union  Chargeability 
Bill  had  been  passed  without  any  Returns 
being  laid  before  Parliament  to  show  the 
incidence  of  taxation  throughout  the  conn- 
try,   and    he  thought   it   would   be  found 
that  in  many  places  which  had  expected 
to  gain  great  benefit  from  the  change  there 
would   be    no   advantage   at    all   gained. 
Where  the  town  was  large  there  would  be 
no  benefit ;    while    in  particular  parishes 
the  increase  of  charge  would  be  enormous. 
He  had  obtained  Returns   from  his  own 
neighbourhood,  and  he  found  that  in  Chel- 
tenham, a  town  of  40,000  inhabitants,  in 
the   middle  of  eleven   or   twelve  agricul- 
tural parishes,  the  benefit  would  be  con- 
fined to  a  rate  of  1  \d,  per  head.     But  in 
the  same  union  there  was  an  agrieultural 
parish  with  no  poor  which  paid    £25  to 
the  common  fund,  in  which  the  taxation 
would  be  increased  180  per  cent.     This 
parish  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
town  of  Cheltenham.     In  the  same  way 
there   would  be   an  increase   of   100  per 
cent   on    the  taxation   of  an  agricultural 
parish  in  the  union  of  Tewkesbury.     The 
result  of  this  new   law,  if  unaccompanied 
by  a  re-construction  of  the  unions,  would 
be  that  proprietors  of  land  who  had  well 
managed   their   property  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  rate  in  aid  of  other  pro- 
prietors who  had  neglected  or  mismanaged 
their  property.     He  feared  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  find  that  under  the  new 
law  there  would  be  many  more  paupers, 
as  the  employers  of  labour  would  no  longer 
have  a  direct  personal  interest  in  relieving 
the    rates   by    giving    employment.     He 
feared  also  that  there  would  be  less  dis- 
cretion shown  in  the  apportionment  of  re- 
lief, and  consequently  there  would  be  less 
economy  than  there  was  at  present.  Ano- 
ther result   would  be  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  cease  to  be  eomposed  of 
the  best  men  in  the  parishes,  but  woold 
fall    into  the  hands  of   busy  meddlers, 
whose  administration  would  not  be  so  use- 
ful either  to  the  poor  or  to  the  ratepayers. 
Earl  DE  GREY  and  BIPON  said,  as 
the  Bill  was  a  mere  Oontinaaoee  Bill  he 
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had  not  thought  it  neoessarj  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  anj  remarks  upon 
it.  The  apprehension  of  such  evils  as  the 
noble  Earl  expected  would  flow  from  the 
passing  of  the  measure  which  had  been 
adopted  bj  large  majorities  in  both  Houses 
was,  he  conceived,  a  good  reason  for  pass- 
ing such  a  Continuance  Bill  as  this.  The 
merits  of  the  Union  Cbargeabilitj  Bill  had 
been  so  recently  discussed  by  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
to  enter  again  into  the  subject 

Motion  ogrMd  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ing! Jt  and  commitud  to  a  Committee'  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

PRISONS  BILL-^No.  228.) 
BEPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Or- 
der). 

Earl  GRANVILLE  stated,  that  the 
Government  had  considered  some  objections 
which  had  been  raised  on  a  former  occa- 
sion by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Chelmsford),  and  had  proposed  certain 
Terbal  Amendments  to  meet  those  objec- 
tions. With  respect  to  an  objection  taken 
by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  to 
the  combination  of  low  diet  and  solitary 
confinement  in  cases  of  short  sentences, 
the  Home  Office  had  considered  the  point, 
but  saw  no  reason  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  clause. 

Further  Amendments  made  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  3*  To-morrow, 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(18M)  AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  200.) 

OOMMITTEE. 

Moved,  That  the  House  be  now  put 
into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill. — (7%^ 
Lord  Steward.) 

TuM  Marqubsb  of  CLANRICARDE 
•aid,  that  he  did  not  desire  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  measure,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  thought  it  required  some  justifica- 
tion, for  in  effect  it  handed  over  the  county  to 
the  police  and  the  stipendiary  magistrates. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
▼emment  to  an  outrage  which  had  recently 
occurred  at  Annaghmore  in  the  north  of 
Ireland.  It  appeared  from  the  report  in 
The  Times  that  the  Roman  Catholics  in  a 
district  of  the  north  of  Ireland  were  accus- 
tomed to  celebrate  Midsummer's  Eve  by 
bonfires.  On  the  occasion  in  question  they 
had  reason  to  apprehend  these  festivities 
would  be  interrupted  by  the  OrangemeD,  and 


accordingly  some  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  provided  themselves  with  firearms. 
During  the  festivities  on  the  night  of  the 
23rd  of  June  last  the  Roman  Catholic  party 
were  informed  that  an  Orange  rabble  was 
coming  towards  them.  The  armed  Roman 
Catholics  at  once  proceeded  in  the  direction 
indicated  and  discharged  their  firearms 
among  their  opponents,  wounding  seven  peo- 
ple, and  one  of  them  so  severely  that  he  had 
consequently  died.  Such  an  occurrence 
would  make  it  appear  doubtful  whether 
Ireland  possessed  any  Government  or  any 
police,  for  it  did  not  seem  that  any  steps 
were  taken  by  the  police  to  prevent  an 
infraction  of  the  peace,  although  it  was 
well  known  that  this  celebration  was  to 
take  place,  and  that  encounters  between 
the  Roman  Catholics  and  the  Orange- 
men had  occurred  on  these  occasions 
in  former  years.  In  spite  of  Parliament 
being  called  upon  to  give  its  attention  to 
Peace  Preservation  Acts,  and  in  spite  of 
the  lesson  which  the  Belfast  riots  should 
have  conveyed,  there  appeared  a  great 
negligence  somewhere  with  reference  to 
these  matters.  He  believed  that  they  were 
ruining  the  constabulary  of  Ireland,  as  far 
as  constabulary  purposes  were  concerned, 
by  drill,  parade,  and  constant  attention  to 
other  military  duties.  It  was  important 
that  these  matters  should  receive  conside- 
ration, because  anniversaries  of  a  similar 
kind  were  approaching.  He  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  had  occurred  with  reference 
to  this  outrage,  and  whether  any  commu- 
nication had  been  had  with  the  magis- 
trates, either  local  or  stipendiary,  upon  the 
subject. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  had 
received  from  the  police  a  report  of  what 
had  occurred  in  the  county  of  Armagh  on 
the  23rd  instant,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
by  this  time  a  further'  report  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  would 
of  course  take  proper  measures.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  in  his 
attacks  upon  the  Irish  constabulary  ;  and, 
considering  that  there  were  five  counties  in 
which  these  lamentable  affrays  had  oc- 
curred, that  they  contained  1,250,000  in- 
habitants, and  an  area  of  between  4,000 
and  5,000  square  miles,  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  very  wonderful  that  the  belligerents 
should  occasionally  meet.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  if  the 
noble  Marquess  should  move  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  matter,  instead 
of  making  these  violent  attacks.  So  far 
as  the  anniversaries  which  it  waa  usual  to 
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eeiebrate  in  Iba  BOrU*  of  Ireland  in  th*  | 
month  of  Jn\j  wwe  concerned,  he  be^ 
lioTe^  it  had  dlwajpa  been  the  praotioo'tf 
the  Lord  LiMtenantI  to  dontuk  wilh  tBitf 
BMigiBtraieB andpoliee  atuihoritiea sa* to'the 
heat  BtiepB  to  be  taken*  to  proTeat  the  oo» 
ewrrenoe  of  riots  in  thoae  oaaes,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  iieeeBaiU7 
meaaores  with  that  objeet  iroold  he  adopted 
this  year. 

Tbb  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  aaidv 
that  when  he  brought  the  question  before 
the  House  on  » former  ooeaaion,  the  noble 
Eari  made  precisely  the  same  suggestions 
ae  to  his  moving  for  n  Commttiee  or  a 
Commission  ;  but  when  he  came  down  to 
the  House  the  next  day  to  more  fer  an 
inquiry*  ezpeoting  the  assent  of  the  Go- 
Ttrnment,  he  was  swrprilved  to  find^  tbnt 
the  noble  Sari  would  wcf^  aaseilt  to  the 
Motion* 

Motion  agr^  ta. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Earlof  DONOUGHMORE  moMdl 
n  new  clause  providing  that  wheneter  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  eiercised  the  power  of 
proclamation  prorided*  in  the  Bill,  a  copy 
of  the  proclamation  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  within  fourteen  days. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  re- 
gretted that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  not 
such  as  to  render  it  expedient  to  dispenae 
with  this  Act ;  but  the  fact  was  that  every 
Lord  Lieutenant  since  1847  had  thought 
that  the  Act  should  be  continued.  It  was 
quite  trne  that  apparent  quietness  existed 
in  many  places  which  were  proclaimed  ; 
but  this  was  more  the  consequence  of  the 
proclamation  than  a  fact  which  showed  the 
prudence  of  dispensing  with  it.  It  was 
necessary  that  the  power  of  proclamation 
should  be  exercised  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  those  illegal  societies  which  set  them- 
aelves  up  against  the  law  and  inspired  the 
loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  with  con- 
tinual dread.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  with  the  advice  of  the  Law  Offi- 
cers, was  desirous  of  withdrawing  some  of 
the  proclamations,  and  he  thought  that  the 
matter  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executire.  He  deemed  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  to  be  super- 
fluous. 

Thk  EabL  of  DONOIJGHMORE  said, 
aa  the  clause  was  not  objected  to  he  sup* 
posed  it  was  to  be  adopted. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
The  Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be  re^ 
06ivad  2VMnorfot0, 

jOrrl  ChratwiOe 


CLERICAL  StiBSCttlPTIOir  BILL  [ha.] 

(no.  230.)      OOHSIDEnATIOK. 

Commons  Amendmenti  catnidmred  {m- 
cording  to  Order) ;  aome  agreed  to  ;  boom 
dmagreed  to  ;  and  a  Committee  appciated 
to  prepare  Reaaona  to  be  offered  to  the 
Sommona  for  the  Lords  diangreeing  to  die 
iand  Amendments :  The  CommHtee  te 
Bleet  T(Mnorrow,  at  a  Quarter  before  Fcor 
o'Okiek. 

tfoose  adjoamed  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  Te^omnr,  balf 

past  Tea  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTiday,  June  29,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  Pdbuo  Bills—  BeiobUUmi  m 

CommittM — East  India  (Revenae  AooounU). 
FirH  Reading — Foreign  Joritdietion  Act  Amoid- 

ment*  [Ix/rdi]  [351]  ;    Roohdale  Yieangs* 

[Lordi]  [353]. 
Contmtft«d— Admiralty,  Ao.,  Aots  Repeal*  \LtM 

[343];  Dockyards  Porto  RegalatioQ^flordil 

[844];    Admiralty  Powers,  Ac.^  (rf-cesMi.] 

[Lorrff]  [348]. 
ie^N>n— Admiralty,  te.  Aots  Repeal*  [Lofif\ 

'343];  Dockyard  Porto  Refulation*  [Liidfl 
'344];  Admiralty  Powers,  dw.*  (rtf^CMMS.) 
\Lofdt\  [348]. 

INDIA— MEDICAL   OFFICERS. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  BAZLEY  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Indis^ 
Whether  it  is  true  or  iiot»  a«  stated  in 
the  United  Service  QazeUe  and  Home 
News,  that  the  Indian  Medical  Warrant  has 
been  cancelled?  If  snch  be  the  case, what 
measures  are  to  be  taken  as  regards  tiie 
pay  and  organization  of  the  Kedieal  De- 
partment^ and  wh^  Will  those  measilNs  be 
reported  to  the  House  ?  and  why,  pendssg 
snch  changes,  Medical  Officers  in  India 
have  not  at  least  reoeivied  the  pay  of  tiieir 
relative  ranks } 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  had  introduced  a  Bill  last  year  ftr 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  to  obtain  a  snffioient  num- 
ber of  assistant  surgeons  horn  those  whs 
had  entered  the  Queen's  general  serrioe 
by  competition  to  form  ai  Medical  Sisff 
Corps  for  Indian  The  Hoftts  was  plesssd 
to  throw  out  that  Bill  on  the  third  read* 
ing,  and  he  was  tiiMreibve  oompelled  ti 
nuoBftaia  asspatet»ostebUshwieiitist  Jatau 
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Tll#  €klnmm#ttt  of  India  h«d  written  in 
rntf  tftrong  lerm^  ik;tethi|f  ant  file  great 
cRaMtaatiigep  and  gi^al  additienal  eicpeiise 
oagBCd  by  Hie  nttdnteaanoe  of  tlie  doable 
esteMiBbriient;  b€it»e<8tei]»had  been>tid00n 
in  odnee^pieAee  of  thoee  repneeentatlonfe 
The  Btatem«nti  tKei^re,  iaiplied>  in  tke 
question  ai  biif  bon.  Friend  wm  0athifibf 
moofMot?;  tbe  Wammt  bad  noi  been 
omoelled^  and^  ai*  fSvr  as  be  bad  bettrd, 
great  eatialbetioQ  waa  Mt  by  tlto  Modioli 
OAoen  in  India  at  tbeir  porition  and  pi^. 

HOME   caoWlf  TOBACCO. 

QUESnOV. 

Ms.  SCULLY  aaid,  be  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Cbanoellor  of  the  Exoheqner,  Would  it 
not  be  pnietioable  to  devise  some  conre- 
nient  mode  of  lerying  a  duty  upon  "Eoate 
Giown  Tobfloco,  so  as  to  admit  its  profitable 
oalti?ation'  in>  tiiese  Gountriea  withoui  loss 
to  tbe  Imperial  Eevenue  ? 

Thk  CHANGELLOB  or  thx  EXCHIU 
QU£&  saidr  be  was-  sorry  to  say  that, 
while  be  entifely^reoogniaed  the  importance 
of  the  subject  and  the  principle  on  which 
the  questioa  proeeeded,  the  Gkiyemmeiit 
bad  nerer  yet  seen  their  way  to  any  plan 
fbr  giring  effsot  to  the  suggestion.  It 
would  be  rery  desirable,  if  only  fbr  tbe 
purpose  of  giving  satisfaction  to  tiie  public 
mind,  that  there  should  be  no  absolute 
prohibition  of  tbe  growth  of  any  commo- 
dity in  Uiia  country.  He  always  bad 
weloomedy  and  always  should  welcome, 
any  propoiNd  which  purported  to  provide 
tbe  means  of  raising  Tobacco  so  as  not  to 
give  a  boanty  upon  tbe  growth  of  it  in 
tbia  country,  which  would,  of  course,  be 
hostile  to  tbe  public  interest.  But  hitherto 
all  such  attempts  bad  failed.  The  plans 
which  had  been  proposed  bad  all  proved 
nnaatisfaotory,  and  be  did  not  think  the 
beet  authorities  were  sanguine  that  any 
SBtiafaotory  plan  could  be  proposed.  He 
ibooid  be  very  glad  indeed  if  bis  bon. 
Friend  or  any  one  else  could  solve  the 
pM>blem. 

^  Mb.  SCULLY  gave  notice  of  his  inten- 
tton  to  move  fbr  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the-  subjeotl  in  the  ooureo  of 
■to  oeKt  Session. 

BRITISH   INDIA  AND  COLONUL  tRUST 
AND  AGBNCT  CORPORATION  (LIMITED). 

QUSaXIOK. 

Mm  CSLhWFOBJy  said,  be  wiabed  to 
tbe  PrcBdent  of  tbo  Board!  «f  Trade, 


Wbetiief  it  be  lame  Itet  a  Charter  of  In- 
corpoiatioa  baa  been  gMmted  by  the  Crown 
to  the  *'  British  India  and  Colonial  Trust 
and  Agency  Corporation  (limited),"  and, 
if  00)  ttiat  b#  wiU^  state  the  grounde  on 
which  such  Charter  was  granted  to  a  Com- 
pany constituted  under  the  provisions  of 
the  "Limited  Liability  Act;'/  whether 
similar  privileges  will  be  accorded  to  other 
Companies  similarly  constituted;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  consent  to  lay  the  Correspon- 
dence in  the  particular  case  in  question 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  MILKER  GIBSON  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Crown  had  not  been  advised  to 
grant  a  Charter  to  the  Company  in  ques- 
tion. There  would  be  no  objection  to  lay 
tbe  Correspondence  on  the  table  when  it 
was  concluded.  With  regard  to  giving 
similar  privileges  to  other  Companies,  every 
case  must  be  decided  on  its  merits. 

indiap-grievances  op  INDUN 
officers.— ^estion. 

CoLOKBL  STKES  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Boyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  griev- 
ances of  Indian  Officers  has  been  appointed, 
the  names  of  the  Commisrioners,  when  the 
Commission  is  likely  to  commence  its 
labours,  and  whether  the  717  PetitLons 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  can 
be  brought  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  WOOD  raplied,  that  he 
was  very  anxious  that  the  Commission 
should  have  been  sooner  appointed,  but 
he  had  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing the  services  of  a  suitable  Chairman. 
He  was  anxious  that  his  noUe  Friend 
(Lord  Hotham),  who  had  sat  on  both  the 
previous  Commissions,  should  undertake 
the  duty,  but  the  noble  Lord  felt  an 
over-scrupulous  delicacy  on  the  subject, 
and  feared  that,  as  he  had  voted  with 
him  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  in  the  division 
against  the  Motion  of  Captain  Lewis,  it 
might  be  supposed  that  he  would  not 
bring  that  absolute  impartiality  to  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  which  would 
naturally  be  expected  from  the  Chair- 
man. The  noble  Lord  therefore  declined, 
although  he  (Sir  C&aTles  Wood)  was  cer- 
tain that  no  one  dse  would  have  doubted 
the  noble  Lord's  impartiality.  The  Com- 
mission, however,  bad  been  appointed. 
On  Monday  laat  tb»  Commissioners  beld 
their  first  meeting,  and  they  had  been  in 
commiflaiflation  wkh  him  upcui  theagpoint^ 
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ment  of  8  SeoretazT-    The  namet  of  tb  abont  to  make.     I  am  not  auie  whctiHr 

ComminioDen  would  appear  to-moirow  ii  m^  Toioe  will  enable  me  to  go  tiuoogh 

the  OautU.  vitb  it,   bat  1  waa  very  anxioiia  not  to 

delay  for   a  aingle    day  the    itatemeat 

laULAHB— THE  RAILWAT  ST9TEU.  whicb  the  Committee,  I  am  sore,  wiahei 

«nB8TioM,  to  be  made  in  regard  to  Indian  flnanoe. 

Mn.  MONSELL  uid,  he  wonld  beg  t,  "  '  "  ^^  ?r°t.  ""^   ."^'"^ 

aek  Mr.   Ch.noello.  of   the  Ei.h^er  Tf  "  ."4  ■■°'  ^  ^ '"'  »'  J* 

mother  lb.  Eridenoe  taken  by  the  Kail  '"f,  ","»'  °^  !»»•'■  »''  the  CommjBo. 

way  Commi»ion.r.on  the  Iri.h  Emlwa,  '^''  I  •?'  "nre,  exou«i  me  for  m^ 

iy.tem  wiU  be  Uid  befcre  the  Hon»  hefon  ^  "I"?*   'L?"''  »?  'n""'  J'.  .^ 

the  end  of  the  Seaion  ?  '?«»  °"™  °'?»^.  "  ""•  f"""  ""'  "^ 

Tn.  CHAHCELLOE  or  he  EXCBE  ■'•toment  onghl  to  be  made  at  an  nher 

QDEE  «ud,  in  reply,  th.t  the  M.aj  f""' .».'  '^?  ^"'- JSt-  '"t.'*"  ' 

Comminionen  h«i  njed  every  eiertion  U  K*".  ''■'"tion"    for   opediting    the  «- 

aooelerate  their  inquiry  into  the  Iri.hK.il  '»»''.'•   '"■»    Ind.a  whieh    "•  now,  jj. 

way  .Trtem.     The,  hii  been  nnabl..  ho.  ™.'^'»«  '«.^°'.  ''.  Parl.amont,  Ijid  on  the 


wayayrtem.    Th.V  hii  been  nnable,  how    fS"°?    .u     ,,°;,,  "S  S      ^nT:  ".r! 

™»r  litl-rf.  .»!,.>  (■ V.  .  ».™rt  .,    table  hy  the  Uth  of  May.     Tinder  that 

e  piioted, 
Hemben 


ever,  hitherto  either  to  make  a  lepirt  o,    ■"""  ^  the  Uth  of  May. 

i ...        .       .     arrangement  they  oannot  well  be  pnoted, 


to  pre«ml  the  eridenoe,  and  they  thongb  armngemen.  iney  ouino,  weu  t 

it  better  not  to  bring  the  .nbiiit  befon  "J  ''.5'^,"  f'  tand.  of 

thepuhlioinaninoomplete.tati.  before  tb.  14th  of  Jnne.     It  wa.  fonni 

'  on  gomg  thit>agh   the  etatement  of  uu 

KOMiS   OiTHOLIO  BISHOPS.  S'""  T"^  ""'  '""^  i'""  '?'''  " 

the  most  emmeooa   prmoiples,  and  wen 

QUESTION.  „ry  oonfiued.     I  thought  it  bettor,  in- 

Uk.  EINNAIRD  uid,  he  would  b€^  tc  >tead  of  trying  merely  to    expedite   tiie 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniei  aoooonti,  to  go  into  au  entire  revision  of 

Whether  the  second  Roman  Catholic  Bisho[  the    whole    ByBt«m,    with    the    view  of 

about  to  be  appointed  to  the  new  see  al  putting  it    upon    clear    and    intelligibla 

Ualta  is  to  be  exempted  from  all  liability  principles   of  sound    financial    aconraoy. 

to  be  prosecuted  in  any  Court  of  Law  foi  ^'^-  Wilson  did  something  towards  that 

any  offence,  ciril  or  criminal  ?  end ;    Ur.  Laing  did  still  more ;    bnt  it 

Mb.  CARDWELL,  in  reply,  said,  th<  was  not  till  Sir  Charles  TreTelyan  aniTed 

Bishop  of  Ooza  was  not  appointed  by  the  in  India,  and  sot  to  work  with  that  mar- 

British  Oofemment  but  by  the  Court  ol  Tellous  energy  which  distinguiBhes  him, 

Rome.     In  1860  it  was  proposed  to  diridt  that  the  task  of  putting  them  on  a  sound 

the  Biabopric  of  Ifalta,  B&d  create  a  sepa-  footing,  was  undertaken  in  earnest.     Two 

rate  Bishopric  of  Goza.    His  noble  Friend  gentlemen  were  sent  out  from  this  ooan- 

at  the  head  of  the  Goveramont  assented  try  to  auist  in  this  work — Mr.   Fostec, 

to  the  arrangement  on  condition  that  the  of  the  Paymaster's  Office,  and  Mr.  Wbiffio, 

same  restriction  imposed  on  the  Bishop  ol  of  the  War  Department.     Two  other  gen- 

Maltaebouldbeimposedonthenew Bishop,  tlemen  also  gave  their  ud,  and  I  am  in 

That  arrangement  was  carried  into  effect  hopes  that  before  this  year  is  at  an  end 

lost  year,  and  instructions  were  given  tc  the  new  and  improved  system  will  have 

the  Governor  of  Malta  to  give  effect  to  been  establiehed.     It  happened  villi  this 

the  eiisting  state  of  the  law,  which  was  attempt,  as  it  has  often  happened  with 

passed  in  1828,  for  the  purpose  of  limiting  others  in  India,  that  it  was  inteirupted 

the  ecclesiastical  privileges  of  Malta,  and  ^'^Qi  time  to  time,  by  the  failure  of  ths 

that  law  exempted  from  the  jurisdiction  tiealth  of  the  gentlemen  employed;  Ur. 

of  the  temporal  tribunals  the  persons  of  Whiffin  came  home,  the  healUi  of  another 

the  Governor  and  the  Bishop.  gentleman  entirely  broke  down.  Sir  Charlci 
Frevelyau  was  obliged  to  come  home  in 

INDIA— EAST  INDIA  (REVENUE  wnsequenoe  of  serious  illoess,-  so  that  the 

ACCOUNTS)-COHJflrr££  "''"■''  "^*  retarded  through  the  failure  in 

C^der>d  in  Committee.  ^^f"  °S  ■'"\  "^  i^L  ^."l"'*'    ^^"* 

,T    .L    ,-,         -A,     .  imployed  in  it.     I  trust,  however,  that 

(In  the  Committee.)  ^forj,  yj^  g^^  ^f  (jjg  _g„  Qj^  j„,p„^ 

Six  CHARLES  WOOD  said :  I  must  ystem  which  has  been   already  applied 

throw  myself  upon  the  kind  indulgence  of  n  Bengal,  and  partly  in  the  other  po- 

th«  House  in  the  statement  which  I  un  inoes,  will  hare  been  brought  into  fall 
Sir  Ckarltt  Wind 
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operation,  and  will  have  been  perma- 
nently established  throughout  India.  I 
hope  that  those  (Gentlemen  who  are  natu- 
rally anxious  for  an  earlier  exhibition  of 
accounts  in  this  country  will  think  that 
I  have  done  rightly  in  caring  rather 
that  we  should  have  a  permanent  sys- 
tem of  accounts  based  upon  true  princi- 
plea  than  that  for  the  last,  or  present, 
or  even  next  year,  the  accounts  should  be 
preaented  two  or  three  months,  or  two  or 
three  weeks  earlier.  With  regard  to  the 
accounts  which  are  now  on  the  table,  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  the 
House  with  many  details.  It  turns  out 
that  the  surplus  for  1863-64,  accord- 
ing to  the  actual  accounts,  is  less  than 
appeared  from  the  regular  Estimates.  The 
surplus,  according  to  the  regular  Esti> 
mates,  was  £257,000,  but  the  actual  ac- 
eounts  show  that  the  surplus  was  only 
£78,000.  That  is  not  a  very  large 
amount;  the  difference  is  owing  to  the 
large  stock  of  duty  paid  salt  on  hand 
from  the  preceding  year.  A  much  more 
serious  matter  is  the  difference  between 
the  surplus  in  the  year  1863-64  and  that 
of  the  previous  year  1862-63.  In  that 
year  the  surplus  was  £1,827,000;  in 
the  last  year,  or  1863-64,  it  was  only 
£78,000,  the  falling  off  being  no  less  than 
£1,749,000.  That  falling  off,  however, 
is  almost  entirely  owing  to  that  which 
every  gentleman  knows  to  be  the  most 
uncertain  source  of  revenue  in  India — 
namely  opium.  Between  diminished  re- 
ceipts and  increased  charge  there  was  a 
difference  in  opium  returns  of  £1,673,000, 
so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  almost  the  whole 
difference  is  due  to  opium.  With  regard 
to  the  last  year,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
results  disclosed  by  the  regular  estimates 
are  much  less  satisfactory  than  those 
which  I  anticipated  at  the  time  the  Bud- 
get Estimate  was  framed.  According  to 
the  Budget  Estimates  there  would  be  a 
surplus  of  £823,000,  but  according  to  the 
regular  estimates  there  is  a  deficit  of 
£263,000,  the  calculations  being,  in  point 
of  fact,  worse  by  £1,086,000.  Now,  so 
£ir  as  the  revenue  goes,  it  is  actually 
better  than  was  estimated.  The  Budget 
Estimate  was  £46,163,000,  the  regular 
estimate  is  £46,284,000 — giving  an  in- 
crease of  £120,000.  But  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  there  is  an  increase  of  charge  of 
£1,206,000;  the  charge  in  England  is 
less,  but  there  was  an  increased  charge  in 
India  of  £1,562,000.  The  increase  of 
charge  in  respect  of  opium  is  £453,000 ; 

TOL.  OLXXZ.    [third  ssBiBs.] 


that,  however,  is  a  temporary  increase.  A 
more  serious  increase  is  that  on  the  army 
of  £674,000.  In  public  works  there  is 
an  increase  of  £327,000.  Now,  it  is  right 
to  say  that  with  respect  to  that  increase 
for  the  army  there  is  very  little  prospect 
of  finding  anything  to  cut  olT,  because,  al- 
though we  have  reduced  the  army  consi- 
derably, there  has  been  an  increase  of  al- 
lowances given  to  it  in  order  to  compensate 
both  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Native 
army  for  the  increased  price  which  they 
have  to  pay  for  their  provisions.  The 
increased  price  of  provisions  amounts  to 
£272,000.  Then  the  additional  charge 
for  the  Bhootan  war  is  about  £  1 60,000. 
A  change  from  half  to  full  batta  has  been 
made.  Half  batta,  which  was  a  very  in- 
vidious thing,  and  under  the  circumstances 
very  unjust,  has  been  abolished,  and  the 
increase  under  that  head,  together  with 
increased  pay  for  the  medical  officers,  and 
some  other  minor  additions,  amount  to 
£242,000.  These  items  make  up  the  ad- 
ditional charge  for  the  army  of  £674,000. 
Now,  Sir,  if  I  compare  the  last  year  with 
the  preceding  year,  so  far  as  revenue  goes, 
I  must  say  that  it  is  impossible  that  any- 
thing could  be  more  satisfactory.  There 
has  been  an  increase  in  the  revenue  of 
1864-65  as  compared  with  the  actual  re- 
ceipts of  1863-64  of  £1,671.000,  of  which 
the  main  items  are  salt,  £588,000 ;  opium, 
£682,000;  and  the  receipts  from  sale  of 
building  lands  at  Bombay,  which,  how- 
ever, is  only  of  a  temporary  character, 
£554,000.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am 
very  sorry  to  say  that,  although  the  reve- 
nue has  increased  in  a  most  satisfactory 
manner,  that  which  is  not  so  satisfactory 
is  that  the  charge  in  India  for  1864-65 
has  increased  as  compared  with  1863-64 
by  no  less  a  sum  than  £2,262,000.  Of 
that  increase  of  charge  £401,000  is  on  ac- 
count of  opium,  £630,000  on  account  of 
the  army,  from  the  causes  which  I  have 
mentioned  before — namely,  increased  pay 
and  allowances,  a  portion  only  of  which  en- 
tered into  the  former  year,  £310,000  for 
public  works,  £186,000  for  law  and  justice 
—  that  is,  for  the  improvement  of  the 
courts  of  justice  throughout  the  country, 
£143,000  for  education,  and  £270,000 
for  superannuations.  Now,  the  House  will 
observe  that  almost  all  these  charges  are 
charges  owing  to  the  improved  administra- 
tion of  the  country,  in  which  I  do  not  see 
it  possible  to  expect  anything  but  a  steady, 
though  gradual,  increase.  It  is  indispen- 
sable  to    execute    advantageous    puUio 
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works,  and  most  desirable  to  aid  education 
and  make  better  provision  for  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice.  These  are  the  sources 
of  the  additional  expenditure.  I  come 
now  to  the  year  1865-66,  and  here  again 
nothing  can  be  more  satisfactory  than  the 
Indian  revenue.  In  spite  of  the  loss  of 
£685,000  in  the  current  year  by  the  loss 
of  the  income  tax,  the  whole  revenue  will 
be  better  than  last  year  by  £264,000.  It 
affords  matter  of  great  satisfaction  to  find 
that  the  increase  is  general  throughout 
the  main  items  of  the  revenue.  The  land 
revenue  is  better  by  £113,000;  salt,  by 
£158,000;  opium,  by  £209,000;  stamps, 
£146,000.  And  I  hope  that  we  may 
without  hesitation  accept  that  as  a  clear 
proof  of  the  general  improvement  in  the 
prosperity  of  the  whole  country  i^om  one 
end  to  the  other.  Again,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  however,  that  if  the  revenue  has  in- 
creased so  have  the  charges.  According 
to  the  Budget  Estimate  of  this  year,  in 
spite  of  the  reduction  of  £753,000  in  the 
charge  of  opium,  there  will  be  an  increased 
charge  in  India  and  England  over  the  re- 
gular Estimates  of  last  year  of  about 
£376,000.  This  is  partly  owing  to  the 
Increased  allowances  rendered  indispen- 
sable by  the  price  of  provisions  to  the 
army,  and  partly  by  the  increased  expen- 
diture on  public  works,  on  law,  and  jus- 
tice, and  police.  The  increase  in  the 
army  charge  is  £426,000 ;  public  works, 
£202,000;  law  and  justice,  £210,000; 
and  police,  £95,000.  That  contains,  as 
shortly  and  succinctly  as  I  can  give  it,  an 
account  of  the  progress  of  the  revenue  and 
expenditure  for  the  last  three  years.  Be- 
fore making  any  more  general  observations 
on  the  subject,  I  will  come  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Budget  of  this  year,  the 
main  features  of  which  are  the  dropping 
of  the  income  tax  and  the  imposition  and 
disallowance  of  the  export  duties.  The 
circumstances  of  last  year  were  very  ex- 
ceptional, and  the  variation  which  took 
place  in  the  Estimates,  which  were  framed 
at  one  time  or  another  in  the  course  of  the 
year,  and  the  difference  there  shown  be- 
tween income  and  expenditure  were  very 
remarkable.  In  the  Budget  of  April,  1 864, 
it  was  estimated  that  there  would  be  a 
surplus  of  £823,000.  In  a  revised  esti- 
mate sent  home  in  December  last  it  was 
anticipated  that  there  would  be  a  deficit  of 
£135,000.  In  February  the  deficit  was 
estimated  at  £800,000 ;  and  other  circum- 
stances occurred  which  rendered  it  not 
improbable  at  that  time  that  the  deficit 
Sir  CharUi  Wood 


would  be  even  greater — that  is  to  say,  ae- 
cording  to  the  accounts  furnished  by  the 
Government  of  India.  I  mention  this 
now  to  show  the  reasons  for  the  change  of 
purpose  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Oorem- 
ment.  Towards  the  end  of  the  year  the 
accounts  forwarded  were  of  a  much  more 
favourable  character,  and  at  the  time  the 
regular  Estimate  was  framed  the  deficit 
had  got  down  to  £263,000.  At  that  time, 
there  being  a  notion  that  the  salt  duties 
might  be  increased,  a  large  quantity  of 
salt  was  suddenly  taken  out  of  bond,  and 
£170,000  was  paid  upon  that  account, 
which  really  and  truly  belongs  rather  to 
the  present  than  to  last  year.  If  thatsnm 
be  deducted  from  the  deficit  appearing  in 
the  regular  Estimate,  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if,  when  the  actual  accounts  come 
to  be  prepared,  the  deficit  is  not  more  thim 
£93,000.  The  fact  is,  as  I  have  stated 
before  in  this  House,  tiiat  I  was  entirely 
taken  by  surprise  when  I  heard  that  the 
income  tax  had  been  discontinued.  Up 
to  the  middle  of  March  it  never  seemed  to 
have  entered  anybody's  head,  that  it  was 
possible  to  go  on  without  the  income  tax; 
and  at  the  time  the  despatch  was  written, 
which  is  contained  in  the  papers  moved 
for  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me,  antici- 
pating a  very  large  deficiency  and  the 
necessity  for  an  increased  expenditure  upon 
public  works,  the  notion  of  the  Government 
of  India  was  that,  maintaining  at  all 
events  the  existing  taxation,  even  if  it  was 
not  increased,  it  would  be  requisite  to 
borrow  to  a  considerable  amount  and  in 
the  financial  propositions  as  ultimately 
made.  The  sum  to  be  borrowed  was  taken 
at  £1,200,000.  On  the  14th  of  March  I 
heard  from  Sir  John  Lawrence,  that  thej 
were  all  agreed  that  the  income  tax  must 
be  continued ;  the  only  question  was 
whether  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease it.  Mr.  Maine,  one  of  the  Indian 
Council,  who  left  India  on  the  24th  of 
March,  was  overtaken  on  his  way  home 
by  the  intelligence  that  the  income  tax 
had  been  dropped,  and  was  quite  as  much 
surprised  as  I  was  that  such  had  been  the 
course  adopted  by  the  GFovemment  of 
India.  In  point  of  fact,  it  was  only 
the  day  before  the  Indian  Budget  was 
announced  that  the  determination  was 
come  to  to  drop  the  income  tax ;  and,  as 
may  be  inferred  from  the  statement  I  have 
made,  it  was  owing  to  the  very  improved 
account  of  the  state  of  the  finances  which 
reached  the  Government  of  India  in  the 
course  of  the  latter  end  of  March.    Of 
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eonme^  if  things  had  remained  np  to  the 
end  of  the  month  as  they  stood  at  the 
beginning,  everybody  was  agreed  that  the 
income  tax  mnst  be  oontinned.    Howerer, 
on  the  last  day  of  Mareh  a  council  was 
hdd,  in  which  the  only  person  in  favour 
of  maintaining  the  income  tax  was  Sir 
John    Lawrence.     Everybody    else    was 
against  its  being  continued.    I  am  sorry, 
though  I  cannot  say  I  am  surprised,  that 
Sir  John  Lawrence  yielded  to  what  clearly 
was  nearly  the  universal  opinion  in  that 
part  of  India.    The  views  of   Sir  John 
Lawrence,  expressed  in  the  Minute  of 
Oouncil,  seem  to  me  to  be  those  of  a  far- 
seeing  statesman.  I  cannot,  however,  deny 
that  from  the  views  they  maintained  the 
other  members  of  GouncU  had  some  war- 
rant in  the   promises   and    expectations 
which  had  been  held  out,  though  under 
different  circumstances,  upon  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  tax.     Clearly,  if  it  was  possible 
to  do  so  with  a  due  regard  to  the  revenue 
of  India,  the  (Government  were  bound  to 
drop  the  tax.    For  myself,   I  think  it 
doubtful  whether  the  circumstances  jus- 
tified that  course.     However,  I  do  not 
wish  to  blame  anybody  for  the  course  which 
has  been  taken.     All  that  we  have  to  do 
la  to  look  forward  and  see  what  is  the  best 
ooune  to  pursue  for  the  future.     It  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
here  to  direct  the  finance  of  India.    To  a 
certain  extent  he  may  control  it,  but  the 
responsibility  rests  upon  the  Government 
of  India,  who  are  much  better  acquainted 
than  anybody  here  can  be  with  the  state 
of  circumstances,  the  prospect  of  revenue 
and  expenditure,  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  the  people,  and  the  opinions  of  persons 
moat  competent  to  decide  upon  this  matter. 
I  should  deceive  the  House,  therefore,  if 
I  were  to  assume  the  power  of  directing 
the  finance  of  India,  though  I  do  claim  and 
have  exercised  the  power  of  controlling  it. 
The  distinction  is  very  obvious,  and  I  hope 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  bear  it  in  mind  in 
any  observations  which  they  may  think 
proper  to  make  on  this  occasion.      One 
advantage,  at  least,  may  be  derived  from 
what  has  taken  place.    The  attention  of 
the  Indian  (Government  will  be  drawn 
more  closely,  perhaps,  than  by  anything 
else  to  the  necessity  of  exercising  strict 
economy.    Year  after  year,  as  the  House 
will  have  seen,  the  revenue  has  increased 
in  the  most  extraordinary  and  satisfactory 
manner;  and,  although  a  large  proportion 
of  the  increaae  of  expenditure  is  one  which 
I  do  not  think  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 


Indian  Government  to  prevent,  neverthe- 
less I  think  they  might  have  kept  their  ex- 
penditure within  narrower  limits.    When 
we  compare   the    revenue   in    India  in 
1861-62,  which  was  the  first  year  when 
the  income  tax  came  into  f^ill  operation, 
with  the  revenue  of  the  last  year,  1864-(6y 
we  find  that  in  the  first  of  those  two  years 
it  amounted  to  £43,829,000,  and  in  the 
last  to  £46,284,000,  being  an  increase  of 
nearly  £2,500,000.     In  the  estimate  for 
the  next  year,  1865-66,  the  income  is  cal- 
culated to  be  larger,  in  spite  of  loss  by 
income  tax  of  £685,000,  than  it  was  last 
year,   in  consequence  of  the  increase  of 
the  ordinary  sources  of  revenue.      The 
amount     next     year     is    calculated    at 
£46,548,000.     The  actual  expenditure  in 
India,    excluding    interest    on    railways, 
was  in   1862-63,    £36,800,000,    and   in 
the  Budget  for  1865-66  it  is  estimated 
at  £40,487,000,    being    an    increase  of 
£3,687,000,  of  which  £1,000,000  is  due 
to  the  army,  £1,400,000  to  public  works, 
and  £500,000  to  law  and  justice.    The 
prices  of  food,  which  of  late  years  have 
been   very  extravagant,   were   last   year 
in  Guzerat  exactly  twice  as  high  as  the 
famine  prices  in  the  North  West  Provinces. 
There  is  a  certain  height  of  price  at  which 
the  soldiers  are  granted  an  increase  of  al- 
lowance, and  last  year  the  prices  were  in 
parts  of  Western  India  four  times  greater 
than  the  amount  which  entitles  the  soldiers 
to  an  increased  allowance.     There  cannot 
be  any  reason  to  doubt  that  the  greatest 
possible  sufierings  were  thereby  entailed 
on  persons  in  the  lower  ranks  of  almost 
every  department  of  the  public  service. 
The  Committee  will  be  aware  that  it  was 
proposed  at  the  same  time  to  add  to  the 
duty  on  salt,  but  Sir  John  Lawrence  refused 
to  consent  to  that  measure,  and  I  think 
he  was  right  in  his  determination.     I  do 
not  think  that  a  small  increase  would  have 
been  objectionable  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, but  I  think  that  Sir  John  Lawrence 
was  perfectly  right  in  saying  that  he  would 
not  consent  to  take  a  certain  amount  of 
taxation  off  the  shoulders  of  the  rich,  who 
paid  the  income   tax,  and  transfer  it  to 
the  shoulders  of  the  poor,  who  paid  the 
salt  tax.     With  regard  to  the  proposal  for 
levying  export  duties,  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  under  no  circumstances  ought 
they  to  be  imposed,  and  they  have,  in- 
deed, existed  to  a  certain  extent  in  India, 
but  I  must  own  it  is  the  last  species  of 
taxation  which  we  ought  to  have  recourse 
to,  and  I  am  not  of  opinion  that  the  cir- 
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cumstanoes  of  the  times  justified  their  im- 
position. The  levying  of  export  duties 
on  some  of  the  articles  would  have  been 
most  impolitic.  Coffee  and  tea  are  infant 
cultivations  in  India,  and  the  imposition 
of  export  duties  on  them  would  be  most 
injurious,  and  productive  of  little  or  no- 
thing in  the  way  of  revenue.  As  soon, 
therefore,  as  I  heard  that  the  export  duties 
had  been  imposed  I  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
Indian  Government  stating  that  I  would 
not  allow  them.  An  hon.  Member  asked 
a  short  time  ago  a  question  respecting  the 
repayment  of  such  duties  as  had  been 
levied.  We  have  not  the  full  accounts 
yet  of  what  has  been  done,  but  I  have 
directed  the  Government  in  India  to  re- 
pay all  the  export  duties  which  may  have 
been  levied.  I  have  already  adverted  to 
the  extraordinary  increase  of  prices  of 
every  sort  which  occurred  at  Bombay, 
owing  in  a  great  measure  to  the  extraor- 
dinary wealth  which  flowed  into  that 
place  for  the  last  two  or  three  years. 
Another  consequence  of  this  was  that 
speculation  among  the  Bombay  merchants 
ran  perfectly  wild,  and  I  desire  to  state  to 
the  House  the  amount  of  speculation  which 
took  place  in  two  sets  of  shares.  On  the 
Back  Bay  Bombay  shares  5,000  rupees 
were  paid.  In  August  last  they  rose  to 
18,000  premium,  in  January  last  they 
were  at  42,000  premium,  and  in  May  they 
wore  at  5,000  premium.  Their  value 
varied  from  23,000  rupees  in  August,  and 
47,000  rupees  in  January,  to  10,000  rupees 
in  May.  The  shares  of  the  Elphinstone 
Land  Company  in  February  last  were  at 
180,000  rupees  premium.  New  shares 
were  issued  at  1,000  rupees  paid,  and  in 
February  they  were  at  2,600  premium, 
and  in  May  at  450  premium.  It  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at,  then,  that  the  gentle- 
men who  invested  at  very  high  prices 
should  afterwards,  when  prices  fell  so 
much,  have  found  themselves  in  a  difficult 
position,  and  this  accounts  for  a  good  deal 
of  the  pressure  which  has  prevailed  within 
the  last  few  months.  Somehow  or  another 
— I  do  not  know  how  —  the  bankers  of 
Bombay  got  the  power  by  their  charter 
of  advancing  money  on  speculative  shares, 
and  they  used  that  power  to  a  considerable 
extent.  I  wrote  early  in  the  year  to  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  calling  his  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  looking  after  what  they  were 
doing;  and  whether  in  consequence  of 
my  letter  or  not  I  cannot  say,  but  the  Go- 
vernment directors  went  down  to  the 
Bank  and  on  their  representations  it  ceased 
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to  do  that  which  it  had  been  doing  for 
some  time  —  namely,  advancing  largely 
upon  these  shares.  It  was  very  wrong 
ever  to  have  advanced  money  in  that  way 
at  all  upon  a  security,  which  in  times  of 
difficulty  would  obviously  be  perfectly  un- 
negotiable.  Whatever  rumours  may  have 
reached  this  country,  I  wish  to  state  that 
as  fur  as  I  can  judge  from  all  the  accounts 
which  I  have  received  the  Bank  of  Bom- 
bay will  in  future  go  on  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  there  need  be  no  apprehension 
in  the  public  mind  on  this  subject.  I  have 
been  asked  whether  it  was  my  intentioa 
to  raise  any  large  loan  in  this  country  for 
the  service  of  India,  and  I  have  said  it 
was  not  my  intention  to  do  so.  I  may 
remark  that  I  think  this  year  may  be 
fairly  regarded  as  a  sort  of  transition 
year.  A  new  Finance  Minister  has  gone 
out  to  India,  and  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  act  until  he  has  had  time  to  consider 
matters  and  give  a  mature  opinion  upon 
them.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Massey's  ap- 
pointment has  been  received  with  great 
satisfaction  in  India.  We  all  knew  him 
in  this  House  to  be  a  cool-headed,  sober- 
judging  man,  and  I  place  great  confidence 
in  his  plain  common  sense — a  quality  which 
I  believe  goes  a  long  way  to  enable  a  man 
to  discharge  any  public  duties  imposed 
upon  him.  I  do  not  propose  to  borrow 
money  for  public  works  till  1  know  where 
I  am.  If  the  people  of  India  themselves 
find  the  money,  we  can  spend  it  well  for 
them  ;  and  I  have  stated  that  when  they 
send  me  a  well-digested  plan  for  useful 
improvements  I  might  be  prepared  even 
in  this  market  to  borrow  funds  for  their 
execution,  but  that  I  would  not  go  hand 
over  head  to  put  money  into  their  pockets 
which  they  might  not  expend  so  econo- 
mically, as  if  their  plans  were  carefoUj 
prepared  beforehand.  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  with  me  that  that  is  the 
wise  course  to  pursue.  I  do  not,  however, 
wish  the  Committee  to  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  there  has  not  of  late  years  been 
an  enormous  expenditure  upon  public 
works  in  India.  There  has  been  spent 
upon  them,  during  the  last  six  years,  from 
public  funds,  £30,000,000.  and  from 
local  funds  £4,500,000,  making  together 
£34,500,000.  If  to  that  we  add  the  ex- 
penditure for  railways,  amounting  to 
£38,500,000  there  has  been  expended 
within  the  last  six  years  upon  public 
works  of  more  or  less  importance  in  India 
no  less  a  sum  than  £73,000,000.  This 
expenditure  from  public  and  local  fitnds 
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has  been  gradually  inoreasing.  If  we  take 
the  last  two  yean,  the  expenditure  has 
been  upwards  of  £11,000,000  from  public 
funds,  and  upwards  of  another  £2,000,000 
from  local  funds,  making  together 
£13,200,000  spent  in  public  works,  ex- 
olusiTe  of  railways,  during  those  two 
years.  I  will  not  trouble  the  Committee 
with  any  statement  of  the  general  improve- 
ment of  India,  because  the  state  of  the 
reyenue  is  a  pretty  good  index  as  to  that. 
I  read  on  a  former  occasion  a  letter  from 
Bir  Bartle  Frere,  showing  that  districts 
which  were  formerly  under  jungle  had 
been  brought  into  cultivation.  Mr.  Temple 
gives  an  equally  favourable  account  of 
districts  in  which  he  was  Commissioner. 
The  cultivation  of  cotton  has  extended, 
and,  what  is  more  important,  the  capitalists 
of  Bombay  are  introducing  at  all  the  rail- 
way stations  establishments  fitted  with 
machinery  for  cleaniug,  pressing,  packing, 
and  to  some  degree  spinning  and  weaving 
the  cotton.  I  do  not  think  our  manu- 
fieusturers  at  home  have  anything  to  ap- 
prehend from  this,  as  the  goods  so  made 
only  displace  the  produce  of  the  native 
hand- loom.  The  great  want  in  that  part 
of  India,  in  connection  with  the  growth  of 
eotton,  is  the  want  of  labour ;  and  the  hand- 
loom  weavers,  whose  former  employment 
has  been  displaced,  have  been  set  free  to 
devote  themselves  to  agricultural  pursuits. 
A  few  months  ago  I  saw  an  article  in  an 
Indian  newspaper  stating  that,  unless  the 
Government  interfered  to  check  the  culti- 
vation of  cotton  and  restore  the  cultiva- 
tion of  grain  and  food,  the  people  of  India 
would  be  plunged  in  great  distress.  The 
great  object  at  present  of  our  manufac- 
turers is  to  obtain  a  better  quality  of 
ootton.  I  believe  that  as  soon  as  the  Indian 
cultivators  are  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  improving  their  article,  they  can  and 
will  do  it.  Hitherto  they  have  had  no 
reason  for  attending  to  it.  In  the  ap- 
pendix to  a  letter  bearing  on  this  subject, 
and  written  by  Lord  Tweeddale,  an  autho- 
rity of  great  experience,  I  observed  the 
other  day  that  he  says — 

"  As  long  as  there  is  so  high  a  price  given  for 
qvantitj,  no  ryot  will  trouble  himself  about  im- 
profing  the  quality  until  the  demand  for  quantity 
has  been  satisfied.  The  only  remedy  I  know  is 
to  improTe  the  indigenous  ootton  plant  of  India." 

Now  that  has  been  done,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  fall  in  the  price  of  cotton  is  so 
very  bad  a  thing.  My  conviction  is  that 
it  will  drive  the  nrot  to  that  which  is  not 
lesB  important    than    the  production  of 


quantity — namely,  an  improvement  in  the 
quality  of  the  article.  Several  manufac- 
turing gentlemen  came  to  my  room,  and 
showed  me  a  quantity  of  cotton,  sayings 
"  Look  what  stuff  this  is."  Perhaps, 
when  they  listened  to  an  account  he  was 
about  to  read,  hon.  Members  would  not 
be  surprised  at  the  description  sometimes 
given  of  the  state  of  Indian  cotton  as  it 
reached  this  country.  Dr.  Forbes,  in  de- 
scribing how  cotton  was  treated  in  India, 
said— 

"  That  portion  of  the  provinoe  of  Berar  which 
is  now  being  penetrated  by  the  railway  yields  three 
times  the  above  amount  of  cotton,  and  manual 
labour  is  still  more  scanty.  The  produce,  as  it  is 
picked  from  the  field,  is  piled  up  in  one  large  heap 
in  the  open  air,  where  it  remains  sometimes  for 
months  until  labour  can  be  obtained.  When  first 
stored  in  this  way,  from  a  short  distance  it  re- 
sembles a  heap  of  snow  in  whiteness  ;  dust  storms, 
however,  set  in,  and  the  heap  becomes  gradually 
coTered  with  fine  sand  and  earth,  until  at  length 
one  can  no  longer  distinguish  what  the  con- 
tents may  be.  A  few  showers  of  rain  generally 
succeed  those  dust  storms,  and  the  amalgamation 
of  mud  and  cotton  is  completed." 

I  do  not  know  that  on  this  subject  I  need 
say  any  more ;  but  there  is  another  subject 
to  which  I  would  refer,  with  reference  to 
which  I  have  answered  questions  more 
than  once  put  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley),  and 
on  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Poole  (Mr.  Henry  Seymour)  has  intimated 
his  intention  to  ask  a  question — I  mean 
the  state  of  the  inquiry  in  Oude.  With  re- 
gard to  that  subject,  there  certainly  was 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  I  must  think 
unnecessary  alarm,  that  in  the  course  they 
were  taking,  the  Government  of  India 
were  reversing  the  policy  of  Lord  Canning, 
breaking  the  faith  he  had  pledged,  and 
destroying  what  was  called  the  native 
aristocracy  of  India.  I  do  not  think  there 
ever  was  the  slightest  cause  for  these 
apprehensions,  and  certainly,  as  far  as  the 
inquiry  in  Oude  is  concerned,  they  are 
totally  groundless.  There  has  been,  I 
know,  a  good  deal  of  excitement  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  would  only  beg  permission, 
in  correction  of  statements  that  have  been 
put  forward,  to  observe  that,  although  it 
has  been  supposed  that  some  new  policy 
had  been  inaugurated  a  few  years  ago, 
generally  called  the  Thomasonian  policy, 
it  was  in  entire  accordance  with  that 
which  had  been  pursued  from  the  time  of 
Lord  Comwallis,  downwards.  I  cannot  do 
better  than  read  a  portion  of  a  letter  from 
Lord  Comwallis,  which  I  stumbled  on  ao- 


ICOUUOKSt 

^dentally  in  hit  SMmoinlutEMteT.  Lord  "  Laoknow,  Afnl  Ift,  Ufa, 

OomwalUi  MTI—  "  Sir,— I  han  bam  dln»t>i  bj  tbt  GoMraov 

.Til      1     .v        ■_.!  11  I   »v  .1  Q«n«»l»  Uk*  •»•«  onortoDltj  of  et^iiainf 

-  NdihM- li  llw  pnTileg.  whloh  the  rr«ti  Id  (^  j^,  ulookdw,  tli  0^>it   >d<1  limit^TlB 

Mar  pTW  of  B.i.g»l  enjoj  of  holdiOK  pow.WO«  i„„,ri„  i„u  rlgJitt  of  oo^nauwy  (Oiiif  00,  Md, 

gf  (Iw  ipoli  of  UnJ  which  Iba;  oullli»te.  to  long  J*  j  ^„^^  ,^^  ^   nnSTmrnnT  if  jom  h^ 

W  thejr  p»y  thn  rorenuB  mmmwI  upon  them,  b/  ^^^^    monthi    to   nma,  I    niwt  law  imowm 

ur    mMni  inoompulible    with   the   propnol-rj  ^    ,    ,gj^^    jo    fin    eflbot    to    Iho    GoMiMr 

rightiofthe  »n.ind.ri.    Who«f»  enltl»t«  the  G«OM.ri  iwtniclioni.    3.  I  Um    .1w.j«  UU 
k«l,  tb«Hm]Qd>ri<>ui«o<ireDOmor<>U«nth*  j  ^,„    ^^i,      wJmitied.  tbtf   if 

^■h  ialiwl  T»nt     whinTi  in  mrtat  AHBna  im  fll  Iv  MkUKl  ',    .V  .      '  ....  .» 


MUbliibad  rrnt,  vbioh  in  mMt  oue«  li  fully  n 


.    of  oooupuMT    Bxlitod    I 


*h.t  Uw  (ollinitor  0.D  «Bbrd  to   P.J.     To  ,^  „«  of  non^^proprietory  wltiTWoniof  tb.toU. 

™it   him  to  d..po«*M  OM  cultiKtor  far  the  tb./J,„  b^„  p,^r»ed  b,  tb.  oonditios  of  Ibt 

iole  porpo^  of  giT.ng  the  Und  to  .nother.  would  „„B,d»,  th»t '.U  holdiog    BBdw    7011  •b»ll  be 

be  *«ting  him  with  >  power  to  oomimt »  w«.ton  ^^^  j„  ^^^  poMe«ioa  of  >11  the  KiboHinM 

Ht  Of  opprewioD  from  -hioh  he  could  denTe  no  ^  [,j,  ^^^    formerlj  enjojed/     Too  wiU  abo  n- 

beneflL    the  pmoUo.  whioh  proT^Wooder  the  ^'j^,  ^J^  C.nniDf'.  word.   In   hU  .peeeh  it 

llopil  goTemmenl  of   onltlng    m«ij    di.trleW  0^,^       in  Ootober.  IMft-'Tbe  pnairTBtioB  •( 

under  one  lemlndyy,  .nd  thereby  «ubjectiDS  ■  ^^  ^  f^^^^  „f  tb.  toil  h..  b~n  e>toosr.|«4 

Urge  body  of  people  to  the  oontro    of  one  Brb-  ^  ^oiiiuwd.    The  righta  of  the  hombU  «><!»■ 
•Ipia  «>cnl''J»'.  »mi>»a  -.me  rottnctloT.  of  the  h«ebeen  prolr«tod.'    3.  Theonly  (ouihU. 

utnre  >t»olulelr  °««-'7-    The  *«f>'<^'  ""V,  (Ton  on  whiob  righU  of  ocoopeney  «xi«t   b  tbor 

bo«e»r,  eetlthe   Iwd    .nd  U»  oulUTitor  muit  p„,i<,„,  „i,ien5i  «  the  tlmrof  «nDoi«tJon.    M 

par  the  rent  to  the  purohMer.  f^^  ^„  ,^„  diflbrenoe  of  oploion  kdook  OOei^ 

I  IlKV*  rud  tbftt  aztraot  to  OOrreot  what  wbetber  Ibey  did  exi«t  than  ornot.  Tor«noTe.U 

nami  to  me  a  great  miaUke  in  maaj  of  doobu   on  thii  point  U  the  obje«i  of  tbe  pre. 

tlie  statemeDta  which  ha»e  been  made  on  "™»  '"q"'^-    "  tl" /eiulti  .bo»ld  be  to  eMb- 

t,,  ut     4.      -nrv  4.  I.        1  1  I         I  i*l>    tt»    eiiitepoa  of  inch    righti,  they    mut, 

ttlU    eubject     What  has   taken  place  in  ^,  ^^^^^     ^^  m.tatoinod.  m   7"   7«.r»l« 

Oade  la  simply  an  iDquiry  aa  to  vhether  >Uov.     If,    on    the    other    hud,    it    iboold 

them  rightB  did  or  did  not  exist.      It  was  proie    that  tb«j  did  not  eiiit  at  •noexatioi,  ao 

ftdinitt«d    by    Mr.    Winrfeld,    the  Chief  new  righti  wiU  ba  oreatod.    1.  I  haTo  repealadly 

Oommiuioner,    by  the  talookdars   them-  Jf'<'  '^' »'  J""  >"  "[*.  P'""»"il'  '*»  t"^ 

,  .   ,  ■'  ..II  tlon   of  thi*  legalrT,  whieh  can  hare   do  oUmt 

nlres,  and  by  every  one,  in  the  cleareat  ^„,(  th,„  „  ,fi„it'tho  truth.    I  am  ^«l  to  >r 

and  moflt  anequiTocal  manner,  that  if  they  m;  adrioa  baa  been  attonded  to.     1.  Ye*  m» 

exieted  they  ought  to  be  maintained.    The  awu*  that  the  polioy  of  Lord  CaaDl^  wm  ta 

•rfer  of  Sir  John  Lawrenoe   waa  ^mply  n"ioWn  in  Oude  a  oiaai  of  .opetior  Undbcddm 

• ,__    ■ .,    .L  •_ i.i T  m  an  influent  »1  no»ition.     For  thi*  reaaon  he  aha 

fcr  an  inquiry  aa  to  their  existence.     I  .„„^^  „.„.  J*  .^„  _;,i.  i,.,ii.,(.i  .«i  ,...„■- 

.   ,    J,     '  ,  I        -^         1  it.         3  inTeeted  many  01  you  wilnjuaioial  ana  ravaaoi 

oertainly  thought,  when  i  read  the  order  poweri.    Thli  poliof  had  the  fuUsppronlof  the 

of    the    Financial  Secretary,    Hr.    VsTis,  Uome  GoTarnment.    It  will  ba  atoadtlj  psfMvl 

that  it  went  rather  further  than   inquiry  ;  in  Iti  spirit  and  leltor  bj  the  GoTernor  Oeoenl, 

but  it  IB  only  juatioo  to  Mr.  Davis  to  state  "<'  tl"  «■"«''»"  "f  ^e  nmnnd.  wiU  be  •ompii- 

that  the  ciroular  he  iasued  bad  been  sub-  '*""''  "»""»i'>«l- 

mitted  to  Mr.  Wingfleld,  and  there  oould  \  think  it  is  impoauble  to  nod  two  dooo- 

be  no  donbt,  from  the  approval  it  met  with  menta  which  more  completely  ezpren  tha 

from  Mr.  WingSeld  himself,  of  its  perfect  will  and  determination  of  Her  Uajeaty*! 

and  complete  impartiality.     The  inquiry  Government,  of  the  Qovenunent  of  India, 

has   since    been  going   on,    and  I  would  and  the  lootd  GoTemment  of  Ouda.     Tta 

take  the  liberty  of  reading  two  documents  talookdars   themselves  admit   that  witat* 

to  show   in  what  spirit  it  be*   been  con-  ever  rights  exists  should  be  preaerred,  sad 

dncted  on  the  part  of  Government.     The  nobody  proposes  that  new  rights  ibaDld 

first  is  an  extract  of  a  letter  from  Colonel  be  created.     That  is  what  hoid  Cannini 

Dnrant  to  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Oude,  oontemplated,  and  what  we  have  done  out 

dated  Fort  William,   Sth  of  April,   1665.  best  to  perform.     Itwill  be  Mtiifaotoryte 

He  says —  those    Gentlemen    who    wen    H    miuk 

"  I  am  direateed  by  the  Gonmor  Ganera!  in  alarmed  to  know  that   for  tlw  SMCt  put 

Ooanailtororw.rd.Ao.,  and  to  reqnaat  that  rau  the  right*    of   the    Ulookdart  Ura  baMI 

^^^'ToTT^^^'J^'^^^  ^f  IS:  'eoogni^d,  and  that  for  th.  meat  part  . 

taquiriei  now  going  on,  and  repeat  to  tbem  the  very  good  feeling  SeemS  to  ORTe  pTCraUM 

auurance  that  the  iplrlt  and  letter  of  Lord  Can-  between  the  talookdars  and  ITOts.    ISxoept 

nlng'i  policy,  and  the  eondition  of  hii  mnnod*  in  gome  very  disturbed  distnota  the  reja- 

wiU  ba  aorupuloualy  maintained."  y^ng  enjoined  by  ancient  enatom  have  r»- 

In  puraunnce  uf  that  direction,  Mr.  Wing-  mained  undisturbed,  and  very  fow  olaimi 

field  addressed  the  fbllowing  ciroular   to  have   consequent  been   put  forward  by 

■11  talookdars  in  Oude:—  the  oocupiera.    Tnerohas  thMvfim  !>•*■ 
f  «r  Ciarln  Woti 
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obtained  against  future  inroads  upon  our 
subjects.     Tbe  first  step  was  to  occupy 
the  passes  leading  to  the  valleys,  and  the 
operation  was  successfully  accomplished 
with  the  loss  of  only  five  men  beyond 
what  was  owing  to  the  accidental  explo- 
sion of  a  mortar.     The  passes  were  held 
in  perfect  quiet  for  a  month,  but  at  the 
expiration   of  that  period  the  Bhootans 
began  to  move,  and  one  of  tha  command- 
ing positions  held  by  our  troops  was  aban- 
doned in  what  I  must  call  a  most  disgrace- 
ful manner.     Nothing  could  be  more  dis- 
creditable than  the  behaviour  of  the  com- 
manding officer,  the  relieving  officer,   or 
the  troops  under  their  command.   Another 
of  the  passes  was  also  evacuated,  and  of 
course  it  became  necessary  to  retake  these 
posts.      They  were  retaken   in  the  most 
gallant  way,  and  one  of  the  native  regi- 
ments distinguished  itself  in  a  most  re- 
markable manner  by  scaling  a  stockade. 
There  was  no  great  loss  on  our  part,  and 
they  inflicted  considerable  loss  upon  the 
enemy.     It  was  not  thought  desirable  to 
retain  during  the  unfavourable  season  all 
the  positions  at  first  taken  up,  so  that,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  artillerymen  and 
native  troops,  the  body  of  the  forces  were 
withdrawn  from  the  unhealthy  districts, 
and  the  utmost  pains  were  taken,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  insure  the  health  of  thoee 
who  remained.     The  time  during  which 
active  operations  can  be  pursued  in  this 
quarter  is,  in  fact,  very  short,  the  rainy 
season  lasting  for  about  nine  months  out 
of  the  twelve.     Since  the  beginning  of 
April  there  has  been,  on  this  account,  a 
cessation  of  operations.     In  the  meantime, 
overtures  of  accommodation    have    been 
made  by  one  of  the  Bajahs,  but  we  do 
not  yet  know  what  amount  of  reliance 
can  be  placed  upon  them.     Nothing  defi- 
nite can '  be  done  till  next  November  or 
December,  and,  in  the  meantime,  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  made  up  its  mind  as  to 
the  course  to  be  pursued  with  regard  to 
what,  after  all,  is  a  very  trumpery  afiair ; 
because  we   are  engaged   with  a  people 
who  fight  with  bows,  and  arrows,   and 
matchlocks,  and  have  not  a  twentieth  part 
of  the  forces  that  we  can  bring  against  them. 
It  is  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of  things, 
but  one  which  cannot  possibly  be  avoided 
under  the  circumstances.  The  only  anxiety 
of  the  Government  of  India  is  to  put  an 
end  to  the  war  as  speedily  as  possible — 
that  is  to  say,  as  soon  as  we  can  obtain 
firom  our  present  opponents  the  security 
that  they  will  respect  the  lives,  the  per- 


littk  meoQoAtj  for  any  judicial  decisions, 
and,  as  far  as  I  have  learned,  judicial  de- 
eisions  could  hardly  be  given  in  fiavour  of 
claimants  whose  cases  rest  upon  immemo- 
rial customs  rather  than  any  tangible  rights 
eapable  of  being  established  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  In  all  fMini-barbarous  countries 
imstoms  are  the  protection  of  the  weak 
against  the  strong,  and  as  long  as  things 
go  on  well  it  is  of  course  the  interest  of 
the  talookdars  to  retain  the  ryots  on  their 
side.  Many  of  them  were  retainers  and 
followers  of  the  talookdars  in  war  as  well 
as  in  peace ;  but,  on  account  of  the  uni- 
Tersal  tranquillity  prevailing  under  our 
rule,  the  talookdars  are  no  longer  under 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  supporters  of 
their  own ;  and  hence  the  question  of  how 
far  the  talookdars  may  some  day  feel  it 
expedient  to  get  rid  of  the  ryots  is  one  of 
very  great  importance.  Nothing  could 
have  been  better  than  the  relations  exist- 
ing between  the  talookdars  and  ryots 
under  the  old  system ;  but  we  cannot  be 
surprised  that  people  in  India,  looking 
mainly  to  the  interests  of  the  masses, 
should  have  felt  alarmed  at  the  prospect 
of  injury  to  those  masses,  arising  from 
the  withdrawal  of  one  of  the  great  secu- 
rities of  their  position,  consequent,  though 
that  withdrawal  may  be,  on  the  increased 
aecnrities  to  life  and  property  under  Bri- 
tish administration.  With  regard  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Bhootan,  I  think  I  ex- 
plained on  a  former  occasion  our  position 
in  that  district.  The  country  is  distracted 
by  internal  dissensions,  and,  in  point  of 
met,  no  regular  Government  or  authority 
adequate  to  control  the  Bhootan  chiefs 
oould  be  said  to  exist.  When,  therefore, 
representations  come  from  our  subjects  of 
injuries  for  which  no  reparation  could  be 
obtained,  it  became  indispensably  neces- 
sary to  take  some  steps,  especially  after 
the  treatment  experienced  by  our  envoy, 
whom  we  had  dispatched  with  a  view  to 
bring  about  a  peaceable  settlement,  in  the 
fall  belief  that  he  would  be  courteously 
received.  I  was  very  unwilling  to  occupy 
the  country,  to  go  far  into  it,  or  to  do  any- 
thing that  might  lead  to  a  permanent  oc- 
cupation. But  the  position  of  affairs  was 
this,  that  the  country  was  subjected  to  a 
divided  rule,  each  authority  enduring  in 
its  torn  for  six  months  at  a  time,  and,  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  may  imagine,  tbe  unfor- 
tunate inhabitants  were  equally  plundered 
by  both.  Our  main  object,  in  undertaking 
operations^  was  to  establish  one  permanent 
authorial  fiom  which  securities  might  be 
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Bons,  and  the  property  of  our  subjects.  I 
thank  the  Honse  very  sincerely  for  the 
patience  with  which  they  have  listened 
to  my  statement — a  statement  which  I 
have  made  with  some  difficulty — but  I 
hope  as  far  as  it  has  gone  it  has  preyed 
satisfactory.  I  can  only  say  that  if  fur- 
ther information  be  desired  by  any  hon. 
Member  I  shall  be  happy  to  endeavour  to 
afford  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  following  Besolu- 
tions : — 

*'  1.  That  the  total  net  revennes  of  the  territo- 
riee  and  departments  under  the  immediate  con- 
trol of  the  Government  of  India  for  the  year 
ended  the  SOth  day  of  April,  1864,  amounted  to 
£8,956,776  sterling,  and  the  charf^s  thereof,  for 
the  same  period  other  than  military  charges, 
amounted  to  £3,208,118  sterling. 

'*  3.  That  the  total  net  reyennes  of  the  Bengal 
Presidency  for  the  year  ended  the  SOth  day  of 
April.  1864,  amounted  to  £11,662,738  sterling, 
and  the  charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  military  charges,  amounted  to  £2,6 13,263 
sterling. 

"  8.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  North 
Western  Provinces  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day 
of  April,  1864,  amounted  to  £4,847,061  sterling, 
and  the  charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  militi^ry  charges,  amounted  to  £1,486,361 
sterling. 

**  4.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  Punjab 
for  the  year  ended  the  80th  day  of  April,  1864, 
amounted  to  £2,766,169  sterling,  and  the  charges 
thereof  for  the  same  period,  other  than  military 
charges,  amounted  to  £1,096,999  sterling. 

*<  6.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  territo- 
ries and  departments  under  the  immediate  con 
trol  of  the  Government  of  India,  of  the  Bengal 
Presidency,  of  the  North  Western  Provinces,  and 
of  the  Punjab,  together,  for  the  year  ended  the 
80th  day  of  April,  1864,  amounted  to  £23,221,734 
sterling,  and  the  charges  thereupon,  including  the 
military  charges,  amounted  to  £16,464,862  ster- 
ling, leaving  a  surplus  available  for  the  general 
charges  of  India  of  £7,766,872  sterling. 

"  6.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  Madras 
Presidency  (Fort  St.  Greorge)  for  the  year  ended 
the  30th  day  of  April,  1864,  amounted  to 
£6,973,313  sterling,  and  the  net  charges  thereof, 
for  the  same  period,  amounted  to  £6,167,166 
sterling,  leaving  a  surplus  available  in  the  above 
Preaidency,  for  the  general  charges  of  India,  of 
£806,148  sterling. 

'*  7.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  Bombay 
Presidency  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of 
April,  1864,  amounted  to  £6,441,861  steriing, 
and  the  net  charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period, 
amounted  to  £6,386,861  sterling,  leaving  a  sur- 
plus available  in  the  above  Presidency,  for  the 
general  charges  of  India,  of  £1,066,490  sterling. 

'^8.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  several 
Presidencies  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of 
April,  1864,  amounted  to  £36,636,898  sterling, 
and  the  charges  thereof  amounted  to  £26,018,388 
.sterling,  leaving  a  surplus  revenue  of  £9,618,610 
stsrling. 

Str  Charhi  Wood 


"9.  That  the  Interett  on  the  regutsred  debt  of 
India,  paid  in  the  year  ended  the  SOth  day  of 
April.  1864,  amounted  to  £8.098,260  sterling,  and 
the  charges  defrayed  in  England,  on  account  of 
the  Indian  territory,  in  the  same  period,  including 
interest  on  debt  incurred  in  England,  and  gua- 
ranteed interest  on  the  capital  of  railway  and 
other  companies,  after  deducting  net  traffic  re- 
ceipts of  railways,  amounted  to  £6,446,913  ster- 
ling, leaving  a  surplus  of  Indian  income  for  the 
year  ended  as  aforesaid,  after  defraying  the  above 
interest  and  charges,  of  £78,847  sterling." 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  it 
would  conduce  to  the  ease  both  of  the  In- 
dian Minister  and  the  House  if,  instead  of 
making  so  detailed  a  statement  of  the  In- 
dian Budget,  the  right  hon.  Gentlenuui 
would  lay  upon  the  table  a  document  re- 
sembling the  Expoii  de  V  Empire,  annaally 
laid  before  the  French  Chambers,  and  con- 
taining authentic  details,  relative  to  the 
various  departments  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment. Such  a  statement  of  accounts  was 
actually  provided  for  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  violat- 
ing the  law  by  not  giving  it  With  re- 
spect to  the  mode  in  which  the  Indian 
accounts  were  kept,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  gentlemen  had  been  sent  from  the 
English  Treasury.  Lord  Dalhousie  had 
asked  that  these  gentlemen  should  be  sent 
out  ten  years  ago,  and  it  would  have  been 
much  better  if  they  had  gone  to  India  in 
1854  instead  of  1864.  In  April  every 
year  the  Finance  Minister  of  India  came 
to  the  Indian  Council  andmude  his  annusl 
statement.  It  was  generally  an  elaborate 
one,  giving  his  motives  for  proposing  va- 
rious taxes,  and  containing  an  Estimate  of 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  stea- 
dily refused  to  lay  the  document  before 
the  House,  although  it  was  necessary  to 
enable  the  House  to  understand  the  sub- 
ject. The  Finance  Minister  for  India  ac- 
companied it  by  two  estimates — one  a 
Budget  Estimate  for  the  coming  year,  and 
the  other  a  regular  Estimate,  giving  the 
actual  revenue  and  expenditure  for  eight 
months  in  the  year  that  had  elapsed,  and 
showing  how  the  figures  agreed  with  the 
Budget  Estimate.  He  regretted  to  see 
that  according  to  the  regular  estimate  of 
1864-65  the  land  revenue  had  decreased  bj 
£218,000,  compared  with  1863-64.  He 
observed  also  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
ceipts from  the  sale  of  waste  lands  in 
India.  These  might  be  made  to  bloom 
with  cotton  and  other  crops^;  why  were 
they  not  sold  ?  In  opium  there  wss  a 
large  increase.  The  military  expenditure 
was  £630,000  more  than  in  186a-64.  One 
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or  two  items  of  this  increase  were,  no 
doubt,  nnavoidable ;  such,  for  instance,  as 
the  rations  to  soldiers  owing  to  the  in- 
crease in  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of 
life.     With    regard    to  other   items    he 
doubted  whether  a  due  regard  to  economy 
had  been  practised.      There  was  an  in- 
crease of  £35,000  by  the  substitution  of 
beer  to  a  certain  extent  for  spirits.    This 
did  not  appear,  according  to  another  paper, 
to  be  the  whole  of  the  increase,  and  the 
change  might  haye  been  effected  at  much 
less  expense,  by  the  establishment  of  Eng- 
lish breweries  on  the  spot,  instead  of  the 
costly  method  of  importation.     The  item 
of  £57,000  for  barrack  furniture  and  gas 
for  the  soldiers*  reading-rooms,  and  non- 
commissioned officers'  rooms  seemed  enor- 
mous.    The  retention  of  two  regiments 
that  had  been   ordered    home,   was  put 
down  at  £50,000.     The  expenditure  on 
public  works  was  estimated  at  £5,600,000. 
He   saw  it  stated  in  every  direction  in 
the  papers,  that  this    expenditure  was 
under  no  control,  and  that  the  Department 
was  in  a  most  disorganized  state.     There 
was  an  increase  of  £140,000  for  gaols  in 
Bengal  alone.  He  had  received  complaints 
from  jute  manufacturers  complaining  that 
the  Government  were  spending  £10,000 
in   putting   expensive  machinery   in  the 
gaols  for  the  manufacture  of  jute,  which 
must  soon  be  followed  by  the  outlay  of 
another  £10,000  or  £20,000  in  order  to 
enable  the  prisoners  to  compete  with  the 
labour  outside  the  gaols.     The    Budget 
Estimate  of  1864  65  assumed  a  surplus  of 
£823,000,  while  the  regular  Estimate  of 
the  year  showed  a  deficit  of  £344,000. 
The  total  Indian  army  was  now  costing 
118  £15,700,000.     There  was  another  item 
in  the  Budget — an  estimated  expense  of 
£10,000,000  for  barracks  for  the  Euro- 
pean troops  in  India,  although  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  spending  money  year 
after  year  in  improving  the  present  bar- 
racks.    The  question  was  whether  70,000 
or  80,000  Europeans  troops  were  required 
in  India.     During  the  troublesome  times 
of  the  mutiny,  and  when  the  railways 
were  less  advanced,  we  had  only  40,000 
European  troops  in  India,  and  yet  they 
contrived  to  quell  the  mutiny.     Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  keep  the 
army  in   India  at  double  its  amount  in 
1857.     If  he  did,  no  increase  of  revenue 
would  meet  so  enormous  a  charge.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  also  proposed   to 
bmld  a  fleet  of  steam  ships  to  carry  his 
troops  to   India,     If   the    troops  were 


unnecessary,  why  build  additional  bar- 
racks, or  provide  new  transports?    [Mr. 
VANsrrTAKT :  Are  they  unnecessary  ?]  That 
was  the  question.     How  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  carry  on  the  reliefs  ? 
The  increase  of  the  trade  and  prosperity  of 
this  country  would  make  it  more  and  more 
difficult  to  provide  the  number  of  troops. 
Then  public  works  for  the  year  1865-66 
were  to  cost  £5,800,000,  being  an  increase 
on  the  year  of  £200,000.     The  civil  ex- 
penditure was  £3,450,000,  out  of  which 
the  establishments  would  cost  no  less  than 
£800,000  to  dispense  these  £3,450,000. 
These  figures  gave  some  clue  to  the  com- 
plaints in  every  Indian  newspaper  as  to  the 
extravagance  with  which  the  machinery 
of  these  civil  departments  was  carried  on. 
Then  the  education  grant  was  constantly 
increasing.     He  would  be  the  last  to  ob- 
ject to  that  were  it  not  that  nearly  half 
the  amount  of  the  grant  was  swallowed 
up  in  the  establishments.     The  total  esti- 
mated expenditure  was  £47,186,000,  and 
showed  an  increase  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  preceding  year  of  no  less  than 
£2,652,000.    The  Budget  Estimate  of  the 
year — and  they  all  knew  how  fallacious 
that  Estimate   was  —  reckoned  on  a  de- 
ficiency of  revenue.    His  right  hon.  Friend, 
however,  had  not  told  the  House  what 
steps  he  intended  to  take  in  order  to  force 
economy  on  the  Gbvemment  of  India,  and 
oblige  them  to  make  income  and  expendi- 
ture meet.     And  then  as  the  waste  lands 
were  brought  under  cultivation,  they  did 
not  appear  to  add  anything  to  the  revenue 
of  the  State.     Some  explanation  was  re- 
quired, and  some  papers  were  necessary, 
to  show  what  the  facts  of  the  case  were. 
As  to  the  mode  in  which  this  revenue  was 
raised,  he  must  comment  upon  what  was 
called   in   India   the  "cowardly"  policy 
whereby  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  wished  to 
replace  the  increased  expenditure  by  im- 
posing duties  upon  jute,  which  was  a  new 
manufacture  in  India,  upon  wool,  which 
was  a  new  product  of  commerce,  and  upon 
tea  and  coffee,  which  were  taxed  already, 
whilst  he  dared  not  tax  cotton,  out  of  re- 
gard for  home   interests.     He  •  regretted 
very  much  to  see  the  income  tax  taken  off, 
which,  in  five  years,  had  produced  nearly 
£8,000,000,  and  during  all  that  time  there 
was  but  one  assessment,  the  assessment  of 
the  first  year.     India  had  so  much  bene- 
fited by  the  state  of  things  in  America, 
that,  had  there  been  an  assessment  lately, 
the  tax  would  have  been  doubled,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  imposed 
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in  this  form:  exempt  all  incomes  under 
£100  or  £125  a  year ;  and  impose  a  tax 
of  3  per  cent,  realizing  about  60  rupees, 
or  £6  per  annum,  from  incomes  of  £125 
to  £250;  £12  from  incomes  of  £250  to 
£500 ;  and  £25  on  incomes  from  £500  to 
£1,000  a  year.  There  might  also  be  a 
license  duty  imposed  on  two  or  more 
classes  on  those  following  a  trade  or  pro- 
fession, excluding  agriculturists,  day  la- 
bourers, and  servants,  and  those  who  paid 
income  tax.  This  was  a  tax  in  accord- 
ance with  native  feeling,  and  perhaps  the 
only  direct  one  that  would  be  fairly  paid. 
Before  this  expenditure  of  £10,000,000 
was  determined  upon  he  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
considered  the  important  question  of  the 
defence  of  India  as  a  whole,  in  the  best 
and  cheapest  manner,  with  the  smallest 
number  of  troops?  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
written  out  to  India  calling  on  the  Go- 
vernment to  reduce  its  enormous  military 
expenditure?  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  his  right  hoo.  Friend,  before 
sanctioning  the  enormous  expenditure 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  upon  bar- 
racks, had  read  M.  Brialmont's  great  work 
on  fortifications  and  consulted  the  best 
authorities;  for  the  problem  was,  how  India 
was  to  be  defended  in  the  best  manner  ? 
Another  subject  which  was  necessarily 
connected  with  the  defence  of  India  was, 
where  they  would  have  the  capital  ?  He 
had  long  considered  there  could  be  no 
doubt  where  it  should  be.  For  many 
reasons  it  should  be  at  Bombay.  Every- 
body admitted  that  Calcutta  was  too  far 
to  the  east.  The  west  was  much  better 
suited  to  European  constitutions.  Then 
Bombay  was  nearer  Europe,  it  had  a  mag- 
nificent harbour,  and  its  people  were  better 
adapted  to  receive  European  civilization. 
In  short,  all  the  social,  commercial,  and 

Political  requirements  of  the  capital  of 
ndia  were  fulfilled  in  the  same  city ;  and 
now  that  the  Governor  General  and  his 
Council  were  like  a  roving  commission  on 
the  look-out  for  a  oapital,  and  constantly  on 
the  move,  was  the  time  to  consider  where 
the  capital  should  be.  Bombay  was  now 
really  being  re-built.  The  Government  had 
gained  a  large  sum  of  money  by  the  sale  of 
the  waste  lands  there;  and  there  could  be  no 
better  time  for  establishing  the  seat  of  em- 
pire at  Bombay.  At  present  the  Governor 
General  and  his  council  were  compelled  to 
go  to  the  hills  in  the  hot  season,  and  for 
six  months  in  the  year  the  government  of 


India  was  left  practieaUy  in  the  hands  <tf 
subordinate  officers.  If  ill  the  chief  officOTS 
of  State  were  in  the  interior,  and  not  on  a 
sea-board,  and  if  they  could  not  be  com* 
municated  with  easily,  our  empire  in  India 
would  run  great  risk  in  the  event  of  any 
such  outbreak  occurring  as  the  mutiny  <^ 
1857.  This  question  of  the  change  of 
oapital,  therefore,  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  speedily ;  and  in  his  opinion 
but  one  decision  could  be  arrived  at.  Ab 
to  the  inquiry  in  Oude,  he  did  not  wish 
to  reflect  in  the  least  upon  Sir  John  Law- 
rence, but  must  say,  that  remembering 
past  passages  in  the  history  of  the  Yiocroy, 
he  greatly  regretted  that  inquiry.  The 
zemindars  in  Oude  were  naturally  fright- 
ened in  seeing  the  same  machinery  at  work 
which  had  reduced  their  compeers  in  other 
portions  of  the  country.  One  result  of  the 
system  heretofore  pursued  in  the  North- 
West  of  India  had  been  tlie  utter  uproot- 
ing of  the  native  aristocracy ;  and  some  of 
our  officials  had  reckoned  it  as  great  a  feat 
to  root  out  a  zemindar  as  to  £ll  a  tiger. 
There  were  men  whose  position  formerly 
was  on  a  par  with  that  of  the  highest  aristo- 
cracy in  England,  who  now,  owing  to  our 
policy,  were  forced  to  beg  their  bread. 
But  this  policy  of  destroying  the  native 
aristocracy  in  the  North- West  Provinces 
for  the  benefit  of  the  village  proprietors 
had  been  a  failure,  for  during  Uie  mutiny 
the  ryots,  the  very  men  who  should  have 
been  attached  to  our  cause,  had  brought 
back  the  old  aristocracy  and  replaced  them 
in  their  feudal  estates.  He  believed  that 
only  two  things  were  requisite  for  the 
prosperity  and  contentment  of  India.  One 
was  that  we  should  respect  the  systems 
we  found  existing  there,  and  not  endeavour 
to  carry  out  theories  of  our  own  ;  and  the 
other  was  to  leave  the  religion  of  the 
natives  entirely  untouched.  He  should 
like  to  hear  the  views  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  with  r^;ard  to 
the  ecclesiastical  establishments  of  India. 
Was  it  intended  to  divide  the  country  into 
various  bishoprics  and  to  introduce  the 
parochial  system,  defraying  the  cost  of 
this  out  of  Indian  revenue?  His  hoo. 
Friend  had  taken  steps  which  justified 
apprehensions  of  this  kind.  Such  a  system 
should  be  nipped  in  the  bud.  In  India 
we  should  carry  out  the  plan  which  had 
been  adopted  in  our  colonies,  and  allow 
the  grant  of  no  money  for  ecclesiastical 
establishments  of  any  kind.  This  policy 
was  as  desirable  in  Uie  intei^sts  of  Chris- 
tianity as  it  waa  in  the  intoroata  9f  Briti^t 
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mle  Ia  Lidia.  He  was  pleaied  to  hear 
that  it  ipaa  not  intended  to  revert  to  Lord 
Dalbooaie's  system  with  regard  to  the 
native  aristocraoy  of  India,  and  he  wished 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  make  a 
aimikrly  satisfactory  announcement  with 
regard  to  religion.  Just  now  the  Indian 
Government  were  severing  all  connection 
with  the  native  religions  of  India,  and 
waa  this  a  time  for  using  the  money  of 
Ifahomedans  and  Hindoos  in  order  to  fur- 
iber  Christianity  ?  We  had  had  a  warn* 
ing  in  the  ease  of  Ireland,  and  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge  should  oot  be  inserted 
in  this  direction.  In  his  opinion  such  a 
system,  if  persisted  in,  would  end  disas* 
trously  for  our  rule  in  India. 

Ma.  VANSITTART  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  deprecated  a  merely  theo« 
retical  policy  in  India,  but  was,  in  fact, 
himself  a  great  theorist.  He  had  set  down 
the  number  of  £uropean  troops  necessary 
in  India  at  40,000  and  no  more,  because 
that  was  the  number  in  the  country  at  the 
time  of  the  mutiny ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  tiie  Sepoys  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  small  number  of  Europeans  then  in  the 
country  to  try  to  upset  our  rule.  He  was 
far  from  sharing  ^e  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  point,  and  thought  it 
waa  to  be  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  paid  so  little  attention  to  the 
very  earnest  recommendation  of  Sir  John 
Lawrence  and  his  Council  to  raise  a  loan 
of  ten  millions,  in  order  to  construct  new 
barracks  and  other  military  works  which 
were  urgently  required  for  our  European 
troopa  if  we  had  the  slightest  regard  for 
their  health  and  safety.  It  appeared  that 
for  several  reasons  the  Indian  Government 
recommended  that  this  outlay  should  not 
be  charged  to  revenue.  In  the  first  place, 
thej  could  hold  out  very  little  prospect  of 
the  revenue  accounts  for  the  next  and  fol- 
lowing years  being  so  elastic  as  the  current 
year,  although  there  was  a  deficit  of 
£375,000.  In  reality  it  was  £665,690; 
hat  it  had  been  reduced  to  £375,000  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  delaying  the  con- 
atruction  of  the  transports  to  be  built  at 
home  for  the  conveyanee  of  our  troops. 
In  the  second  place,  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment represented  that  the  Bhootan  war 
might  bo  prolonged  to  an  indefinite  period 
owing  to  the  difficulty  in  getting  these 
savages  to  sue  for  peace  {  and  as  every- 
thing connected  with  that  war  has  to  be 
conveyed  firom  a  distance,  it  must  neces- 
sarily be  a  ooatly  one.  Then,  again,  they 
had  a(dd  GoT«ama&i  oetates  in  Bengal 


and  confiscated  estates  in  the  North^Weit* 
em  Provinces,  which  would  not  be  avail- 
able as  a  source  of  revenue  in  future  years; 
and,  lastly,  £1,200,000  had  been  given 
up  by  the  total  remission  of  the  income 
tax.  He  was  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  expressed  his  dissatisfaction 
that  this  tax  was  not  renewed  at  the  same 
rate  as  last  year,  but  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet quite  forgot  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vcmment  had  no  alternative,  for  when 
Mr.  Wilson  imposed  it  he  was  obliged  to 
assure  the  people  of  India  that  it  should 
cease  in  five  years— on  the  31st  of  Janu* 
ary,  1865.  Mr.  Laing  reiterated  this,  and 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  very  properly  re- 
marked that— 

**  At  all  hasards,  we  must  irj  and  keep  faith 
with  the  people  of  India  hy  not  prolonging  it,  and 
the  expiration  of  this  tax  will  do  more  to  secure 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  Indis  than  any- 
thing else  that  could  have  happened." 

The  Indian  Government  gave  another 
reason  against  the  impolicy  of  making  no 
provision  to  meet  the  deficit,  and  that  was 
the  unoertainty  of  the  opium  sales.  The 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  this  source  had 
been  put  down  at  £7,723,600,  but  during 
the  last  two  years  it  had  largely  fallen 
short  of  the  Estimates,  and  there  was  no 
security  that  this  might  not  occur  again* 
Further,  the  cash  balances  had  fallen  off 
from  £19,000,000  to  £11,000,000,  not- 
withstanding the  sale  of  a  large  amount 
of  Government  property.  Probably  Eng- 
lish enterprize  and  capital  had  never  been 
so  profitably  employed  as  at  present.  In 
proof  of  this  it  was  only  necessary  to  refer 
to  the  daily  journals;  scarcely  a  week 
elapsed  without  some  new  tea,  coffee,  or 
other  scheme  making  its  appearance.  The 
remission,  therefore,  of  tiie  income  tax 
would  have  been  more  than  an  equivalenty 
more  than  a  compensation  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  those  companies  and  the  Indian 
public  generally  for  the  imposition  of  the 
export  duties  proposed  to  be  levied  by  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan.  Looking  to  these  facts 
and  the  gloomy  financial  prospect  before 
us,  he  was  by  no  means  disposed  to  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  acted 
wisely  in  reversing,  in  his  usual  summary 
off-hand  manner.  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan's 
financial  arrangements  —  arrangements 
which  had  received  not  only  the  approval 
of  Sir  John  Lawrence  and  his  Council, 
but  which  after  all,  with  reference  to  the 
peculiar  local  circumstances  of  the  case, 
were  about  the  best  that  could  have  been 
framedi  and,  at  all  events,  they  poaseaaed 
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the  merit  of  balancing  the  income  and  ex- 
penditure. The  effect,  moreover,  of  this 
perpetual  interference  and  snubbing  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon  Baronet  could 
not  fail  to  be  attended  with  the  worst 
results,  for  it  would  end  by  no  one  of 
any  rank  or  position  condescending  to 
accept  the  office  of  Governor  Generalship, 
with  its  large  emoluments,  if  he  was  to  be 
oonverted  into  a  mere  cipher.  If  report 
was  to  be  believed,  the  evil  had  already 
shown  itself,  for  it  was  said  that  Sir  John 
Lawrence  contemplated  resigning.  He 
complained,  and  justly  so,  that  he  pos- 
sessed less  independent  authority  now  than 
when  he  was  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
Punjab,  and  that,  while  all  the  responsi- 
bility and  blame  devolved  upon  him,  the 
Secretary  at  home  gained  all  the  credit 
and  glory.  It  was  also  very  generally  be- 
lieved that  that  enlightened  Governor, 
Sir  Bartle  Frere,  was  so  mortified  by  the 
snubbing  he  received  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  the  introduction  of  Kis  liberal 
measures,  that  he  had  actually  tendered 
his  resignation.  This  was  a  most  unsa- 
tisfactory state  of  affairs,  and  he  hoped  the 
new  Parliament  would,  among  its  earliest 
acts,  decide  how  India  was  to  be  governed 
in  future — namely,  in  India  or  in  Eng- 
land. Before  he  resumed  his  seat  he  begged 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  had 
received  Mr.  Robert  Gust's  Report,  or  the  In- 
dian Government's  despatch  on  that  Report, 
relating  to  a  scheme  to  reduce  the  salaries 
of  the  civilians  of  the  North- Western  Pro- 
vinces }  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  order  had  given  rise 
to  the  same  feeling  of  discontent  as  pre- 
vailed in  the  military  and  other  services, 
and,  it  seemed,  with  great  reason.  The 
cost  of  the  Indian  Home  Office  amounted 
to  £171,120  per  annum.  Every  one  con- 
nected with  it,  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  members  of  his  Council,  secre- 
taries, clerks,  and  even  those  fifty  porters 
and  hall-keepers  required  to  be  employed  in 
that  overgrown,  unwieldy  establishment, 
were,  one  and  all,  in  the  receipt  of  hand- 
some salaries.  A  Bill  was  passing  through 
Parliament  for  augmenting  the  salaries  of 
our  County  Court  Judges,  and  another  Bill 
giving  handsome  retiring  pensions  to  our 
Colonial  Governors.  The  Civil  Service  at 
home  was  well  paid  and  possessed  a  well 
established  superannuation  system.  The 
Government  selected  as  their  victims  the 
actual  rulers  of  India,  a  body  of  men  who 
were  striving  conscientiously  and  indefa- 
tigably  to  perform  their  duties  in  that 
Mr.  Vamittart 


distant,  unhealthful,  and  even  deadly  cli- 
mate. This  was  done,  too,  in  the  very 
teeth  of  the  recommendation  of  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  the  Governor  of  Bombay,  who  had 
lately  sent  home  a  Report  that  the  cost  of 
living  in  India  was  so  enormous  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  officers,  both 
civil  and  military,  to  continue  on  their 
present  salaries. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Henry 
Seymour)  should  have  given  countenance 
to  the  misapprehension  which  prevailed 
with  regard  to  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan*8 
proposals.  The  general  idea  appeared  to 
be  that  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  had  to  deal 
with  a  failing  income  ;  that  he  neverthe- 
less abolished  the  income  tax,  induced 
thereto  by  a  supposed  obstinate  adherence 
to  views  expressed  when  he  was  Governor 
of  Madras ;  and  that,  having  created  a  de- 
ficiency, he  sought  to  make  it  up  by  a 
loan  and  by  the  imposition  of  export  da- 
ties  on  various  Indian  products.  Nothing 
could  be  more  unlike  the  truth  than 
that  representation.  The  fact  was  that 
the  income  of  India  for  the  ensuing  year 
was  calculated,  after  the  abolition  of  the 
income  tax,  to  be  considerably  greater 
than  in  the  preceding  year,  and  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  did  not  in  his  original  scheme 
propose  any  export  duties.  The  income 
of  the  ensuing  year  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce more  than  the  current  expenditure, 
and  but  for  the  outlay  on  public  works 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  would  have  had  a 
surplus.  It  was  to  meet  the  demand  for 
public  works  that  he  proposed  a  loan.  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan 's  view  being  that  for 
reproductive  public  works  it  was  right 
and  wise,  while  paying  the  greater  portion 
of  the  cost  out  of  revenue,  to  meet  some 
part  of  the  expense  by  a  small  loan ;  and, 
in  his  financied  statement,  he  observed— 

"It  is  true  that  the  Ways  and  Meaot  of  the 
year  are,  to  the  extent  of  £l,200,000»  composed  of 
borrowed  money.  But  this  loan  has  nothing  in 
common  with  the  shifts  and  expedients  of  insol- 
vent or  embarrassed  States.  It  is  the  result  oft 
discriminating  policy  which  confines  taxation  to 
its  just  objects,  and  provides  by  loan  for  repro- 
ductive  works  and  for  worka  of  every  kind  wbich 
are  on  such  a  scale  as  would  too  severely  strain 
the  resources  of  a  single  generation.  The  best 
employment  of  money  is  that  which  the  industrial 
classes  make  of  their  annual  savings  for  their  own 
sake,  and  it  is  no  real  advantage  to  the  eom- 
munity  to  interfere  seriously  with  this  natural 
process  and  to  cause  general  harassment  and  dis- 
content in  order  to  accelerate  the  execution  of 
public  works.  Even  if  the  condition  of  the  finances 
were  all  that  could  be  desired,  it  would  still  be 
expedient  to  limit  taxation  to  the  proper  buiiMii 
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of  Gorernmenty  and  to  proTide  for  reprodaoti?e 
works  by  means  of  specially  appropriated  funds." 

Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  justly  decided  that 
this  was  a  case  for  raising  money  partly 
by  loan,  and  that  he  could  drop  the  in- 
come tax  and  substitute  a  loan.  He  there- 
fore adopted  tl^e  principle  proposed  by  the 
Gh>vemment  in  the  case  of  dockyard  forti- 
fications. Lord  Macaulay  had  made  the 
observation  that  nothiug  was  so  essential 
as  that  faith  should  be  kept  with  the  peo- 
ple of  India.  It  was  the  idea  of  the  peo- 
ple of  that  country  that  Mr.  Wilson  had 
pledged  the  Gbvernraent  to  the  abolition 
of  the  income  tax,  and  in  such  a  country, 
where  the  people  were  suspicious  and 
jealous  of  the  British  tenure,  it  was  of  the 
highest  importance  that  it  should  appear 
that  the  faith  of  the  Government  was 
maintained  inviolate.  There  existed,  then, 
a  powerful  inducement  to  do  away  with 
the  income  tax,  which,  besides,  was  de- 
moralizing the  people  by  causing  them  to 
resort  to  chicanery  and  cheating.  Sir  John 
Lawrence,  disapproving  the  proposition  to 
raise  so  much  money  as  £1,200,000  b^ 
loan  for  public  works,  urged  the  imposi- 
tion of  export  duties  to  the  amount  of 
£400,000,  in  order  partly  to  recoup  the 
temporary  loss  of  the  income  tax,  and  his 
proposal  was  accepted  by  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
velyan and  the  Council.  These  export 
duties  had  been  much  condemned  in  Eng- 
land, and  he  did  not  wish  to  defend  them ; 
but  certainly  in  India  they  had  not  been 
looked  upon  as  pernicious.  There  the. 
whole  scheme  had  been  exceedingly  ap- 
proved, and  especially  by  the  Calcutta 
community;  and  it  was  thought  they 
would  operate  only  as  a  slight  tax,  falling 
principally  on  the  European  capitalists  in 
that  country,  without  interfering  in  any 
appreciable  degree  with  the  commerce  of 
India.  As  to  the  army,  he  ventured,  with 
the  greatest  diffidence,  to  think  that  we 
were  keeping  up  an  unnecessary  amount  of 
European  force  in  that  country.  The  late 
mutiny  had  been  put  down,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sykes)  had  reminded  him,  by  little  more 
than  12,000  European  troops  in  the  field, 
and  since  that  period  the  power  of  the 
Government  had  been  enormously  in- 
creased. The  artillery  had  been  transferred 
to  our  own  hands  ;  the  fortresses  and 
strong  places  were  now  held  by  European 
soldiers;  we  had  greatly  reduced  the  Na- 
tive army-*the  one  enemy  we  had  to  fear ; 
and  railways,  telegraphs,  and  an  improved 
organization  all  contributed  to  augment 


the  strength  of  the  Government  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  Natives.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  mutiny  proved  that  we 
had  no  reason  to  apprehend  a  rising  of  the 
people,  but  only  a  revolt  on  the  part  of 
those  whom  we  ourselves  had  armed.  We 
had  now,  in  fact,  no  enemy  without,  and 
none  whom  we  need  really  dread  within. 
We  might,  therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
largely  reduce  our  European  force  in  India 
without  endangering  our  power  in  that 
country,  while  we  at  the  same  time  les- 
sened the  heavy  drain  upon  the  British 
army.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only  add 
that  he  had  observed  with  mjich  regret  the 
evident  pain  and  difficulty  under  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood) 
had  made  his  statement — a  statement  as 
interesting  and  gratifying  as  any  that  he 
had  ever  heard  in  that  House. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  wished,  in  com- 
mon with  every  Member  of  the  Committee, 
to  express  his  regret  at  the  indisposition 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  and  his  desire  for  his  speedy  re- 
covery. Passing  to  the  subject  of  his 
statement,  he  sincerely  trusted  that  on 
another  occasion  they  would  be  furnished 
with  the  Indian  accounts  at  the  com- 
mencement, instead  of  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  The  question  involved  the  welfare 
of  150,000,000  people,  and  the  management 
of  a  revenue  of  £47,000«000,  and,  there- 
fore, well  deserved  the  earliest  and  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
were  many  features  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  statement  which  he  could  not 
regard  with  satisfaction.  The  financial 
afiairs  of  India  had  not  been  placed  be- 
fore them  in  as  clear  and  explicit  a  manner 
as  could  be  wished.  The  Revenue  Budget 
for  1865-6  amounted  to  £46,488,760, 
which,  with  the  addition  of  the  proposed 
loan  of  £1,200,000,  made  a  total  of 
£47,688,760.  The  estimated  expenditure 
for  the  same  year  was  stated  thus: — 
In  India,  £40,469,540;  in  England, 
£6,717,390;making  together  £47,186,930; 
and  then  concluded  with  a  surplus  stated 
at  £501,830,  the  total  given  being 
£47,688,760.  Surely  it  was  a  gross  in- 
consistency to  be  borrowing  £1,200,000, 
with  that  apparent  surplus  of  £501,830. 
He  trusted  that  the  Indian  Department 
would  direct  its  attention  to  that  glaring 
discrepancy.  The  estimated  sum  re- 
quired for  the  army  and  marine  was 
£14,292,670  ;  for  public  works  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  £5,888,640;  for  law 
and  justice,   £4,942,650;     for   intereiti 
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£3,201,820;  the  total  sum  expended  in 
England  was  £6,717,390;  and  the  snm 
Bet  down  to  meet  treaty  engagements  was 
£1,682,900;  making  together  an  expen« 
ditare  of  £36,726,160,  against  a  rereone 
of  £47,688,760.  But,  in  addition  to  that 
expenditure,  there  was  an  item  of  no  less 
than  £8,642,569,  for  what  was  called 
"  oollectionB/'  or,  in  other  words,  an  ex- 
pense of  nearly  20  per  cent,  which  he 
thought  enormous,  was  incurred  in  collect- 
ing the  revenue,  while  there  was  stiU  a 
farther  outlay  under  the  head  of  "sundries' ' 
of  £2,320,031.  Now,  he  maintained  that, 
with  prudent  imd  economical  management, 
it  would  be  necessary  neither  to  borrow 
money  nor  to  weaken  our  means  of  de- 
fence, nor  to  impose  export  duties.  A 
large  sum  might  easily  be  saved  in  con- 
ducting the  business  of  India,  without 
diminishing  its  efficiency,  and,  instead  of 
requiring  additional  fUnds,  a  much  smaller 
sum  than  the  £6,000,000  now  spent  would 
amply  suffice  for  all  the  public  exigencies. 
They  were  about  to  build  splendid  offices 
in  London,  at  the  cost  of  the  people  of 
India — a  very  questionable  proceeding  in- 
deed, and  one  that  ought  to  be  resisted. 
Something  like  £10,000,000  was  proposed 
to  be  expended  upon  barracks  and  other 
conveniences  for  the  army.  That  was  an 
amount  at  the  rate  of  £140  for  every 
soldier,  or,  if  divided  also  among  the 
native  army  and  police,  it  would  give  £30 
for  each  individual.  That  was  obviously 
a  most  extravagant  outlay.  When  the 
Government  spoke  of  executing  public 
works  they  contemplated  barracks  and 
other  accommodation  for  the  troops,  but 
very  little,  indeed,  that  was  of  a  truly  re- 
productive character  and  calculated  to  be- 
nefit the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  India. 
In  his  Minute  of  the  30th  of  March,  1865, 
Sir  John  Lawrence  said — 

V  India  is  a  vast  continent,  in  which  the  amount 
of  capital  hitherto  expended  on  pnblic  works, 
however  considerable  in  amount,  is  quite  insig- 
nificant compared  with  its  wants." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles 
"Wood)  took  credit  for  spending  in  six 
years  £73,000,000  on  public  works  in 
India,  including  railways ;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  alone  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment had  sanctioned  undertakings  the 
aggregate  of  whose  capital  was  £126,000. 
Without  more  roads,  railways,  and  means 
of  irrigation,  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
India  must  stagnate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  cultivation 
ef  cotton,  instead  of  grain,  in  India;  but 


there  was  much  more  land  under  enlti?a« 
tion  there  than  would  be  required  if  it 
were  only  cultivated  at  all  as  it  should  be. 
Instead  of  causing  the  poor  Hindoo  to 
starve,  they  should  help  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  soil.  In  the  Marquess  of 
Tweeddale's  letter  to  Colonel  Showers, 
dated  June  21,  1865,  which  had  been 
alluded  to,  there  occurred  this  passage— 

*'  If  we  must  look  to  India  as  the  principal 
source  of  supply  for  cotton  wool,  we  find  three 
years  of  great  demand,  aocompanied  hj  hifk 
prices,  have  not  had  the  eifeet  of  improving  the 
length  of  the  fibre  or  its  sabstanoe.  I  theralBre 
presume  that  there  is  no  one  in  India  who  is  oom- 

petent  for  the  undertaking Sorelj 

m  a  country  where  no  part  of  the  produce  of  the 
soil  is  returned  to  the  land,  sucm  as  farmyard 
manure,  it  is  more  necessary  that  agricultorsl 
chymistry  should  supply  the  want,  as  oow-dnnf 
is  used  for  fuel,  and  few  horses  or  sheep  are  kept 
India,  therefore,  requires  a  gardener." 

Oonnected  with  the  loan  of  £1,200,000,  it 
was  due  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  state  that  on  the  9th  of  May  last  his 
right  hon.  Friend  wrote  in  these  terms — 

*'  You  have  not,  however,  continued  the  income- 
tax,  producing  upwards  of  £1,200,000  per  annum, 
but  you  have  proposed  to  raise  a  loan  of  precisely 
that  amount,  and  to  impose  Customs  duties  of  a 
most  objectionable  nature." 

He  was  delighted  with  that  statement, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  a  motto  in  the 
India  Office.  He  hoped  that  for  the  future 
the  improvement  of  India  would  be  car- 
ried out  on  bond  fide  capital,  and  that  the 
country  would  be  advanced  by  reproduc- 
tive public  works.  He  believed  there  was 
a  great  future  for  India,  that  she  wss 
capable  of  sending  to  this  country  comforts 
and  raw  materials  which  we  needed ;  and 
that  she  might  take  in  return  those  com- 
forts with  which  England,  better  than  any 
other  country,  could  supply  her.  In  con- 
clusion, he  wished  his  right  hon.  Friend 
health  and  strength  to  combat  with  the 
difficulties  which  he  had  to  encounter  in  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  India. 

CoLoi^L  SYKES  said,  he  would  be  rtarj 
glad  if  the  prospects  so  satisfactory  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  should  be  realised ;  bat 
to  his  mind,  matters  did  not  look  hopeful 
when  he  found  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
charge  on  the  expenditure  side  of  the 
account  which  had  not  been -increased. 
As  to  the  Estimate  for  1865-66,  he  felt 
bound  to  say  he  did  not  place  the  slightest 
confidence  in  it.  His  right  hon.  Friend  hsd 
given  them  ample  proof  that  those  pnh 
spective  Estimatee  were  not  worth  a  mrii. 
They  were  completely  in  utiMwf  .    8aeh 
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EstimateB  varied  in  a  year,  as  had  been 
prored  that  night,  fiiom  a  surplns  to  a  de- 
ficiency of  £800,000.  Again,  looking  to 
some  of  the  items  of  the  increased  revenue, 
he  regarded  them  as  anything  bnt  satis- 
fiwtory.  For  instance,  there  was  an  in- 
crease of  £212,000  from  abkaree,  or,  in 
other  words,  from  the  consumption  of 
spirits.  Now,  that  was  scarcely  desirable. 
There  had  been  a  decrease  on  the  assessed 
taxes  that  was  not  satisfactory.  Next, 
there  was  an  increase  of  £600,000  from 
salt.  This  article  was  positively  neces- 
sary for  the  people  of  India.  If  they  did 
not  consume  it,  from  their  vegetable  diet 
they  would  be  themselTes  consumed  by 
worms.  It  was  said  that  to  tax  beer 
in  England  was  to  tax  the  beverage 
of  the  working  man ;  and  certainly  to  tax 
salt  in  India  was  analogous  to  levying  a 
tax  on  beer  in  England.  Then  there  was 
an  increase  on  opium,  a  drug  which  poi- 
soned the  people,  and  this  was  scarcely 
matter  for  congratulation.  In  Bengal  the 
Government  went  the  length  of  mixing 
itself  up  with  the  production  of  opium, 
by  making  advances  to  the  producers  in 
the  first  instance,  and  afterwards  bu3ring 
up  the  article,  and  this  brought  us  into 
much  odium.  The  large  surplus  antici- 
pated by  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  the 
year  1863-64  had  come  down  to  £78,000, 
and  this  year  not  only  was  that  £78,000 
absorbed,  but,  in  addition,  the  increased 
reTcnue.  The  increased  expenditure  in 
India  demanded  the  earnest  attention  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  for  its  progress  would  be 
most  embarrassing.  The  difference  between 
the  expenditure  last  year  and  the  year 
before  was  upwards  of  £2,225,000.  There 
was  an  increase  in  the  civil  branch  of  the 
Indian  service,  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  home  charges,  and,  in  fact,  in  every 
branch  they  found  an  increase,  and  the 
increase  for  the  police  was  worthy  of 
observation.  The  Native  veteran  army 
of  India  had  been  reduced  135,000  men 
with  a  view  to  economy,  leaving  only 
130,000  armed  men  to  be  paid;  but 
it  appeared  by  a  Return  to  the  House  of 
Commons  that  the  number  of  troops  was 
182,067,  and  of  Native  police  154,435— 
making  a  total  of  286,502,  so  that  there 
had  actually  been  an  increase  of  165,000 
armed  men.  And  who  were  they  ?  They 
consisted  of  undisciplined  police,  armed, 
dispersed  throughout  the  country,  having 
no  European  officers  with  the  detached 
bodies,  and  at  liberty  to  do  just  as  they 
pleased.    This  had  been  the  result  of  the 


reduction  of  the  regular  Native  troops; 
they  were  increasing  the  number  of  armed 
men  in  the  country-— men  dangerous  from 
their  want  of  discipline  and  utterly  useless 
in  the  field.  He  bad  received  information 
from  an  officer  of  experience  in  Central 
India,  that  in  several  instances  it  was 
suspected  that  atrocities  had  been  com- 
mitted by  bands  of  police,  who  were  with- 
out the  discipline  and  control  of  European 
officers.  Under  these  circumstances  he  could 
not  say  that  the  state  of  things  in  India  h^d 
been  improved.  In  (act,  it  was  unsafe.  A 
feeling  was  obtaining  among  those  who 
were  once  native  regulars — veterans — that 
their  past  services  had  been  overlooked. 
Their  old  officers  had  been  taken  from 
them,  and  with  those  who  were  placed 
over  them  they  had  no  sympathy,  because 
they  were  strangers  and  had  never  served 
with  them.  The  officers  themselves  were 
dissatisfied.  Even  the  petted  Staff  Corps, 
the  origin  of  all  the  confusion  and  wrong, 
were  beginning  to  complain,  and  accord- 
ing  to  the  testimony  of  a  staff  officer 
whose  letter  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
who  spoke  from  personal  experience,  if 
some  measures  were  not  speedily  adopted 
to  remedy  the  present  very  unsatisfac- 
tory state  of  the  service  it  would  be- 
come completely  disorganized,  and  the 
administration  of  the  country  would 
be  rendered  difficult.  He  entirely  ap- 
proved the  course  which  had  been  taken 
by  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  with  regard  to 
the  income  tax.  A  pledge  had  been  given 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  the 
income  tax  should  continue  for  only  five 
years,  and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  only 
acted  in  the  spirit  of  an  English  gentle- 
man in  fulfilling  that  pledge,  not  that  he 
objected  to  an  income  tax  which  should 
touch  the  wealthy  only.  With  respect 
to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the  zemin- 
dars being  driven  into  beggary,  he  believed 
that  many  had  fallen  into  difficulties 
by  their  foolish  pride  and  pomp.  They 
had  got  into  debt,  and  the  Oovernment 
had  sold  their  estates  because  they  did 
not  pay  the  Government  land  tax.  The 
result  was  beggary,  but  it  did  not  arise 
from  granting  proprietary  rights  to  the 
cultivators.  There  were  several  other  topics 
on  which  he  had  intended  to  touch,  but, 
in  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  ho  would  not 
detain  the  Committee.  He  could  not  sit 
down,  however,  without  entreating  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  look  seriously  on  the 
state  of  feeling  in  India,  and  especially  U^ 
nAect  on  the  uncertainty  of  the  epram 
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reyenue  and  the  impolicy  of  any  increase 
in  the  salt  tax. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD,  thought  that  the 
Secretary  for  India  was  placed  in  a  most 
unenviable  position.  First,  he  was  found 
fault  with  for  not  doing  something,  and 
then,  when  he  had  sought  to  remedy  the 
eyil  complained  of,  he  was  abused  and 
virtually  told  that  he  had  better  have  done 
nothing.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down  complained  of  the  increase  of  the 
police  and  of  their  being  armed.  Some 
years  ago  he  remembered  bringing  before 
the  House  the  need  there  was  for  an  in- 
crease. With  regard  to  their  being  armed, 
he  believed  when  they  were  so  it  was  ex- 
ceptional, and  that  ordinarily  they  were 
not  so.  Again,  an  accusation  had  been 
brought  against  the  Governor  General,  Sir 
John  Lawrence,  on  account  of  the  inquiry 
he  had  instituted  in  Oude  into  the  rights 
of  the  under  tenantry;  and  it  was  said 
that  he  wished  to  destroy  the  aristocracy 
as  he  had  done  in  the  Punjab.  That  he 
had  not  done  anything  to  forfeit  the  confi- 
dence of  the  talookdars  and  other  large 
landholders  was  evidenced  by  the  late 
Durbar,  the  success  of  which  was  a  suffi- 
cient reply  to  such  accusations.  Again, 
with  regard  to  the  army,  one  would  have 
thought  from  the  observations  then  made 
that  there  was  a  proposal  greatly  to  in- 
crease it,  whereas,  the  fact  was,  that  the 
Secretary  for  India  had  reduced  it  by  two 
regiments  and  a  battery  of  artillery.  He 
thought  that  the  Government  might  be 
congratulated  on  the  condition  of  India 
under  many  of  its  aspects,  and  he  was 
glad  that  a  policy  of  protection,  or  restric- 
tion on  trade,  had  not  been  sanctioned. 
The  testimony  of  facts  proved  that  free 
trade  was  a  permanent  source  of  wealth, 
whatever  apparent  or  temporary  advantages 
might  result  to  the  revenue  from  an  oppo- 
site course.  He  was  also  bound  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  wise  view  adopted 
by  the  Government  with  respect  to  the 
land  question,  and  that,  while  maintaining 
a  native  aristocracy  as  necessary  for  India, 
they  at  the  same  time  were  determined 
to  uphold  the  rights  of  the  peasantry,  and 
give  them  that  security  of  tenure  which 
must  be  at  the  base  of  all  improvement, 
social  and  moral — the  more  liberal  con- 
struction placed  upon  the  grant  in  aid 
system,  by  which  the  cause  of  education 
had  been  advanced  showed  the  progressive 
spirit  that  had  animated  the  councils  and 
"^the  legislation  for  India  during  the  past 
year.     He  trusted  that,  by  the  develop- 
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ment  of  public  works,  by  the  progrets  of 
enlightened  education,  India  might  rapidly 
advance  both  socially  and  morally*  and  that 
by  contact  with  the  Christian  faith  of  this 
land  the  natives  of  India  might  be  induced 
more  and  more  to  examine  the  foundations 
of  that  faith,  bo  as  to  embrace  it  for  them* 
selves. 

Mb.  W.  EWART  said,  he  thought  that 
a  printed  statement  of  the  affairs  of  India 
should  be  prepared  annually  and  placed  in 
the  hands  of  Members  of  Uiat  House. 

Sa  CHAELES  WOOD  said,  with  re- 
gard to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Poole  on  the  disposition  of  troops 
in  India,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  subject  of  disposing  the 
troops  in  such  a  manner  that  the  smallest 
number  could  be  made  most  available  had 
been  very  seriously  considered  by  the  au- 
thorities in  India  for  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  and  the  position  of  the  barracks  in 
each  Presidency  had  been  determined' 
partly  by  this  consideration  and  partly  by 
that  of  the  healthiness  of  the  site.  WiUi 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  troops,  that  was 
a  subject  on  which  the  authorities  in  India 
were  the  best  judges.  As  he  waa  blamed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Poole  for  having  too  many  troops,  and  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Windsor  for  having 
too  few,  probably  he  had  bit  aomewhere 
about  the  happy  medium.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole, 
who  had  been  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Control,  talk  about  our  establishing  an 
ecclesiastical  establishment  there.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  clergymen  were  sent  oat 
to  India  was  that  of  military  chaplains. 
When  a  large  body  of  servants  of  the 
State,  whether  civil  or  military,  were  sent 
out  to  a  country  where  the  whole  popula- 
tion is  Mahomedan,  Hindoo,  or  heathen, 
it  was  not  unreasonable  that  we  should 
send  out  clergymen  to  minister  to  their 
spiritual  wants,  as  we  sent  out  medical 
men  to  administer  to  their  bodily  ailments. 
And  when  we  sent  out  a  number  of 
clergymen  we  sent  Bishops  out  to  look 
after  them,  as  when  we  sent  out  a  number 
of  surgeons  a  certain  number  of  Inspeeton 
General  were  sent  to  look  after  them.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  that  the 
Home  Government  had  so  oonstantly  in- 
terfered with  Sir  John  Lawrence  that  he 
had  offered  to  reaigu.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  got  hit 
information,  and  it  waa  certainly  a  re- 
markable time  to  make    the  statement 
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when  the  Home  OoTemment  had  been 
steadily  sapportiDg  him  against  his  Goun- 
oiL     Sir  John  Lawrence  had  said  that  the 
income  tax  onght  to  have  been  continued, 
and  the  Home  Govemment  said  he  was 
quite  right.     He  was  glad  to  have  the 
opportanity  of  contradicting  the  statement. 
He  had  no  reason  whatever  to  believe  that 
Sir  John  Lawrence  was  anything  but  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  his  position  in  India, 
and  he  had  receiTcd  nndeviatiDg  support 
from  home.     There  was  an  advantage  de- 
rived from  the  visits  to  Simla  by  the  Go- 
vernor General,  that  the^  were  less  ex. 
pensive  and  less  inconvenient  than  to  the 
tours  which  it  had  been   formerly  the 
custom  to  make.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  Sir  Bartle  Frere  was  dis- 
satisfied with  his  treatment,  but  that  state- 
ment, did  not  accord  with  what  he  had 
heard  from  a  dear  connection  of  his,  who 
had  been  assured  by  an  equally  near  con- 
Election  of  Sir  Bartie  Frere  that  he  fully 
appreciated  the  kindness  and  courtesy  he 
had  received  from  himself.   The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  asked,  whether  a  memorandum 
had  been  received  concerning  a  reduction 
of  salaries?    No  such  memorandum,  he 
believed,  had  been  received,  although  the 
subject  had  been  referred  to  in  a  private 
letter  from  Sir  John  Lawrence.     There 
was  no  intention  of  adopting  so  unfortunate 
a  system  as  that  of  under-paying  public 
servants  in  that  distant  country.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  had  referred 
to  the  expense  of  collecting  the  Revenue 
in  India;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
looked  at  the  finance  accounts  which  were 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  would  have 
seen  that  the  expense  of  collection  was, 
in  the  case  of  the  land  tax,  10  per  cent; 
assessed  taxes,  3  per  cent ;  customs  7  per 
cent ;  salt  duty,  6  per  cent ;  and  stamps, 
6  per  cent.     [Mr.  Barley  :  Opium.]    No 
doubt  upon  opium  the  cost  of  collection 
was  33  per  cent,  that  tax  was  of  an  ano- 
malous character,  and  ought   not   to  be 
taken  as  an  element  of  calculation  in  esti- 
mating the  average  cost  of  collection  of 
other  taxes.    There  were  strong  objections 
to  the  tax,  but  unless  any  one  could  point 
to  any  other  source  whence  £8,000,000  a 
year  could  be  obtained,  he  feared  the  tax 
must  be  continued.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  referred  to  the  £126,000,000  voted 
this  year  for  new  railways  in  this  country ; 
but  probably  all  that  amount  would  not 
be  expended.    Those  railways  were  pri- 
vate undertakings,   and  he  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  had  only  referred  to  public  works 
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in  India,  and  was  unable  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  the  works  resulting  from  private 
enterprize  in  that  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  read  a  passage  from  a 
letter  ftom  the  Marquess  of  Tweeddale 
referring  to  the  want  of  manure.  In  India 
that  was  a  great  want,  because  the  people 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  used  for  fuel 
the  only  manure  they  possessed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  had  alluded  to  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  falling  off  in  the 
proceeds  from  the  land  revenues  and  as- 
sessed taxes,  but  those  apparent  diminu- 
tions were  the  result  of  exceptional  gains 
in  former  years.  The  increase  in  the 
amount  derived  from  the  salt  tax  was 
not  a  proof  of  additional  burdens  upon  the 
people  of  India,  but  was  evidence  of  in- 
creased comfort  and  wealth,  and  the 
greater  quantity  of  salt  carried  up  the 
country  by  the  railroads.  With  respect  to 
the  additional  number  of  armed  men  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, the  answer  was  that  the  281,000 
men  of  the  police  thus  referred  to  were 
not  armed  men.  The  police  did  not  in 
most  cases  carry  arms.  They  were  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country.  There  was  a 
vast  difference  between  a  scattered  nn* 
armed  body  of  police  and  a  well -dis- 
ciplined, well-armed  Native  army,  and  no 
danger  could  be  apprehended  from  the 
former.  In  conclusion,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thanked  the  Committee  for  its 
consideration  towards  him,  and  hoped  that 
the  statement  he  had  made  would  prove 
generally  satisfactory. 

Eesolutions  agreed  to. 

1.  Retolvedt  That  the  total  net  Rerenuet  of 
the  Territories  and  Departments  under  the  im- 
mediate oontrol  of  the  Government  of  India  for 
the  year  ended  the  dOth  day  of  April  1864, 
amounting  to  £3,956,770  sterling,  and  the  Charges 
thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other  than  Military 
Charges,  amounted  to  £^,208, 118  sterling. 

2.  Reiolved,  That  the  total  net  Rerenues  of  the 
Bengal  Presidency,  for  the  year  ended  the  SOth 
day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £11,662,738 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same 
period,  other  than  Miliury  Charges,  amounted  to 
£2,513,268  sterling. 

3.  Reiolvtd,  That  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
North  Western  ProTinces,  for  the  year  ended  the 
30th  day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £4.847,051 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same 
period,  other  than  Military  Charges,  amounted  to 
£1,485,351  sterling. 

4.  Retolved,  That  the  total  net  Rerenuesof  tho 
Punjab,  for  the  year  ended  on  the  30th  day  of 
April  1864,  amounted  to  £2,755,169  sterling,  and 
the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  Military  Charges*  amounted  to  £1,096,999 
sterling. 
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emitrol  of  tha  GormnmeDt  of  Indim,  of  th«  B«i 
gil  PmideiMr,  irf  tbe  North  Weitarn  Prorinoe) 
■nd  of  tbo  Po^b,  togstlin-,  fiir  tlw  jmt  anda 
tha  >Oth  day  of  April  IM4,  uManM  t 
£38,331,734  lUriin^,  uid  lb*  Chufai  tlMnapoii 
J|ioladiDg  the  MiliUrj  Cbuf**,  uaannted  t 
£18,164,863  it«rliag,  leiTioi  a  aulrliu  »^Ubl 
fe'  tho  gaaanl  Olu^^  of  IndU,  of  £T,T5S^T: 

B.  SeMlved,  That  the  toUl  mt  ReTeBdM  of  tli 
Hadiu  PnaMaaoy  ( Fort  Saint  GsoiTe},  Ibr  tb 


(LOKDS)         (SiiMiifntmM^Bm.      M 
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UwiOotiti)iiiaiMa*<SH)i    Poar  Law  Bani 


CoutiDDaiMe  *  an)  i  F«M*  PiaaMiallua  (Ira- 
land)  Aet  (ISw)  ADModiDant  •  (MO)  i  <MobU 
Docka  Louu*  (tSl) ;    Tnn|a«  Aatt  C» 

tlnoaiioe ■  (MS) ;    toeal  Tin inml  jmala 

wmtBliNo.  a)"'*—' 

Hoapital  "  (ITS)  ;  Salmon  Aabwr  Aet  (IMl) 


No.  a)"  (338). - 
ufiw  — PryoM*  (9M): 
"  (ITS)  ;  Salmon  Fiabwr 
■  ■  (33»)      -      "  ■ 
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tharaof,    for    the    lame    period,    amoonted 
JEB.IST.IOa  rtarling,  leaTing  a  anrplDi  ■vaOabl 
In  the  abon  Fraridenoj,  tOr  tb*  Qmeral  Ohargo 
•r  India,  of  £806,146  atarliag. 
4.  JUfhied,  That  the  t«Ud  nel  RarmtMi  ( 


■toriiog,  aad  tba  net  Chargaatbvaofiliirtbe 

'    'Dd,  amouted  ti    

TBina  ftnflablo 


period,  amouted  to  £5,386,361  Iterliog,  leaTinj     ing  read, 
k  annlna  ftnflablo  in  Om  abon  Piarinaiwy,  fci  1i,„r     ■ 

the  OMenl   Cbargea  of   India,  of  Zl,«W,4r  "^'"^ 


,.  Pii«  Brignda  (Uaba- 
polii)*  r3lS) ;  TarnpCka  Thnte  Anwnmmumtt* 
(916);  Arr  Bw]^  BlMtkm  •  ( 1SS| ;  Cm^ 
troller  of  tba  Eiabaq«r  and  PaUie  Aafit* 
(313)1  Inland  Revaaiw*(»I);  Imtmuutj* 
(933);  Compound  Spirit!  WaMhoo^iv*  (134]^ 
ftndpoMMf. 
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aaam  tfusnts. 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  tha  Sfleond  Bead- 


BiBL   DB  GRGT   us   RIPOH.   m 
(terilng.  "  mo?in2  the  MMmd  rMding  «f  thia  Bill/ 

B.  iKMtMd.TUttbetotalnMReTeniiMoftb.  M<^>  Aat  iu  objeet  wu  to  «uUe  (be 
•amnl  Praaidetraim,  for  tbe  faar  ended  the  3inl  OoTarnnient  t«  grant  retirinr  pcOMOU  to 
dar  of  April  1864,  amonnted  to  £85,e36,89(  oar  Colonial  Gorernora  at  U)«  expiratioB 
5Sl'i%„"^''-.'^^'..^'??.?^'^L^-'i"^.*'    of  a  .Uted  period  of  aerrice.     Thwoofi- 


£94,018,308  ateriiac,  leaTtBc  a  lorphu  HeTenai 
•f£9,ei8,C10iterHng. 

«.  Stmilvtd,  That  tbe  Int«rait  on  tbe  Regla 
tend  Debt  of  Indi»,  paU  in  tbe  7«ar  ended  tb< 
SOtb  iMj  of  April  1864,  amonnted  to  £3,0e8,9a( 
aterling,  and  the  Chtigm  delrajed  in  England,  oi 
Aeeonnt  of  the  Indian  Territory,  Id  the  aam 


eiala,  ha  might  obBerve,  w«r«  pnblis  Mf 
Tanta  who  had  to  perform  ■rdooaa  datita 
■wa;  from  their  own  conatrj,  and  ofM 
under  the  iofloenM  of  bad  alimalea.  ll 
had  been  deemed  nndeairabla  ta  mAe  a 
[iharge  for  aach  a  peDnon  <a  anv  partiealer 


period,  inolnding  InteMt  on  Debt  Inenml  ir     """K*  '"  •  l        "^    i    .T^  - 
England  and  O^mntMd  Intareat  on  tbe  OaptWt     "o'*"?-  wd  the  propoaal,  tberefore,  waa  ta 
graot  rettring  penaiona  Id  tbe  Gorenora  of 
Cdooietio  acoordance  with  the  inportaiin 


of  Kallwaj'  and  other  Oompaniee,  aAer  dednoLinj 
net  Traffia  Receipti  ot  tUiliraT*,  amounted  U 
£6,446,913  iterling,  leaTing  a  aarplna  of  ladbu 
Inoome  for  tba  jear  ended  u  afbrnaid,  after  d» 
frajing  tbeaboTe  InterMtand  Chargte,  of  £7^841 

Honae  reiumei, 

Besolationt  to  he  reported  To-tnoma. 
HooH  B^joifnwd  at  Nine  e'olook. 


BOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

IHdag,  Junt  30,  1865. 


MIKUTES-J-Pfbuo  Bnxa— 5«eimd  - 

Colonial  GoTemon  {Betiring  Feaaioni)  (9!U); 
Penaltiea  Law  Amsndment  (ITS). 

StUel  CommiUee — Btport — Hanriob  Harbovr* 

CWa/H««— Crown  Snita,  dra.  ■  (187) ;  Endring 
LawB  Continuanoa' (336): •Poor  Law  Beaid 
Continiuu>oa*(39T);  Colonial  Doeb  Loana* 
(SSn  :  JTnmpike  Aota  CoDtiaoaDoe^'  (>S9)j 
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>f  the  poit  which  each  had  happened  la 
Sll,  bated  npon  the  general  prineipU  bjr 
irhioh  the  peoaioDa  of  other  nril  aerraoli 
)f  tbe  (TrowB  ware  r^nlated. 

Unid,  "  that  the  Bill  be  aow  iwai  2r." 
■~{Bart  da  Orej/and  Bipon.) 

Ths  Eabc  op  HABDWICKB  aaid,  he 
lid  not  rtie  for  the  porpoaa  of  eritideing 
the'  Bin,  bnt  for  another  pnrpoae,  irbkh  be 
iroald  ahortlj  mention.  No  doubt  the  BiH 
tself  waa  in  theory  perfectlj  jtnt.  It  d^ 
slared  that  Colonial  Goveniora  who  ■erred 
9er  Majeetj  fijr  a  certain  time  ahoold  be 
lealt  with  as  poblie  aervanta  tianslh  were 
*ho  eerred  their  coontir  faitbfnllj  and 
Hefulty.  Bnt  tbe  Bill  had  thie  remarkable 
eature— that  it  waa  in  the  dfanetioB  of 
he  Uiniater  to  grant  a  penafon  or  not. ,  If 
he  Minister  considered  that  tiie  pobBs 
errant  was  not  preoieelT  a  penoti  irfmn 
le  desired  to  reward,  howenr  vthiable 
aicht  hare  been  hla  anrfeea,  Iw  liad 
ioHihigWhat»y(lr  tt>  do  tiiam  to  StMUam  Vm 
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ttftor  nhie  or  sixt6efi  yean*  serrfees,  ao- 
leordTDg  to  the  partienlar  eirentnstanees  of 
the  caoe»  aa  |mif  ided  for  under  this  Bifl, 
and  thereby  deprive  him  of  all  chaoee  of 
a  fmaiea^    He  (the  Bari  of  Hardwteke), 
howerer,  made  thoae  oheenraliona  only  by 
way  of  passing  oomment  on  the  proviaions 
of  the  Bin — if  be  had  not  another  purpose  in 
Tiew  he  should  not  have  risen  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.      Their   Lordships    would 
Tcmemher  that  hi  the  course  of  the  last 
Bession  he  had  presented  a  petition  f^om  a 
Ugfaly  honourable  and  distinguished  gen- 
ilemati  bearing  upon  this  subject.     Being 
aware  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  QoTcmcnent  to  introduce  such  a 
Bill  as  the  present  into  Parliament^  this 
eminent  gentleman  ventured  to  express  a 
liope  ^t  his  serrlces  would  be  taken  into 
consideration.    He  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke) 
kad  no  hesitation  in  saying,  after  careful 
eonsideratioDt  thai  this  gentleman  stood  -in 
M  poaition  second  to  none  in  regard  to  ser- 
Tloea  rendered  to  the  British  Empire.   The 
aerfiees  rendered   by   Sir  Francis   Head 
Were  of  the  most  valuable  character.     Sir 
Praneia  Head,  in  oonsequence  of  circum- 
alances  to  which  he  would  not  then  allude, 
Imd,  however,  been  passed  over  without 
any  substantial  recognition  of  his  services. 
That  high-minded  and  honourable  man  had 
neverthdess  borne  this  neglect  and  inat-  j 
tention  with  the  greatest  fortitude — the 
feeling  uppermost  in  his  mind  being  that, 
Bolwiuistanding  the  services  he  hid  ren* 
derod  to  his  Sovereign  and  his  country,  he 
Imd  been  a  forgotten  man.     On  the  occa- 
aion  to  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke) 
had  alluded  Sir  Francis  Head  thought  it  a 
fair  opportunity  of  presenting  himself  to 
the  notice  of  the  British  Legislature  for 
the  purpose  (in  his  old  age  and  being  a  poor 
man)  of  asking  for  some  solid  pecuniary 
remuneration  under  the  circumstances  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>verpment  being  about  to 
Introduce  a  Bill  into  Parliament  empower- 
ing them  to  grant  pensions  to  retiring 
Colonial  Qovemors.      The  claim  of    Sir 
Francis  Head  was,  however,  refused.  Now 
the  character  of  this  gentleman  was,  after 
all,  but  little  known  to  the  public.      A 
more  independent  or  honourable  man  did 
not  eiist.     Be  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke) 
would  have  the  honour  of  showing  that  that 
same  character  which    eminently  distin- 
guished him  through  his  officiiu  life  he 
maiiitained  to  the  last.     Sir  Francis  Head 
had  requested  him  to  read  to  their  Lord- 
shins  a  short  letter  which  would  relieve  Her 
Majesty's  'Oovemment  from  any  further 


notice  of  his  case.    That  letter  was  aa 
foHows — namely, 

"  CroydoD,  36th  Jane,  1885. 

*  M/  dear  Lord  Hardwicke, — Among  the  Rojal 
werogmtlves  H  was  onoe  my  duty  to  defend,  there 
Iff  ao  one  I  mere  ardeatij  deeiro  to  uphold  thaa 
that  which  decrees  that  a  reward  lor  iNiUie  eer- 
yicee  shall  deecend  only  through  the  Ministers  of 
the  Grown.  And  as  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  the  ezerdse  of  this  prerogative,  have  expressed 
themsehres  advene  to  the  prayer  of  my  memorial 
(printed  last  Session  kf  onier  of  both  Heasee  af 
Parliament),  it  is  clearly  my  duty  to  suhmit  with- 
out remonstrance  or  complaint  to  their  decision. 
I  therefore  request  that  on  the  introduction  to 
the  House  of  Lords  of  the '  Golonial  Qovemors 
(Retiring  Pensions)  Bill,'  you  wiU  he  pleased  to 
abstain  from  any  further  reinreDee  to  my  bygone 
services  in  Canada. 

**  Believe  me  to  remain  yours  venr  iaithfully, 

♦•  F.  B.  HsAB." 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  considered  that 
this  measure  was  one  of  simple  justice,  and 
one  which  had  been  too  long  delayed. 
During  the  experience  he  had  had  in  the 
Colonial  Office  many  grievous  cases  had 
come  under  his  notice  of  Colonial  Oo- 
vemors  being  compelled  to  retire  from 
office,  after  performing  valuable  serfices, 
without  any  pension  whatsoever  Wing 
granted  them.  As  a  general  rule  be  ob- 
served that  C<donial  Governors  retired,  net 
only  without  any  proper  remuneration  for 
their  services,  but  they  were  placed  in  a 
much  worse  position  than  that  which  they 
occupied  before  they  accepted  office.  The 
inflexible  rule  was  that  no  outfit  was  pro- 
vided for  a  Colonial  Governor,  who  was 
therefore  compelled  to  go  out  to  the  colony 
after  incurring  an  expense  equal  to  about 
one  and  a  half  year's  salary  as  Governor ; 
and  if  by  any  accident  he  was  compelled 
to  resign  before  he  had  served  eighteen 
months  in  his  new  office  he  not  only  received 
no  remuneration  but  he  was  actually  at  a 
pecuniary  loss  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
penses of  his  outfit.  The  Bill  unfortunately 
came  before  their  Lordships  at  such  a  time 
as  to  render  them  unable  to  deal  with  its 

S revisions,  otherwise  there  were  some 
etails  to  which  he  should  certainly  have 
taken  exception  aa  hardly  carrying  out  the 
I  principle  on  which  the  measure  had  been 
framed;  but  he  thoroughly  approved  the 
scope  of  the  measure,  which  did  tardy 
justice  to  a  class  of  men  who  rendered 
valuable  services  to  the  State.  He  was  not 
aware  that  his  noble  Friend  near  him  (th% 
Earl  of  Hardwicke)  intended  to  advert  to 
the  particular  services  of  Sir  Francis  Head, 
He  could  understand  the  difficulty  of 
including  his  case  within  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  in  consequence  of  the  short  period 
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he  bad  lenred  as  Colonial  Oofornor.    He, 
howofer,  endrelj  ooncnrred  in  the  estimate 
gi?en  bj  bis  noble  Friend  of  the  senriees 
and  character  of  Sir  Francis  Head.  Those 
serfices  were  the  more  TaluablOt  inasmach 
as  thej  were  rendered  at  a  time  of  great 
and  peooliar  difficulty,  and  there  conld  be 
no  denying  the  fact  that  Sir  Francis  Head 
had   been   mainly  instmmental  in  saving 
Canada— he  could  nse  no  lesi  forcible  an 
ezpression^-to  this  country.  Notwithstand- 
ing such   distinguished  serrices,  he  must 
say  that  Sir  Francis  Head,  upon  his  return 
to  this  country,  did  not  meet  with  that  con- 
sideration and  fair  dealing  for  the  discharge 
of  a  very  unpopular  duty  to  which  he  was 
fairly  and  honourably  entitled.     But  the 
-ease  of  that  gentleman  was  a  much  harder 
one  than  e?en  that  which  had  been  stated, 
hecause  Sir  Francis  Head  had  actually 
sacrificed   a   permanent    appointment    to 
accept  the  OoTemorship  of  Canada  ;  and 
when  he  returned  to  this  country  be  was 
not  only  refused  a  retiring  allowance,  but 
he  was  denied  the  office  which  he  before 
ffled,  and  which,  if  he  had  not  resigned 
It,  he  would  be  entitled  to  hold  for  life. 
Sir  Francis  Head  therefore  now  remained, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  would  not  say,   a 
discontented  man,  but  certainly  a  man  suf- 
fering from  a  strong  sense  that  his  services 
had  not  received  the  reward  to  which  they 
were  justly  entitled.      He  confessed   he 
thought  Sir  Francis  Head  a  hardly  used 
man.      Having  made  those   observations, 
he  only  wished  to  express  in  general  terms 
his  entire  concurrence  in  the  principle  of 
this   Bill.      He  believed  that  Parliament 
was  at  last  about  to  award  a  certain  amount 
of  justice  to  a  most  deserving  class  of  men 
who  were  generally  taken  from  the  Civil 
Service  to  discharge  the  responsible  func- 
tions of  Colonial  Governor. 

Lord  LYYEDEN  agreed  that  it  was 
impossible  to  deal  with  the  case  of  Sir 
OBVancis  Head  under  this  Bill,  but  he  thought 
ttat  the  Government  might  propose  to  give 
him  some  compliment  or  remuneration  for 
the  gallant  and  worthy  services  which  he 
rendered  in  Canada.  With  reference  to 
the  Bill  itself,  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  see  the  period  of  service  after  which  a 
Governor  might  retire  shortened.  He  held 
that  the  colonies  ought  to  pay  all  expenses 
which  were  properly  chargeable  to  them, 
but  he  did  not  think  —  and  the  late  Sir 
William  Molesworth  was  of  the  same  opi- 
Bion— that  the  pensions,  nor  indeed  the 
•alaries,  of  Governors  ought  to  be  charged 
to  the  colonial  revenues. 

lie  JStrl  of  Ihrhy 


Motion  agned  to:  Bill  read  2*  aeooid- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Honse  on  Momiay  neiL 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMBNDMENT  BILL. 
(no.    178.)       8X00ND  RBADIVG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  STANLET  of  ALDERLET 
moood  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  re-apportion  the 
terms  of  imprisonment  in  cases  where  the 
fines  were  not  paid.  The  relative  periods 
of  imprisonment'  were,  for  any  penalty  not 
exceeding  10<.,  seven  days;  exceeding  lOi. 
and  not  exceeding  JSI,  fourteen  days;  ex- 
ceeding £1  but  not  exceeding  j£2,  one 
month;  and  exceeding  £2  but  not  exceed- 
ing £5,  two  months. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 
-^Lord  Stanley  of  Alderletf.) 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  sud,  he  hsd 
no  objection  to  the  Bill  so  far  as  it  weo^ 
but  he  thought  their  Lordships  should  take 
the  whole  subject  into  their  consideration 
with  a  view  to  its  improvement.  There 
were  certain  alterations  in  the  Bill  which 
he  thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  make 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee. 

Lord  REDESDALB  said,  this  wss 
one  of  those  Bills  which  were  introduced 
on  account  of  some  particular  case  of  hard- 
ship. One  or  two  instances  would  occur 
in  which  persons  were  sentenced  to  a  few 
days'  more  imprisonment  than  perhaps 
would  have  met  the  justice  of  the  case ; 
then  the  Government  were  memorialised, 
and  a  Bill  was  introduced  into  Parliament 
He  believed  the  magistrates  thronghoot 
the  country  exercised  the  greatest  discre- 
tion in  apportioning  the  amount  of  the  fines 
and  the  terms  of  imprisonment,  and  there- 
fore this  Bill,  by  depriving  the  magistrates 
of  their  discretion,  would  do  more  harm 
than  good.  He  objected  altogether  to 
legislation  on  this  system,  and  therefore 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  refuse  to  pass 
this  Bill. 

Lord  DENM AN  said,  that  this  BiH 
was  intended  to  remedy  the  diacrepaney 
in  the  punishment  of  drunkoDoess  con- 
tained in  the  Wine  Licences  and  Refresh- 
ment Act,  which  empowered  magtatrates 
to  imprison  for  drunken  and  riotons  eon- 
duct,  without  a  fine,  for  seven  days ;  or, 
if  a  fine  of  not  exceeding  40f.  wars  in* 
flicted,  to  imprison  for  not  ezeeeding 
three  months  in  defiaolt  of  paymeat.  The 
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etaet,  however,  were  to  frequent  egainst 
the  lame  offenders  that  the  longer  term  of 
imprieonment  did  not  seem  to  he  too  se- 
▼ere  ;  and  in  awarding  the  fine  the  magis- 
trates (for  whom  he  felt  great  respect) 
were  earefiil  to  proportion  the  fine  to  the 
oircnmstances  of  the  defendant.  He  felt 
■ore  that  abridging  the  discretionary 
powers  of  the  magistrates  would  make 
them  more  and  more  unwilling  to  act.  He 
wished  that  in  Committee  a  power  might 
be  inserted  to  imprison  for  drunkenness 
for  tweWe  hours  in  some  local  Bridewell 
approved  of  by  the  magistrates,  for  which 
there  was  a  Statute  applicable  to  Ireland. 
Prisoners  were  often  sent  for  seven  days  to 
a  prison  distant  thirty  miles  in  England. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  remarked  that  the 
House  was  not  in  Committee. 

Lord  DENMAN  replied  that  time  was 
often  saved  by  suggestions  being  made 
beforehand. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  could  not  see  what  objection  there 
eonld  be  to  deprive  the  magistrates  of  the 
power  of  inflicting  terms  of  imprisonment 
beyond  those  which  would  be  sufficient  to 
iBeet  the  justice  of  the  cases. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eammiUed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC  MUSEUMS,  Ao. 
PBTinONB  FOR  OFEKINQ    IK  EYEKINaS. 

Lord  BBURY,  in  prsemUing  a  Petition 
of  Patrons,  Presidents,  and  Officers  of  the 
Barlv  Closing  Association,  and  of  Work- 
ing Men  of  Islington,  for  the  Opening 
of  Public  Museums,  Ac.,  in  the  Evenings, 
for  the  Benefit  of  the  Working  Classes, 
praying  that  the  reeommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1860  might  be  carried  into 
effect  in  reference  to  the  opening  of  the 
British  Museum  and  other  National  Col- 
leetiona  three  evenings  in  the  week  be- 
twen  the  hours  of  seven  and  ten  o'clock, 
■aid*  that  the  Petition  was  signed  by  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  and  a  number  of  noble- 
men and  gentlemen,  who  were,  in  fact,  the 
authors  of  the  early  dosing  movement, 
and  its  prayer  was  that  the  Public  Mu- 
seoros,  such  as  the  National  Gallery  and 
the  British  Museum,  should  be  open  three 
eveninffs  in  the  week,  in  order  that  per* 
sons  whose  employments  allowed  them  no 
other  opportunities  might  be  able  to  enjoy 
the  benefits  of  those  ooUeotions.  Their 
Lordships,  he  waa  taret  would  be  among 


the  first  to  appreciate  the  benefits  of  eariy 
closing,  and  since  Parliament  had  declared 
that  it  would  not  take  any  step  to  open 
these  Museums  on  Sundays  they  were  in 
duty  bound  to  attend  to  the  prayer  of  the 
Petitioners,  and  endeavour  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  visit  the  Museums  in  the 
evening.  He  wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Council  whether  the 
Government,  or  those  persons  who  had  the 
requisite  authority,  could  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  reasonable  request  of  the  Peti- 
tioners would  be  complied  with. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  in  the 
only  Museum  with  which  he  was  connected 
— the  South  Kensington  Museum — stepa 
had  been  taken  to  open  it  in  the  evening. 
Further  alterations,  however,  in  lighting 
and  in  ventilation  were  necessary  before 
the  experiment  could  be  said  to  be  success- 
fuL  Large  numbers  of  persons  bad  par- 
taken of  this  privilege,  the  greater  portion 
of  whom  were  composed  of  artisans  and 
working  men  from  all  parts  of  the  metro- 
polls.  With  regard  to  the  National  Gal- 
lery, Sir  Charles  Bastlake  had  informed  the 
Government  that  no  answer  could  be  given 
at  present,  as  the  matter  was  still  before 
the  Trustees.  As  to  the  British  Museum, 
Mr.  Panizzi  had  informed  him  that  the 
subject  had  been  frequently  considered  by 
the  Trustees,  that  Mr.  Braid  wood,  the 
late  Superintendent  of  the  Fire  Brigade, 
had  been  consulted,  who  expressed  hia 
opinion  that  the  risk  from  the  gas  and  other 
lighting  arrangements  necessary  to  open 
the  museum  in  the  evening  would  be  very 
great.  Considering  the  valuable  contenta 
of  the  Museum  great  care  and  considera- 
tion ought  to  be  exercised  before  any  such 
risk  was  run.  This  objection  was  entnrely 
independent  of  the  increased  cost  caused 
by  the  increased  staff  which  would  be  ne-> 
cessary,  which,  of  oourse,  would  not  weigh 
against  a  commensurate  advantage  to  the 
public. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
in  several  foreign  Museums  no  light  waa 
ever  allowed  to  be  used. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  as  one  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  he  waa 
able  to  state  that  the  question  of  opening 
the  Museum  at  night  had  been  severd 
times  under  the  consideration  of  the  Trus- 
tees. The  object  was  very  desirable,  but 
the  objection  with  regard  to  the  ride  by 
fire  was  represented  to  them  to  be  very 
considerable.  It,  howevw,  remained  to  be 
oonsidered  whether  by  any  means  that 
danger  ooold  he  effectually  averted,    Be« 
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tidat  the  qaetiien  of  ritk  from  fire^  Ihovo 
WM  tlie  question  of  expense.  The  objeet 
oould  net  be  carried  ooi,  as  their  Lerdshipe 
BMisi  pereeiiFe*  withoat  a  coDsideroble  in- 
erease  of  the  Bstimate.  There  must  be  a 
oonsiderable  adiiition  to  the  present  number 
of  attendants,  or  t)>e  present  attendants 
must  be  paid  a  proportionate  inerease  for 
the  extra  laboar  that  would  be  east  upoti 
them. 

Lord  BBUBY  thought  there  weald  be 
no  detriment  to  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Oallery  from  their  being  shown  bj  gaa- 
light.  Tl>e  pictures  in  the  Academy  bad 
been  shown  in  the  evening,  and  no  ooas* 
plaints  had  been  made. 

Kabl  STANHOPE  said,  that  the  pie* 
tares  at  the  Academy  were  only  shown  for 
a  portion  of  the  year,  and  as  the  time  was 
ao  short  the  gaslight  did  not  prove  prejo- 
dioial ;  but  if  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Qallery  wore  Uirown  open  they  would  be 
aibjeeted  to  the  same  influeneea  year  after 

Car,  so  that  no  deoisifo  argument  coald 
drawn  in  the  one  case  from  what  had 
happened  in  the  other. 

Petitiods  to  lie  on  the  table. 

I88UE  OF  ARMY  COMMISSIONS. 
QUBsnoir. 

Thb  B4BL  OF  LONGFORD  said,  he 
wielded  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  noble  Barl 
the  Secretary  for  War  respecting  tho  pre- 

B^ration  and  issue  of  Army  Commissiona. 
any  complaints  had  been  made  upon  the 
anbjecty  but  he  would  state  some  oiroum* 
atances  that  had  occurred  to  himself.  On 
the  Slst  of  May,.  1865,  there  was  delivered 
at  his  house  his  commission  as  colonel  in 
the  army,  dated  July.  1855.  That  com* 
mission  bore  the  counter  signature  of 
General  Peel,  who  quitted  offioe  in  1859, 
Md  therefore  its  preparation  must  hate 
been  complete  six  years  ago.  Upon  the 
back  of  the  commission  were  some  pencil 
mMrks  which,  howeter  necessary  it  might 
he  to  make  during  the  passage  of  the  Com- 
mission through  the  offices,  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  remain  upon  a  document 
which  bore  upon  it  Uer  Majesty's  signature. 
On  the  1st  of  June  he  received  another 
oommissiouv  addressed  to  the  late  Barl  of 
Longford,  who  died  in  1859.  He  scarcely 
knew  what  to  do  with  that  commission  ; 
bat,  upon  the  whole,  he  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  to  return  it  to  the  War 
I>epartment  before  the  financial  officer 
celled,  as  no  doubt  he  weald  do,  for  the 
ateiep  duty  on  it.     WhOe  speaking  of  the 
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stamp  duty,  he  might  nentiea  tAmi  en  III* 
7th  of  May,  1863,  he  had  bees  ebliyed  t^ 
send  a  renMmstraace  te  the  War  Office 
against  being  called  upon  for  atamp  dntj 
which  had  already  been  paid.  In  i^ly, 
he  had  received  a  letter  expreasini^  the 
regret  of  the  nebte  Barl  oppoette  Umt  a 
mistake  sheald  have  occurred.  Be  had 
consulted  a  friend  as  to  what  he  ihonld  de 
in  respect  of  the  eemmiesiona  which  had 
just  been  sent  to  him,  and  he  waa  adrised 
to  wait  a  lew  days  to  see  whether  any 
mere  were  seat.  He  acted  on  that  adrlee; 
but  had  not  long  te  wait,  for  eo  the  Snd 
of  J  one  there  came  te  him  two  other  eom- 
missions»  one  dated  July,  1855^  eigaed  by 
General  Peel,  and  the  other  dated  1857. 
It  appeared  from  those  eircamataiieee  that 
delay  was  the  rule  of  the  office,  and  there> 
fore  he  wished  to  have  seme  explanation  of 
its  causes.  He  did  not  desire  to  moke  any 
personal  complaint,  but  simply  brooffht 
the  matter  forward  that  it  might  receive 
such  attention  as  it  might  deeerre.  Com- 
mtssieas  lest  mnch  of  their  vahie  when 
they  were  only  issued  years  afWr  they  had 
been  gasettcd.  He  wished  to  nefc.  Under 
what  Arrangements  the  Commiseiens  c# 
Officers  are  prepared  and  issued  hj  the 
War  Department  ? 

Baal  DB  GRBT  akd  RIPONsaid,he 
would  first  explain  what  were  the  existing 
arrangements  for  the  issue  of  commissions, 
and  would  next  notice  the  particular  cir- 
cumstance of  the  noble  Barfs  ease«  but  he 
could  only  do  so  generally,  aa  the  noble 
Barl  had  given  him  no  notice  of  hit  in- 
tention to  introdoce  the  particular  inetaneec 
he  had  referred  to.  The  practice  waa  that 
as  soon  as  an  officer  was  gasetted  for  are* 
motion  or  appointment  steps  were  taken 
for  the  preparation  of  his  commission.  The 
commission  was  not  generally  iaaned  for 
some  time,  but  was  retained  in  case  of  anr 
alteration  being  found  to  be  neeessarj.  It 
was  not  issued  to  the  officer  ontil  the  stamp 
duty  had  been  paid  upon  it.  That  duty  onght 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  first  pay  receivable  by 
the  officer  ;  and  as  soon  as  the  War  Office 
found  from  the  quarterly  aceonnts  that  the 
stamp  duty  had  been  paid  ^e  eommiasiott 
ought  to  be  issued.  That  was  tho  present 
rule,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would  ho  atricdy 
adhered  to  in  future.  The  noble  Earl  had 
adverted  to  delays  which  had  taken  niace 
in  the  issue  of  commissions,  and  had  re* 
ferred  to  his  own  case.  Sneh  delays  had 
arisen  from  two  causes — slackneaa  in  the 
payment  of  the  stamp  duties  and  a  pressure 
upon  the  Ofltoe.     The  matter  had  been 
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brovgiit  w4ef  A*  aotiMi  of  •wac^iBiv^  So^- 
i^lamf  far  W«r  i  imhI  wb^n  Qewenil  PmJ 
Wftft  ii^  oflloe  he  look  meiuiareo  to  enforeo 
llio  pftymoBt  of  tile  •Unp  diitj»  and  Uter, 
Sir  George  IjowU  Uid  down  the  nilea  now 
in  Hurt*  for  imnediete  payment.  Thevo 
iMidt  bowoTor,  erUen  from  tarioas  oeoaet 
large  erreara  in  ilM  iaaue  of  eommiasiont, 
and  in  1863  nn  Aot  waa  paaaed  altering 
^  mode  of  aigniag  anob  doeomenta. 
After  the  paaaing  of  thet  Aot,  Sir  George 
Iiowia  proceeded  to  aign  commissionay  and 
be  (Em*!  do  Grej)  followed  the  eiample;  bat 
he  foned  that  the  nnmber  of  uniaaned  eom- 
miaaiona  waa  ao  large  that,  if  extra  efforta 
t#  aign  them  were  not  made,  they  would 
not  Wi  imued  for  aeveral  yeara.  Last  year, 
in  Oeteber  end  November,  he  bad  signed 
ebont  14,000  oommissiona,  but  this  un- 
fartnaete  reanlt  bad  followed  from  his  aeal, 
that  with  thia  large  maaa  of  documenta  all 
aigned  at  one  time,  there  came  a  preaaure 
OD  the  braneb  of  the  department  whieb 
iaaoed  tbem,  and  eonsequently  there  bad 
been  a  eertain  amount  of  delay  in  sending 
tbem  out.  These  facta  would  eiplain  how 
it  waa  that  the  noble  Barl  had  reoeifod 
aeveral  eommiasions  about  the  same  time. 
The  delaya,  however,  had  now  ceased,  and 
be  hoped  that  in  future  eommiasions  would 
be  iaaued  within  three  montha  of  the  pro- 
notion  and  appointment  being  gaietted. 
With  proper  precautions  there  could  arise 
DO  future  arreara.  He  would,  however, 
venture  to  aak  the  noble  Barl  whether  he 
eonld  any  that  bia  commission  bad  not  been 
lying  in  the  handa  of  hia  agenta — for  auch 
eases  bad  frequently  happened  ? 

Thx  Sabl  of  HARDWICKB  aaid,  be 
eonld  not  conceive  anything  more  absurd 
than  that  an  officer  of  the  army  ahould  be 
eoasmiaaiened  to  do  certain  acta  and  per- 
femi  eoHain  duty  without  the  commission 
having  been  placed  in  his  handa  before  he 
Wna  celled  upon  to  do  thcae  acts  and  dls- 
ebarge  that  duty.  In  the  navy  this  was 
nei  the  case ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  ceaac 
to  be  the  practice  in  the  army, 

Tnn  Baxl  of  DERBY  suggested  that 
there  waa  a  nart  of  the  noble  BarFs  (Barl 
do  Or^  and  Ripon)  eiplanatlon  which 
feqnired  to  be  explained.  The  noble  Barl 
bed  atated  that  in  some  instances  the  com- 
mlaaiooa  remained  nniaaued  from  the  slaok- 
neae  of  the  efficera  in  paying  the  stamp 
duty ;  bnl  almost  in  the  same  aentenoe 
he  had  obaerved  that  the  atamp  duty  was 
deducted  from  the  first  payment  made  to 
tbe  oBBoer, 

Baxl  DB  GBBT  akd  BIPON  said. 


thai  the  dednetiof  to  wbicH  be  hid  re** 
foned,  and  wbiob,  he  might  observe, 
bad  boen  adopted  only  reoeotly,  waa  mad^ 
by  the  agent  end  not  by  the  War  Office 

CLAIMS  OF  Ma.  gTACKSON.^QIXKSTION. 

Thx  MARQuxaa  ox  OLANRICARDB 
aaked  the  Secretary  of  8tate  for  Foreign 
Affaire,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  will  consent  to  lay  upon  the  table  of 
tbe  House  the  Papers  in  the  Foreign 
Office  relating  to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Jackson 
on  the  Russian  Government  ?  In  making 
the  brief  statement  whieb  would  esplain 
thia  case,  he  regretted  to  be  called  on  to 
say  anything  which  would  imply  tbe  slight- 
est doubt  of  the  good  faith  of  the  Russian 
Government  in  ita  dealings  with  British 
subjects;  because  he  must  see  that  in 
all  his  experience  of  transactions  in  whieb 
tbe  Russian  Government  had  been  mixed 
up,  either  while  he  waa  reaiding  in  Russia 
aa  a  public  aervant,  or  at  any  other  time^ 
he  had  found  that  Government  to  act  in  a 
moat  jnat,  proper,  and,  he  would  add,  liberal 
manner.  The  conaeqnenoe  of  auch  a  policy 
waa  that  Russia  was  able  to  obtain  the  ad- 
vantage of  British  capital,  enterprixe,  and 
skill  whenever  she  required  such  assistance. 
Naturally  attracted  by  auch  ciroumstancea, 
Mr.  Jackson  had  entered  into  a  contract 
with  a  Russian  company  for  the  oonstme- 
tion  of  a  certain  length  of  railway,  and 
embarked  large  sums  in  carrying  out  that 
contract.  However,  when  the  contract 
came  to  an  end  be  found  himaelf  In  a  die* 
pute  with  the  company,  from  whom  he 
demanded  a  anm  of  money  whieb  they 
refused  to  pay.  Mr.  Jackson  had  no  claims 
and  did  not  pretend  to  have  any  claim, 
against  the  Russian  Government  |  but, 
inasmuch  aa  that  Government  had  guaran- 
teed the  means  of  completing  the  railway, 
and  made  itself  responsible  for  the  payment 
of  a  dividend  to  the  shareholders,  no  matter 
what  might  be  the  prolta  of  the  line  aa  a 
morcantile  speculation,  whoa  tbe  oompany 
repudiated  nis  claim  he  applied  to  tbo 
Russian  Government  to  stop  its  pecqniary 
aasistance  to  the  line  until  his  claim  ahoul4 
have  been  Inquired  into  ai^d  satisfied.  Tb9 
justness  aqd  falmesa  of  that  claim  h|4 
been  admitted  by  persons  of  the  higheit 
respectability  and  denied  by  none,  an4 
Lord  Napier,  our  Minister  at  St.  Pat^ra- 
burg,  had  made  repreaentations  on  the 
subject  to  the  Russian  Government.  Tbo 
reply  of  tbe  latter  was,  that  if  Mr.  Jack- 
son  failed   to   obtidn  justice  from  the 
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•ompray  lie  iboald  go  ta  k  Court  ol  reward  of  Umot  put  MrrisM  nun  ttm  ia 
Law.  That  would  be  a  very  good  aniwei  the  expectation  of  fatnre  «mplDjmnit  Is 
in  •nch  a  eaae  in  thit  eoontrj ;  bat  anj  oni  order,  at  the  Bame  time,  not  to  fill  the 
a«|tiainled  with  the  proceedings  of  Conrti  aotive  lirt  with  offieen  who  could  notlong 
of  Jastiee  in  RuMta  would  aee  that  in  an  oontiDiie  fit  for  serrioe,  their  Lordahipi 
■etion  at  law  a  Britiih  mbjeet  wonld  ha*<  bad  determined  to  promote  b7  Beleelioii  a 
Torj  liltle  chance  in  one  of  thoM  eourti  oertain  nnmber  of  oommanden  to  therank 
against  a  powerful  Rnuian  compan  j,  of  capt^ua,  who  would  be  placed  apoo  half- 
lloreo*er,  there  were  teehnieal  diffiooltiei  pay.  Under  the  system  of  brevet  promo- 
ia  tbii  partionlar  ca»e.  Be  thought  then  tion,  for  which  these -offloers  were  no 
bad  been  something  like  a  denial  of  jostiei  longer  eligible,  they  woold  in  the  natunl 
to  Hr.  Jackion  ;  and  beliering  that  it  wai  ooorse  of  things  have  adranoed  to  12$.  6tL, 
desirable  to  have  the  papen  before  theii  14f.  6d.,  and  ultimately  26«.  a  day.  It, 
Lordships,  be  asked  his  noble  Friend  who-  boweTer,  this  Order  in  Connoil  were  an- 
ther he  would  prodoea  tham  ?  stmed,  as  it  nnfortonately  appeared  to  b% 
Eari,  RCSSBLL  ssid,  it  appeared  tc  these  offloera  wonld  receive  lOt,  6J.  a  d^, 
him  that  Hr  Jackson's  claim  was  a  private  and  be  eligible  for  no  farther  promotios 
one,  in  wbioh  Parliament  could  not  properlj  or  inoreaM  of  pay,  and  such  an  arrangv- 
interfere,  and  that  there  would  be  no  public  ment  it  wonld  be  almost  a  mockery  to 
advantage  in  laying  the  papers  on  Ibeii  term  a  reward  for  long  and  faitbfiil 
Lordships'  ubie.  He  thought  that  when  services.  Certainly  every  one  of  the  olB- 
Ur.  Jaekeon  was  entering  into  the  con-  oen  who  acceded  to  the  arrangement,  as 
traot  he  ought  to  have  taken  eare  thai  set  forth  in  the  Order  of  Connoil  of  1851, 
be  woold  be  able  to  make  good  bis  claim  did  so  under  the  impression  that  they 
against  the  oompany.  He  now  complained  were  eligible  for  serrioe  in  case  of  emer- 
that  there  were  certain  sums  of  money  owing  genoy,  and  that  they  wonld  still  rewire 
to  him,  and  be  had  applied  to  Her  Majesty's  all  the  advantages  which  they  would  have 
Govern  ment  to  interfera  wiih  the  Govern-  derived  under  the  system  of  brevet  pro- 
ment  of  Russia.  Her'  Hajesly's  Govern-  motion.  In  this  opinion,  too,  they  wen 
ment  had  gi>en  orders  to  our  Ambassador  naturally  ooufirmed  by  the  form  of  theeom- 
at  St.  Petersburg  to  interfere  so  far  as  his  mission  which  they  received,  because  that 
good  offices  might  go.  The  answer  of  the  commission  was  that  of  a  captain  on  the 
Russian  Government  appeared  to  him  to  be  active  list.  When  some  of  these  offloeis 
a  reasonable  one.  They  ssid  they  were  tendered  themselves  for  aotire  eerviee 
bound  to  pay  interest  lo  the  sbsreholders  they  wore  not  informed  that  they  were  not 
of  the  company,  and  that  they  could  not  do  eligible,  but  simply  that  the  naval  war&re 
otlierwiie  except  by  order  of  a  Court  of  <»nied  on  was  not  such  aa  to  require  their 
Law  :  and  in  order  to  make  good  his  claim  services.  These  offloers  remained  andMthe 
llr.  Jackson  was  referred  to  legal  tribunals  impression  ^m  1851  to  1859  that  they 
of  the  coimtry.  This  seemed  to  him  (Earl  •""'^  forfeited  none  of  the  advantages 
RuBiell}  the  proper  course  to  take  in  quel-  which  they  wonld  have  otherwiee  enjoyed 
tions  of  this  nature.  Under  these  oiroum-  ^"""^  ^iog  placed  on  the  reserved  half-pay 
stances,  he  must  decline  to  prodnoe  the  ''*V  but  in  1659,  in  answer  to  anappli- 
papen,  cation  by  one  of  those  offloers  for  an  ia- 
oreose  of  2*.  a  day,  which  would  natoraUj 
CAPTAINS  ON  THE  RBSBRTED  LIST  *""  ^*'*°  **  '''"''  ''*'  *"  ">'<»™»«d  that 
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statement  excited  the  utmost  aurpnae  and 

Lobs  CHELU8F0RD,  in  rising  to  cell  coastemation  among  these  offloers,  eigh^- 

the  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad-  nine  of  whom  signed  a  memorial  on  ths 

miralty  to  Claims  of  Captains  on  reserved  subjeot.     Beven  additional  names  c«me  in 

half-pay  nnder  the  Orders  in  Council  of  the  afterwards,  making  ninety-six,  there  being 

25th  of  June,  I65I,  and  the  30tb  of  Jaau-  only  1 00  officers  on  the  list     IntheOider 

ary,  1856,  said,  the  Order  of  1851  stated  of  Connoil  of  IB51,  wbioh  oonfemd  the 

alhong  other  things  that,  while  the  Lords  lupposed  advantages  which  he  had  men- 

of  the  Admiralty  had  recommended  the  tioned  upon  the  officers  in  qoestiai,  then 

abandonment  of  brevet  promotion  in  future,  was  a  paragraph  to  the  effeot    that  the 

they  were  nevertheless  desirous  of  giving  number  of  commanders  on  the  active  list 

omsideration  to  the  claims  of  those  offl-  would  be  reduced  to  a  number  not  exee«d> 

oats  who  Looked  lo  their  promotion  aa  the  ing  450,  by  plaoing  on  roaeived  half-pay 
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all  oommaBden  who  had  not  served  afloat 
xnt  in  the  packet  or  revenue  Berrices  within 
twenty  yearsy  or  who  were  phydoally  in- 
eapahle  of  aerying,  and  hy  continuing  from 
time  to  time  to  remove  such  officers  from 
the  active  to  the  reserved  half-pay  list. 
It  was  added  that  those  thus  placed  on 
the  latter  list  "  shall  be  allowed  to  enjoy 
ttll  the  advantages  they  now  enjoy  of  rising 
in  pay  and  rank."  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Somerset)  had  been  called 
to  that  portion  of  the  Order  in  Council, 
Imt  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  decisive  with 
rq^ard  to  the  claims  which  he  was  advo- 
cating. It  was  but  fair  to  state  that  in 
the  year  1860  each  of  the  captains  on  tbe 
reserved  list  who  had  served  not  less  than 
fifteen  years  was  to  be  entitled  to  2«.  a 
day  additional  pay,  and  that  that  afforded 
some  evidence  of  the  existence  of  a  feeling 
that  injustice  had  been  done ;  but  the 
redress  given  for  that  injustice  was,  at  the 
same  time,  very  insufficient,  because  the 
highest  pay  to  which  those  officers  could, 
under  that  Order  in  Conncil,  attain  was 
16«.  6d,,  whereas  if  they  had  been  treated 
properly  they  would  have  been  on  the 
reserved  list  of  Admirals,  and  have  been 
in  the  receipt  of  25«.  a  day.  But  the 
noble  Duke  would,  no  doubt,  ask  what 
remedy  was  to  be  applied  in  the  case.  He 
believed  that  remedy  was  very  easy.  The 
list  of  which  he  was  speaking  was  now 
dosed,  and  it  contained  man^  officers  who 
were  advanced  in  life.  A  sum  of  £2,000 
a  year,  would,  therefore,  so  far  as  he  could 
aaeertain,  satisfy  the  claims  for  which  he 
was  contending,  and  the  demand,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  was  one  which  would 
be  likely  to  diminish  from  year  to  year. 
There  was  no  good  reason,  then,  as  far  as 
he  could  see,  why  the  noble  Duke  should 
hesitate  to  do  that  which  after  all  was  but 
a  simple  act  of  justice* 

Thb  Eabl  of  SHREWSBURY  thanked 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  having 
80  dearly  brought  the  daims  of  those  de- 
aerving  officers  before  the  House.  He 
tibonght  a  great  injustice  had  been  done 
them.  He  hoped  the  Admiralty  —  espe- 
cially taking  into  account  the  smdl  sum 
which  would  be  required  to  satisfy  their 
demand — would  reverse  its  former  de- 
cisions in  their  regard. 

The  Don  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
the  subject  now  brought  before  their  Lord- 
ships by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Chelmsford)  had  been  a  frequent  subject 
of  discossbn  in  the  other  Ho^se  of  Parlia^ 


ment.  The  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  not  r^^nsible  far  the  Orders  in 
Council  to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  called  attention.  As  regarded 
the  terms  of  the  commission,  it  was  true 
that  the  commission  granted  to  the  first 
eleven  officers  who  were  placed  upon  this 
list  were  the  same  as  those  of  officers  upon 
the  active  list;  but  the  error  was  dis- 
covered, and  in  dl  future  commissions 
the  words  ''  on  the  reserve  hdf-pay  list'' 
were  added.  The  observations  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  upon  this  part  of  the 
subject  would,  therefore,  apply  only  to  the 
case  of  the  eleven  officers  who  were  first 
placed  upon  this  list.  The  question  really 
was,  were  the  officers  deceived  by  the 
Order  in  Council,  or  did  they,  when  they 
accepted  this  retirement,  know  what  they 
were  doing  ?  In  1 856  an  officer  wrote  to 
the  Admiralty  a  letter,  which  had  since 
been  laid  upon  their  Lordships'  table,  ask- 
ing whether  if  he  accepted  reserved  rank 
he  would  afterwards  rise  in  pay.  The 
answer  of  the  Admirdty  was  clear  and 
decisive,  that  he  would  not  be  entitled  to 
any  increase  of  hdf-pay.  That  reply  was 
Rure  soon  to  become  pretty  well  known 
throughout  the  service,  and  therefore  since 
1856  none  of  these  officers  could  have  ex- 
pected that  their  half-pay  would  increase. 
Sir  Francis  Baring,  who  was  First  Lord 
of  the  Admirdty  in  the  year  1861,  when 
this  mode  of  retirement  was  adopted,  had 
more  than  once  stated  in  his  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend that  the  half-pay  of  these  officers 
should  rise ;  and  the  Board  of  Admirdty 
in  1856  put  a  similar  interpretation  upon 
the  Order  in  Council.  Was  the  present 
Board  of  Admirdty  to  have  reversed  both 
these  dedsions?  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  impossible  that  they  should  do  so. 
More  than  this — of  the  eighty-five  officers 
who  were  on  this  list,  fifty-two  were  in- 
eligible for  promotion  on  the  active  list  as 
captdns,  because  they  had  not  served  the 
necessary  time  as  commanders.  These  were 
ample  reasons  for  not  interfering  with  the 
existing  state  of  things.  But,  in  order 
that  he  might  not  seem  to  treat  these  offi- 
cers with  hardness,  or  with  anything  but 
the  most  perfect  fairness,  he  had  submitted 
the  case  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
fh>m  whom  he  received  a  long  and  care- 
fullv  drawn  opinion  stating,  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  ddms  which  were 
now  put  forward.  There  was,  then,  agdnst 
this  ddm  the  deddon  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
mirdty in  1866;  the  declaration  of  Sir 
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F^nuim  Baring;  ilia  um0» and  pradie^  of 

the  lemoe^  aoaordiog  ta  wbiob,  if  this 
demand  was  ooneeded,  fifty-two  offleen 
who  were  ineligible  for  the  rank  of  captain 
would  go  on  riling  through  that  rank, 
whereas  if  they  bad  remained  on  the  ae< 
tire  list  they  would  not  haTo  so  risen ; 
and,  besides  all  these,  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Oi&oers  of  the  Grown  that  there  was 
mo  foundation  for  these  claims.  He  did 
not  think  that  he  could  be  aecused  of 
having  acted  unfairly  to  these  oiBcera  by 
adhering  to  all  these  opinions  and  deci- 
sions. It  would,  of  course  baTO  been 
more  agreeable  to  him  to  say,  *'This  is 
only  a  small  matter,  let  us  gi?e  this 
boon ;"  but  he  could  not  overlook  the  cir- 
eumstance  that  a  few  thousands  sprat 
upon  one  list  and  a  few  thousands  upon 
another  would  grow  into  a  large  sum  of 
BAoney,  and  that  it  was  constantly  neces- 
sary, uid  would  continue  to  be  necessary, 
to  incur  additional  expense  in  proriding 
sew  means  of  retiremMit  for  old  officers. 
He  hoped  that  in  future  no  such  misun- 
derstanding as  this  would  arise.  There 
ought  to  be  only  two  lists,  "  the  active" 
and  ''  the  retired."  The  Admiralty  had, 
he  believed,  taken  the  best  course  that 
could  be  adopted.  They  bad  closed  these 
Usts»  and  therefofe  the  number  of  officers 
upon  them  would  gradoally  decrease,  and 
the  lists  themselves  would  eventually  dis- 
s^pear.  In  conclusion,  the  noUe  Duke 
said,  that  upon  looking  over  the  list  of 
eighty-five  officers  he  found  that  eighteen 
or  twenty  of  them  received  under  the 
Warrant  of  1860  a  higher  rate  of  pay  than 
they  would  have  been  entitled  to  if  they 
had  remained  upon  the  active  list. 

The  Eabl  of  HAEDWICKE  said,  be 
thought  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
fully  justified  in  bringing  the  case  for* 
waH,  but  admitted  that  the  noble  Duke 
had  stated  the  real  diflbmlty  of  the  case. 
The  only  excuse  that  could  be  made  was 
that  under  various  Governments  and  dif- 
ferent Boards  of  Admiralty,  according  to 
the  feelings  of  the  time,  these  lists  had 
been  created,  and  when  looked  upon  with 
reference  to  the  services  of  officers  upon 
them,  no  doubt  cases  of  great  injustice 
were  shown.  The  only  means  by  which 
justice  could  be  done  was  by  breeking  up 
the  separate  lists  and  amalgamating  them. 
If  that  amalgamation  did  not  take  plaoe 
the  injustice  so  much  complained  of  could 
Bot  be  remedied.  On  the  list  of  1861 
there  were  officers  who  had  probably  seen 
more  servioe  than  any  who  were  not  on 
3%$  Jhik$  of  Bm$r%$t 


the  active  lial^  and  yet  the^  me  onfar  r^ 
oeiving  lOs.  id.  a  day»  while  other  ofloscs 
were  receiving  ids.,  90s.,  and  even  3te 
a  day.  He  thought  the  condition  of 
the  lists  generally  inflicted  great  ii\juv 
tice,  not  o^y  upon  the  ofloers,  bo^  upsn 
the  country  generally.  The  eoniUary  in- 
quired young  and  active  men  for  its  ssr* 
vioe,  ami  if  the  service  waa  carried  on  on 
the  present  system  young  and  active  msn 
would  never  reach  a  high  rank.  The 
present  system  had  result^  in  a  deadlodt, 
owing  to  the  old  (and  he  said  it  wiAout 
the  least  disrespect),  uselesa  gentlemen 
who  blocked  the  way  of  the  younger  men 
to  promotion.  Those  old  gentlemen^  who 
had  long  served  their  country  with  honour, 
were  now  unfit  on  account  oi  their  age  to 
serve  it  any  longer,  and  some  steps  should 
be  taken  to  enable  them  to  retire,  and  so 
enable  the  younger  men  to  riae  in  the 
service.  He  did  not  blame  the  present 
Qovemmentfor  thedeadlookwhioh  exited, 
as  it  had  arisen  naturally  from,  the  system 
into  which  the  service  had  fallen,  but  hs 
hoped  that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  would 
endeavour  to  provide  for  the  more  rapU 
advancement  of  the  younger  offleen. 


WARRANT  OFFICERS.— QUESTION, 

Thb  £ail  op  HABDWIGEE  said,  thst 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  been  kind  enough  to  allow 
him  to  put  a  Question  in  reference  to 
Warrant  Officers  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.  The  noble  Duke  had  made  s 
great  many  alterations  in  the  serrice^ 
and  the  consequence  was  that  a  giest 
number  of  new  ranks  had  been  created, 
which  had  caused  a  constant  anxiety 
for  change  of  rank.  They  also  caused 
greater  difficulty  in  governing  the  navy 
and  maintaining  its  discipline*  Among 
other  ranks  the  Government  had  ofostfid 
that  of  warrant  officers  in  chief;  and  no 
sooner  had  the  rank  been  ereated  than 
dissatisfaction  arose.  There  were  1,200 
warrant  officers  in  the  service^  and  from 
these  the  Admiralty  bad  selected  Iboitesn 
carpenters,  fourteen  gunners,  and  twenty* 
seven  boatswains^  and  created  them  war- 
rant officers  in  chief.  Now  the  gunneis 
and  carpenters  did  not  understand  thk 
disparity  and  were  dissatisfied  that  there 
were  not  twenty-seven  from  eadh  dam 
promoted,  that  number  of  men  havii^ 
been  selected  from  the  boalMmins.  Thsy 
also  thought  that  instead  of  the  mm  in- 
tended for  promoticii  beoig  seleeisd  from 
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the  trinlv  ntmba;  they  aoght  to  liie  hy 
wninrity.  Ih^  wmii m  thfi  nfWnom  rnnnnnnn 
IheflAf  list.  Th0  qnestion  hewishnto 
•sk  wflt^  Wlitthartke  Admiralty  iatended 
Is  eqnalijw  the  nmnber  of  fmmert  and 
of  oerpenten  to  that  of  boattwaiai  who 
hed  been  raiaed  to  the  ehief  nak — maadj, 
twentj-aeren  €i  then ;  and  alaoy  vhether 
it  waa  intended  that  the  harboar  daty 
ofieera  ihoold  participate  io  this  promo* 
taofiy  and  if  not  npon  what  principle  they 
were  passed  over? 

Tkb  Duxb  of  SOMEESET  said,  that 
in  the  first  instanee  twelTO  gunners,  twelve 
boatawains,  and  tweWe  carpenters  had  been 
promoted  from  the  aea  aervioe  list  of  war- 
rant offioers.  Simnltaneonsly  with  these 
promotions,  but  quite  separate  from  them, 
promotion  was  given  to  oertain  warrant 
ofioera  employed  in  the  dockyards.  Boat- 
swains were  employed  in  ^e  dockyards 
aa  aaperintendents,  and  it  was  thought 
desinible  that  men  in  their  position  should 
have  the  rank  of  chief  boatawain,  but 
without  the  inoreaae  of  pay  which  the 
aame  class  of  warrant  officers  on  sea  senrioe 
were  to  reoeiTo  with  their  promotions. 
It  waa  not  intended  to  confer  this  rank 
OB  warrant  officers  employed  in  harbour 


HouM  Myoumed  at  s  qoarter  belbro 
Se? en  o'eloek,  tiU  Blondaj  next, 
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HOITSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Firtiay,  June  80,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUo  BuAS— Atfi^MlftMit  [Joaa 

99]— EmI  hiduL  rRertniM  AMoanU). 
FSnt  Reading  —  Naval  DiicipUiia  Ail  Amsod* 

Seeemd  BeaMng -^  Fonlga  Jariidiotton  Act 
Amen^nmnf  jLerM]  [»51] ;  Roebdale  Viear- 
^fe^  lLarde]lM9}. 

nird  Beadim^^AimMLij,  Ae^  Aeto  lUpMd  • 

iLardil  [3491 ;    Doekjard  PorU  Rafulaiioa  • 
V^erde]  [244];  Admiralty  Powers,  aw.*  [Lofxit] 

Wmhwia    FostBMtftsr  Gsaaral  •  [144]. 

PRIVATB  BUSINESS. 

Ordered^  Tlaii  Staadinf  Orders  205  and  $35 
ba  saneaded  hr  the  renulader  of  the  Session. 

Ordered,  That,  as  renrds  Private  Bills  to  ba 
retoraed  1^  tbe  House  of  Lords  with  Amendments, 
on  or  before  llooday  next,  svch  Amendments 
bo  oooeidered  on  the  next  sitting  of  the  House 
alUr  the  dny  on  whieb  tbe  BUI  shall  have  been 
rotamed  from  The  Lords. 

Ordered,  That»  as  regards  Private  BUls  to  ba 
latamed  bj  the  House  of  Lords  with  Amand- 


oonsidered  forthwith. 

Ordered,  That  when  it  is  intended  to  propose 
any  Amendments  thereto,  a  Copj  of  snob  Amend- 
menis  sbaK  ba  deposited  ia  the  Private  BItt  Oaiae, 
and  Notiee  thereof  given  on  the  daj  on  which  the 
Bill  shall  have  been  retomad  from  The  Lords.— 
(Mr.  Dedeen.) 

FARM  BUILDINGS   AND  COTTAGES  IN 
SCOTLAND.^QUESTION. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  in  the  abaenoe  of 
hia  boa.  Friend  (Mr.  WaldegniTe-Lealie)* 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department^  Whether  the 
Inclosure  Commiaaionera  have  been  able  to 
make  an^  arrangement  by  whioh  Plana 
and  Specifications  for  Farm  Buildings  and 
Cottagea  in  Seotland  proposed  to  be  erected 
under  Land  improvement  Acts  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  an  Architect  or  Surveyor  ac- 
quainted with  the  Scotch  system  ot  erect- 
ing Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages;  and 
whether  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  have 
yet  agreed  to  modify  their  requirementa 
for  Farm  Labourers'  Cottagea  in  Scotland 
so  as  to  make  them  more  suited  to  the 
wants  and  habita  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
and  the  climate  of  the  country  ? 

Bib  OEOBOE  GBEY  said»  in  reply, 
that  immediately  after  the  discusaion  whioh 
took  phtoe  a  short  time  ago  on  the  obser* 
vationa  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ibmber  for  Hastings  (Mr.  Waldegrave*- 
Lealie)  with  referenoe  to  the  rulea  and 
praotiee  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioner^ 
he  addreaaed  a  letter  to  the  Commissioners^ 
stating  the  nature  of  the  objectiona  to  their 
alleged  praotices»  and  requesting  them  to 
furnish  him  with  a  fiiU  Report  aa  to  tbe 
rulea  upon  which  they  actedi  and  the  man* 
ner  in  which  those  rules  were  carried  ouL 
That  Report  had  juat  been  reoeivedy  and  it 
would  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
immediately. 

LAW  OP  SIIIONT.^QUESTION. 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attomev  General, 
Whether,  during  the  Reoess,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  the  present  state  of  the 
Law  of  Simony  into  oonsideration,  with  a 
view  to  ita  aunplification  and  improve* 
ment? 

Thb  ATTORNET  general  repUed 
that  the  Commissionera  having  reoom* 
mended  that  the  preaent  atate  of  tbe  law 
relating  to  aimony  should  be  oonaidered, 
it  was  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  the  Govern^ 
ment  to  take  the  autrjeot  into  ooaaideration, 
though  he  oonfiQaaed  be  appwhandad  the 
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■ItentfoB  of  th«  Iftir  wmld  be  a  tuttar 
tome  difScnlty. 

AEMT— MACKAt'B  Oi™^-QUE8TI0N, 
Ur.  J.  BWART  sdd,  he  wished  to  a 
the  IJnder  Secratftry  of  State  for  War. 
he  hta  received  any  Report  of  the  Coi 
petttive  Trial  which  took  place  on  t 
20th,  22iid,  and  23rd  initant,  betwe 
Haokay's  t2-pouQder  windage  mazz 
loader  Oun,  and  the  Armatrong  12-pounc 
breeoh-looder  aerrioe  Onn;  the  Hook 
Gnn  firing  smooth  oaat-iron  project! 
without  expansion,  and  the  Armstro 
lead-coated  projectUea  without  any  wii 
age;  and  whether  he  has  any  objeotion 
lay  such  Report  npon  the  table  ? 

Thk  MABaDEse  or  HaKTIFGTON, 
leply,  said,  he  believed  that  Mr.  Uacka; 

r,  which  bad  been  sent  to  Shoeburyn 
trial,  bad  already  been  to  a  oerti 
extent  tned  by  the  (hdnance  Select  Co 
mittee,  but  no  Report  of  those  trials  t: 
yet  been  received  at  the  War  Office,  ai 
was  not  Qsaal  to  send  in  a  Broort  nt 
the  trials  were  completed,  whiui  was  i 
the  case  with  Mr.  Uackay's  gun. 
should  state  that  do  orders  had  been  gii 
fbr  a  competitive  trial  between  the  Maol 
and  any  other  gnn.  The  gnn  sent 
Woolwich  was  sent  there  for  trial  as 
range,  scouraoy,  and  to  on,  but  not  for  I 
purpose  of  comparing  and  testing  it  ae 
aervioe  with  any  other  gun.  To  lay 
Report  of  the  trials  upon  the  table  bef 
they  were  completed,  and  before  the  Sec 
tary  of  State  for  War  had  decided  ui 
Oie  course  to  be  adopted  with  regard 
the  gun,  would  be  an  unusual  course, 
was  very  improbable  that  the  final  R^ 
would  be  received  during  the  present  G 
rioQ,  and  therefore  it  was  nnnecessary 
bim  te  answer  further  the  latter  part 
the  bon.  Gentleman's  question. 


MASTERS  m  THE  NAVT. 


Mb.  CORRT  aud,  he  rose  to  ask 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  refere 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  !Pirst  Lo 
that,  before  carrying  into  effect  the  i 
posed  scheme  for  the  abolition  of  the  n 
of  Master  in  the  Royal  Navy,  it  would 
presented  to  Parliament  and  time  given 
oinuidering  it,  Whether  the  final  deois 
of  the  Admiralty  on  the  subject  will  n 
be  deferred  till  the  next  Semon  ? 

He.  CHILDSRS  said,  in  reply,  thai 


ma  not  the  intention  of  ttie  AAxaSnibf  ta 
lake  any  steps  with  leifieot  to  the  abolitaaii 
at  the  rank  of  Master  beyond  what  had 
beoi  taken  ah!<Mdy.  What  had  been  dme 
op  to  the  present  was  rimply  todiaeontinoe 
t£e  entry  of  aeooDd-olass  Naval  Cadeta, 
sod  that  disoontinuanoe  would  be  earried 
an.;  bat,  before  any  farther  step  was  taken, 
the  new  Parliament  wonid  haTO  met,  and 
time  would  be  given  to  disonaa  the  sckeBe 
when  any  Order  in  Council  mi^t  have 
been  issued. 

ARUT— FIELD  ALLOWANOS  TO  OFFI- 
CERS  AT  ALDERSHOT.— (iUESTIOK. 
Miroa  ENOX  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  fbr  War,  Whe> 
ther  any  Field  Allowancea  has  been  granted 
to  the  Officers  and  Hen  who  have  applied 
for  them  from  Aldershot?  Theofficersvere 
put  to  great  incouveuieaoe,  and  the  mcsi 
wore  out  their  clothes  in  oonaeqowioe  of 
the  frequent  marchings  of  flying  oolumoh 
The  MiBftDWS  op  HAETINGTON,  ia 
reply,  said,  as  he  had  received  no  notaee  of 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Men- 
ber,  ne  oould  not  give  a  positive  answer. 
His  impression,  however,  waa  that  field 
allowances  were  never  graotad  unless  when 
troops  were  before  an  enemy.  He  would, 
however,  make  inquiry. 

ADJOUaSMENT  OF  THE  HODSE. 
Hovfd,  That  the  House  at  ita  risng  do 
adjourn  to  Mondsy  next. 

MINOR  CANONS,  Ac.— OBSERVATIONS. 
Ma.  CAVENDISH  BENTUfCE  ssid, 
he  rose  to  call  attention  to  the  inadeqasts 
stipends  of  the  Minor  Canons  and  Non- 
Capitular  Members  of  the  Cathedral  of 
Carlisle  and  of  other  Cathedrals  of  tiis 
New  FoundatioD.  He  taid  the  case  vu 
shortly  this.  The  cathedrals  of  the  new 
foundation  were  re-fonnded  and  eataUiahed 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  and  the 
infuior  membera  of  them  wen  not  mem* 
ben  of  dietiDot  oorpoiationa,  aa  in  tiie  old 
oathedrals,  but  atipendiaries  dependant  tor 
what  they  received  on  the  graeral  nm- 
nnes  of  the  chapter.  Taking  a  pr^eodarj 
as  the  general  atandaid,  these  noB-«apitalsi 
members  had  atipenda  in  proportion,  the 
minor  canons  having  ona-buf.  Dnring 
the  last  oentnry  all  the  payments  fell  into 
ab^anoe,  and  when  the  Aet  of  1S40  was 
under  oonsideration  it  was  foond  that  the 
deans  and  chapters  were  in  reomiit  ot  the 
greater  port  of  the  revantw.  Wbon  the 
Aot  of   1840  ma  p«Md  tha  eathednia 
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-weie  mspptmed  to  be  of  litUe  utili^,  and 
thersfore  the  claims  of  the  non-oapitular 
memben  were  bat  little  oonridered.   Sinoe 
then,  however,   it  had  been  diaooyered 
that  the  cathedrals  were  of  the  greatest 
ntilityy  and  they  had  been  restored  to  Uie 
position  which  they  formerly  hdd.    Al- 
though the  deans  received  large  salaries, 
the  non-capitolar  members,  upon  whom  all 
the  active  duties  of  the  cathedrals  virtually 
devolved,  were  still  in  receipt  of  very 
small  salaries.   Under  these  circumstances, 
the  subject  had  been  discussed  before  the 
Cathedral  Commission  instituted  by  Lord 
Derby,  in  1860,  by  that  House  during  the 
passing  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
Ull,  and  since  then  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission  Committee,  which  sat  during 
the  Sesoons  of  1862  and  1863,  when  the 
evidence  was  very  folly  gone  into,  and 
both  the  Commission  and  Committee  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  position  of  the 
non-capitolar  members  was  unsatisfactory, 
and  that  some  measures  ought  to  be  adopt- 
ed for  their  relief.    The  law  with  regu*d 
to  the  non-capitular  members  of  the  ca- 
thedrals of  the  new  foundation  was  in  a 
very  anomalous  state.    The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had  no  power  whatever  to 
deal  with  them,  and,  Uierefore,  if  an  ap- 
plication was  made  by  those  gentlemen  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  relief, 
they  were  told  to  apply  to  the  dean  and 
chapter,  while,  if  application  was  made  to 
the  latter,  they  were  told  that  all  the  re- 
venues derived  fh>m  their  estates  were 
paid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  that  they  had  no  power  to  interfere. 
It  would  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  law 
was  in  a  very  imperfect  state,  for  the  law 
which  gave  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners power  to  receive  the  surplus  re- 
venues gave  them  no  power  to  apply  them. 
The  catiiedral  of  Carlisle  was  a  singular 
instance  of  what  he  meant    In  1850  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Carlisle  made  over 
their  estates  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, in  consideration  of  a  commutation 
payment.      That  commutation    payment 
was  fixed  at  £5,680.    By  the  scheme  ap- 
proved by  the  Ecclesiastictd  Commissioners, 
and  made  law  by  an  Order  in  Council,  the 
asm  of  £4,200  out  of  the  sum  of  £5,680, 
waa  allotted  to  the  dean  and  chapter,  and 
£900  given  to  the  non-capitular  members. 
The  cathedral  duties  of   the  dean  and 
chapter,  although  they  received  so  large 
a  piroportion  of  the  revenues,  were  light, 
wnile  the  duties  of  the  non-capitolar  mem- 
bers^ partioolaxly  of  the  minor  canons  were 


ezoeedin^y  heavy,  constant  daihr  attend* 
ance  being  exacted  from  theuL    The  num- 
ber of  minor  canons  in  the  cathedral  had 
been  reduced  from  five  to  two,  but  it  must 
be  obvious  that  two  were  quite  insufficient 
to  perform  the  duty.    The  Dean  of  Car- 
lisle had  written  an  able  pamphlet  on 
cathedral  reform,  in  which  he  stated  that 
three  minor  canons  in  his  cathedral  would 
be  scarcely  sufficient  to  perform  the  ser* 
vice.    The  Dean  of  Carlisle  received  an 
income  of  £1,400  a  year  and  a  house,  the 
canons  £700  a  year  and  a  house,  while 
the  two  minor  canons  only  received  £150 
a  year  less  income  tax,  and  had  no  house 
provided  for  them.    Under  the  old  system 
the  five  minor  canons  received  £60  a  year, 
yet  each  was  allowed  to  hold  a  chapter 
living.     By  the    new  Act,  however,   a 
minor  canon,  although  he  received  £150 
a  year,  was  not  allowed  to  hold  a  living, 
unless  within  six  miles,  while  a  canon 
could  hold  a  living  not  in  the  gift  of  the 
dean  and  chapter  at  any  distance.    It  had 
been  stated,  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners were  about  to  make  a  new  ar« 
rangement  relative  to  the  revenues  of  the 
dean  and  chapter,  whereupon  Mr.  Living* 
stone,  one  of  the  minor  canons,  applied  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  know 
whether  they  would  recommend  an  annual 
payment  to  the  minor  canons  more  ade- 
quate to  their  wants  and  claims.    The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  replied,  that 
they  were  unable  to  entertain  the  subject, 
and  referred  the  writer  to  the  dean  and 
chapter.    On  making  an  application  in 
that  quarter  he  received  a  reply  from  the 
chapter  clerk,  stating,  that  the  letter  had 
been  laid  before  the  dean  and  chapter,  and 
that  he  had  been  instructed  to  give  no 
reply.    It  was  only  fair  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  should  see  whether  some  remedy 
could  not  be  applied.    Another  class  of 
cases  deserving  attention  was  that  of  mem- 
bers of  the  foundation,  such  as  grammar 
boys  and  choristers,  who  were  all  entitled 
to  receive  adequate  allowances.     By  the 
statutes  of  Westminster  Abbey  the  cho- 
rister boys  were  entitled  to  the  same  allow- 
ances as  the  Queen's  scholars  or  boys  on 
the  foundation.    They  were  to  be  educated 
under  the  college  masters.    They  were  to 
have  a  preference  in  the  vacant  scholar- 
ships on  the  foundation,  and  every  induce- 
ment was  held  out  to  these  boys  to  euffage 
upon  the  choral  service  of  the  Abbeya 
Their   present    pomtion    was,    however, 
miserable.    The  privilege  of  being  edu«i 
cated  in  Westminster  School  had  been 
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educated  by  one  of  the  saeriitasiB,  and 
ahhotig^  no  doabt  the  ledttcaHon  they  i^ 
Deired  was  good  of  its  kindi  yet  it  ap- 
pemd  from  a  Rettmi  that  toe  who<»i- 
toaster  oify  reedived  £1:00  a  year,  aftd 
the  House  would  easily  iitiag;it)e  'ttiat  the 
«ducatioti  which  they  received  was  by  no 
means  in  accordance  with  that  to  which 
fhey  were  entitled  under  thte  statutes. 
They  rec^ved  no  allowances  for  board  or 
lodging,  and  it  appeared  that  only  £188 
was  dirided  among  sixteen  scholars,  being 
an  average  of  less  than  £9  a  year.  It 
aboappeured  byaRetum  that  the  receipts 
of  the  Church  amounted  to  not  less  than 
£60,000  a  year.  The  dean  was  paid 
£2,000 ;  some  of  the  canons  received  over 
£2,000;  Others  £1,600,  and  none  less 
than  £1,000.  The  dean  and  chapter  had 
been  compelled  to  Ta{»e  the  anowanoe  to 
the  Queen's  scholars  to  £60,  whilst  these 
poor  boys,  who  were  entitled  under  the 
Stattftes  to  be  placed  in  the  same  position 
tt  the  Queen's  scholars,  had  this  wretched 
pittance  of  £9  a  year  doled  out  to  them, 
in  odier  cathedrals  the  chorister  boys  were 
much  better  treated.  In  St.  Paul's,  for 
instance,  the  sum  paid  to  them  in  1861 
Was  £498,  and  in  1862  it  was  £567,  and 
besides  this  gratuities  were  given  to  the 
amount  of  £125  fbr  the  purpose  of  placing 
them  out  in  life.  TJnaer  these  circum- 
stances he  hoped  the  Qovemment  would 
undertake,  in  the  course  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion, to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  amendment 
of  the  law,  or  give  an  assurance  that,  if 
a  measure  on  the  subject  should  be  origi- 
nated by  a  private  Member,  the  Govern- 
ment would  keep  the  promise  given  by 
the  late  Sir  George  Lewis,  and  give  the 
measure  the  best  consideration.  He  wished 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  intend  next  Session  to  introduce  a 
measure  to  give  power  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  for  England  to  deal 
with  and  increase  Non-Capitular  Stipends 
in  such  cases  as  they  may  think  fit  ? 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKET  said,  that 
as  the  representative  of  a  cathedral  town, 
he  could  bear  out  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  The  three  minor 
canons  at  Peterborough  received  only  £500 
a  year  amongst  them.  They  had  no  chance 
of  preferment,  and  were  expected  to  be  in 
attendance  at  all  times,  whilst  the  canons 
were  not  required  to  be  in  residence 
more  than  three  months.  Surely  it  was 
diaereditable  to  the  Church  of  Bn^and 

Mr.  Otfpendiih 


Qiat  its  revenues  dumld  b6  i^prapiiated 
in  smdi  a  way. 

Mk.  WALPOLB  Sttd,  file  House  ought 
to  know  that  the  minor  canons  were  in 
almost  all  eases  a  distinet  oorporaHon,  and 
possessed  ffistinot  corporate  pttipertv.  By 
a  Bill  of  last  year,  power  was  given  to 
deal  with  the  property  belcmgingto  eertna 
minor  canons,  enabling  them  to  commute 
their  estates  to  the  CommissionerB,  where^ 
by  they  might  be  better  administerBd,  and 
the  moneys  of  the  minor  canons  might  thus 
be  increased.  He  knew  no  other  pinnei^ 
out  of  which  provision  coidd  be  maae  ior 
the  minor  canons,  Ihan  proper^  trans^ 
ferred  from  the  nneenre  rectories  and 
suspended  canonries  to  the  Bodesiasticsl 
Commissioners,  and  pnmeity  bdonging  to 
the  capitular  bodies,  in  many  cases^  he 
was  aware  the  minor  canona  were  paid 
much  less  than  their  services  merited. 
The  diflculty  was  in  knowing  otft  of  what 
fhnd  you  were  to  provide  fcr  flieir  better 
payment  As  an  Ecclesiastical  Oommis- 
sioner  he  considered  himself  bound  to 
take  care  that  the  additional  payment 
should  not  come  out  of  fhnds  appropriated 
to  give  spiritual  assistance  where  it  was 
most  required — ^that  is  to  say,  to  make 
adequate  provision  for  clergymen  engaged 
in  parochial  duties.  That  was  the  tnxA 
imposed  upon  the  fond  administered  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  until  it  was  discharged 
he  should  think  it  doubtful  whether  snj 
portion  of  the  property  ought  to  t>e  handed 
over  to  the  minor  canons.  With  regard 
to  the  properly  belonging  to  the  differeat 
capitular  bodies,  it  was  not  generally  re> 
collected  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners had  nothing  to  do  with  that  pro* 
perty  except  by  agreement  writh  those 
bodies  in  cases  where  they  might  desue 
to  commute  fluctuatiiig  incomes  fbr  a  fixed 
sum.  At  all  events,  if  the  capitnlar  bodies 
were  willing  to  chatge  their  life  interest 
in  the  capillar  estat^  in  order  to  provide 
a  more  adequate  fund  for  the  remuneration 
of  the  minor  canons,  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  would  raiae  no  objeetion 
arising  out  of  any  interest  which  they 
might  have  in  these  estates.  Some  ar- 
rangement of  this  kind  might  be  made  ibr 
the  benefit  of  the  minor  canons,  but  in  the 
absence  of  any  compulsory  power  to  deal 
with  the  capitular  bodies  and  their  estate^ 
he  was  afraid  the  Govemmenta  wooM  find 
considerable  difficulty  in  amnging  the 
matter.  If  the  Government^  however, 
could  see  their  way  clear  to  'ttie  propcssl 
or  a  measure  neon  iseiBioni  pnifiouig  a 


00t  Aif /hfai»^ 


{Jwk  m.  IMk) 


iMfi  ■faqntlft  iMMBiewMoft  fer  niMr 
•MOM  in  thMB  «M«>,  ba  <fa6ald  b»  glad 
to  find  Unit  BOBw  MAMkotoiy  staiigBtneBt 

Si*  QEOSOS  ORET  add,  te  vn  not 
Mqaaiated  with  th»  fiKte  of  tin  «ase,  Mt 
wwratriy  aeqaauatod  iritfc  ibe  law,  mtil 
tte  ICotlm  «r  the  hon.  Qanti«iBim  Iras 
nlMKl«Bthepii|Wr;  tnt«a  WKtamlAat- 
»g  than  vitb  the  EodMUstioal  Ooumia- 
aman,  ba  fcvBd  thiA  In  ISJOtta  wamber 
of  nuBor  <wuti84oi»teotod  vith  the  OiUie- 
dtal  of  Ourlida  ma  ftiea  at  two,  and  Uut 
their  iaoona  ma  ftom  £lfiO  t6  £900  a 
TMT  eaoh.  He  was  ittfbnned  that  the 
Bochaiartiaal  OnnttuMloBerB  had  Btt  power 
te  fausreMe  ttuse  ineomea,  but  that  it  was 
i*  the  power  of  the  Dean  and  Ohaptor  to 
da  aa.  As  Ua  right  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
Va^e)  had  Biiggwted,the  diffloalt>r  wu 
fa  know  o«t  of  what  And  the  inorease  of 
&«•  stipends  was  to  eone.  In  nanj 
•was  the  dtlti«a  performed  by  tin  paroehial 
clergy  mi*  t**"*  tnpoitant  than  tiwae 
pertbrmed  faj  the  flnnot  eeaoRk,  and  the 
aonla  fhnda  fn  Hie  bcnda  erf"  the  BoGleri> 


u  tiiay  ooght  to  b»— nameij,  inpntTiding 
■piiitul  fastraotion  fiir  the  people  at  large. 
If,  howenr,  Ute  otjeot  of  the  hon.  Ova- 
tteaun  (Mr.  Bentinek)  was  to  enable  the 
Sean  and  CiMi^tor,  oat  of  the  fnnds  be- 
longing to  them,  to  make  provision  which 
now  they  have  no  pcnrer  to  make  fot  the 
aumeanons,  he  shonld  be  gkd  to  oon- 
mder  a  Bill  on  that  subject.  He  qnile 
^reedwith  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it 
wonld  be  o^eotional  to  divert  but  portion 
of  the  funds  which  were  now  appUoable  by 
law  to  the  jaeraasc  of  small  benoSoes,  and 
apply  it  fbr  the  benefit  of  the  minor 
oanona.  Bnt  if  tba  oapitnlar  bodies  were 
inolined  to  make  anoh  a  provision  ont  of 
A*  oapitnlar  estotes,  and  wen  turn  pre- 
Tvated  by  the  law  from  doing  so,  it  wonld 
to  oaly  reaaonabla  to  lemore  any  snoh 


UUCX— SALABT  OF  DR.  SUTHEELIND. 


OoLonn  HSKBEBT  said,  thotlhe  noble 
IbrnoesB  (tbe  Harqueas  vt  Hartington) 
stated  the  other  day.  In  answer  to  the 
boo.  BaiOntt  (Sir  Stafbrd  Ifortheoto), 
that  the  'tamnneratiou  of  Dr.  Bntheriand 
Wta  9x«a  at  £S  Ss.  i  dky,  and  was  aftet^ 
wriids  "  eotttmtted  atthe  same  rate  m  long 
an  he  wn  oottpletaly  otxnipied  npon  theae 
dtttlN."    ThB  noUa  Vaujatm  attlad,  tint 


2V. 

natal  s  tufie  had  siDW  been 
oonpied  on  the  details  of  the 
F  the  Sanitary  Commission,  and 
on  eontiniiea  to  receive  the 
e    of  remnnenrtion  i   that  his 

charged  in  the  Toto  of  £S9,000 
laintaiy  services,  and  that  this 
nt  was  gcneratlT  vppnmi  by 
ity.    It  appeared  Iran  the  pa* 

pnhHshM  that  on  the  £th  rf 
},  a  letter  was  written  fhm  the 
I  to  the  l^vasnrr,  by  direction  ef 

hon.  and  galWt  Qendeman 
?ed),  with  refsrenoe  to  oertain 
n  wad  snb-Coainiitteeinptrinted 
in  organizing  the  ho^innl  and 
irrangementa  of  the  aftny;  and 
taroconrred  the  fbUowing  pas- 

a  tn  BxpBiiMS  for  tnTCnio;  mai  ^ 
■tug  ont  of  the  mat,  uid  u  ths  n^ 
Rt«  olbboiili  Md  sitMulMM  of  tto 
ninion,  I  HB  to  ttanm  ths  Lotds 
«•  of  H«r  lUwt/i  Tnaaarr  «ffi 
w  Diurga  beideobd  tbtrMD,  bcju 
irmriU  fi^nn  timj  fdnda,  and  raaUlnM^ 
>1  CamnMm,  fr«n  ttw  Vote 


d  that  Dr.  Bntherland  was  bow 

employed.  He  was  thorefoie 
:3  3t.  a  day  fbr  every  day  in  the 
had  been  doing  this  fbr  several 
There  was,  however,  no  ap- 
f  this  charge  in  the  Army  Bsa- 
I  therefore  the  House  had  been 
nt  £1,100  a  year  to  Br.  Suther- 
ome  years  past  without  the 
Enowledge  that  it  was  voting 
to  that  gentleman.  The  sano< 
e  Treasury,  pven  through  Sir 
I'revelyan  to  the  amngement 
by  the  War  Oflloe,  appeared 
mere  form,  and  of  no  Value 

except  as  aanotioning  a  merely 
arrangement.      He    wiihed, 

to  ask  Ur.  Chancellor  of  the 
■,  "Whether  he  ia  aware  that 
on  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
tliis   payment  of  £3  3(.,   as  a 

Dr.  Sutherland,  and  whether 
'ea  such  a  construotion  being 
in  the  TVeasory  sanction  of  the 
l"  of  the  Sanitary  Commission! 
[ABCELLOR  or  thx  EXCHE- 
id,  that  in  the  only  doonment 
1  issued  fhnn  the  Treosnry  on 
;— namely,  the  letter  of  the  II  th 
858,  rigned  b?  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
tie  onestion  raised  was  oonndered 

o?  depsrtmental  rontine  auS 
md  was  hot,  therafiJM,  TtlttntA 
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to  the  political  officen  of  the  Government 
In  looking  at  the  letter  of  Sir  Benjamin 
Hawes,  he  was  bound  to  state  that  he  did 
not  see  any  reference  to  a  salary  to  Dr. 
Sutherland,  or  anybody  else,  but  only  to 
expenses  for  traTclling  and  attendance; 
and  he  certainly  should  not  have  inferred 
that  the  payment  of  members  of  the  Com- 
mittees was  included  in  its  terms.  That 
document  was  received  before  the  present 
Government  were  in  office.  He  had  no 
official  knowledge  whatever  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  he  believed  hit  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  prepared 
to  justify  the  proceeding. 

GsmtRAL  PEEL  said,  that  the  letter  of 
Sir  Benjamin  Hawes  was  written  in  con- 
sequence of  an  account  having  been  sent 
in  certified  by  Lord  Fanmure  as  Fresident 
of  the  Sanitary  Commission,  for  the  sum 
of  £500,  at  the  rate  of  three  guineas  a 
day  to  be  paid  to  Dr.  Sutherland.  That 
was  before  he  (General  Feel)  came  into 
office,  and  all  he  did  was  to  ask  the  Trea- 
sury how  the  money,  the  charge  for  which 
bad  been  sanctioned  by  the  Fresident  of 
the  Sanitary  Commission,  was  to  be  paid? 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON  said, 
he  wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (General  Feel)  that  his  sanction  to 
the  transaction  embraced  a  little  more  than 
a  reference  to  the  Treasury  as  to  how  the 
money  was  to  be  paid,  for,  on  a  discussion 
respecting  the  accounts  sent  in,  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  to  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man's  notice,  and  the  accounts  included 
the  charge  of  three  guineas  a  day,  as  ori- 
ginally fixed  by  Lord  Fanmure.  He  was 
not  sure  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tieman  opposite  (Colonel  Herbert)  objected 
to  in  this  matter.  As  to  the  appointment 
itself,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  no  more  to  say  than  he  had  said  the 
other  day.  Dr.  Sutherland  was  in  the 
Crimea,  and  on  the  Sanitary  Commission, 
and  had  great  experience.  He  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Home  Office  on  questions  of 
this  nature  before  he  was  sent  to  the 
Crimea.  Without  disparagement  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department,  he  thought 
Dr.  Sutherland's  knowledge  better  fitted 
him  for  such  a  position  than  any  gentieman 
connected  with  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment, however  great  his  experience  might 
otherwise  be.  As  long  as  the  work  per- 
formed by  the  Army  Sanitary  Commission 
was  to  be  done,  it  was  impossible  to  place 
a  more  useful  member  on  the  Committee 
than  Dr.  Sutherland.  The  Committee 
was  not  to  be  permanent,  and  the  appoint- 
J7!&^  ChancMor  of  th$  EasohaqyiAr 


ment  of  Dr.  Sutherland  to  attend  the  Com- 
mittee and  work  out  the  details  was  not 
intended  to  be  a  permanent  appointment 
at  all.  No  doubt  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee extended  beyond  what  was  origi- 
nally intended  by  a  reference  to  them  of 
several  questions  relating  to  Indian  saoi- 
tary  matters.  The  work  might  not  be 
brought  to  an  end  for  a  considerable  time, 
but  they  should  not  give  any  ground  to 
Dr.  Sutiierland  for  the  assumption  that 
his  office  was  intended  to  be  permanent 
or  that  he  should  have  a  claim  for  super- 
annuation and  additional  allowances  on 
the  abolition  of  the  office.  Dr.  Sutherland 
was  perfectiy  aware  of  the  position  in 
which  he  stood,  and  that  the  office  was 
not  permanent.  There  was  no  more  rea- 
son for  an  application  being  made  to  the 
Treasury  since  the  date  of  the  correspon- 
dence then  there  existed  before.  It  was 
not  referred  to  the  Treasury  for  formal 
sanction,  because  it  was  not  intended  to 
be  permanent.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tieman would  find,  on  reference  to  the 
debates  on  the  Army  Estimates,  that  some 
years  ago  the  appointment  of  Ihr.  Suther- 
land was  referred  to  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  moved  that  the  sum  paid  should  not  be 
allowed,  which  showed  that  there  was  no 
concealment  of  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Sutherland.  The  Audit  Office  asked  for 
an  explanation  regarding  the  payment  to 
Dr.  Sutherland,  and  received  it  from  the 
War  Office,  and  as  the  Commissioners  of 
Audit  made  no  further  objection,  it  was 
to  be  presumed  that  the  explanation  was 
satisfactory. 

IMPRISONMENT  OF  BRITISH  SUB- 
JECTS IN  ABYSSINIA. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  call 
attention  to  a  matter  of  great  interest  to  a 
considerable  number  of  fiunilies,  and  which 
would  be  a  subject  of  interest  to  the  whde 
country  if  the  circumstances  were  as  gene- 
rally known  as  it  might  be  expected  they 
would  have  been.  I  refer  to  the  imprison- 
ment of  some  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
kingdom*  of  Abyssinia.  At  tiie  presoit 
moment  the  English  Consul  accredited  by 
Her  Majesty  to  Abyssinia,  two  English 
missionaries,  and  several  British  subjeets 
are  in  confiinement  in  that  country,  and 
most  of  them  have  been  in  confinement 
for  a  period  of  some  eighteen  or  nineteen 
months.  The  first  news  of  their  im- 
prisonment came  to  this  country  with  Ihs 
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statement  from  Ooniul  Cameron  that  he 
and  other  persons  were  at  the  time  he 
wrote  (Pehmary  14»  1864)  in  chains  at 
Gondar.  On  the  27th  of  May,  1864,  Mr. 
Flady  whom  I  do  not  understand  to  he  a 
British  suhject,  wrote,  while  in  confine- 
xnenty  that  Mr.  Stem,  one  of  the  mission- 
aries, was  still  hoand,  as  were  also  Mr. 
Cameron  and  all  his  English  servants. 
Mr.  Rosenthal  was  free  and  living  with 
bis  wife  and  children  near  Oondar.  A 
little  later,  I  find,  by  the  intelligence 
which  came  to  this  country  in  November, 
and  which  probably  left  Abyssinia  in  the 
previous  summer,  the  Emperor  appeared 
to  have  taken  some  fresh  offence.  The 
statement  was  that  his  Majesty  had  gone 
the  length  of  putting  the  prisoners,  in- 
duding  Consul  Cameron,  to  a  kind  of 
torture.  I  find  next  that  a  German  mis- 
sionary, writing  in  August,  states — 

"  No  change  for  the  better  has  taken  place  in 
the  ttate  of  Abyuinian  a£E»iri.  The  capttTet, 
Ifessrf.  Stern,  Rosenthal,  and  the  English  Con- 
sul, have  not  onljr  not  been  set  at  liberty,  but 
have  suffered  from  great  yiolenoe." 

And  Mr.  Bassam,  our  Assistant  Resident 
at  Aden,  appears  to  have  discovered — 

''that  our  unfortunate  countrymen  were  oon- 
flned  in  a  tent  next  to  that  of  the  Emperor,  all  in- 
tercourse with  them  being  forbidden  under  the 
eeverest  penalties:  Besides  this  vigilant  watch, 
each  European  was  chained  to  a  trustworthy  de- 
pendent of  the  Imperial  household,  who  was  re- 
fieved  at  short  intervals.  The  chain  being  only 
lour  feet  long,  the  prisoner  could  scarcely  move 
without  the  luiowledge  of  the  guard." 

The  House  will  allow  that  this  is  a  strange 
and  startling  state  of  circumstances  to  have 
occurred  in  reference  to  an  English  Consul 
and  a  number  of  English  subjects.  Well, 
where  has  this  taken  place,  because,  al- 
though we  may  have  some  general  know- 
ledge about  Abyssinia,  many  Members 
may  have  lost  the  trace  of  its  recent  his- 
tory ?  The  present  monarch  of  that  coun- 
try, who  professes  the  Christian  faith, 
and  rules  over  a  people  who  are  also 
Christians,  came  to  the  throne  by  depos- 
ing his  predecessor  in  1855,  and  has 
reigned  there  ever  since.  He  is  a  man  of 
civilisation,  he  has  had  intercourse  with 
this  country  and  with  British  subjects, 
and  has  always  professed  the  greatest 
friendship  for  England,  and  the  greatest 
admiration  for  everything  English.  'Consul 
Plowden,  the  predecessor  of  Consul  Came- 
ron, was  his  Majesty's  particular  friend, 
and  was  loaded  by  him  with  every  mark 
of  favour  that  could  be  conceived.  And 
not  only  that,  but  Mr.  Bell,  another  £ng- 
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lishman,  was  very  high  in  rank  in  the 
military  forces  of  the  Emperor  Theodores, 
a  Prince  addicted  to  warlike  objects,  and 
who  professed  to  be  greatly  guided  by  Mr. 
Bell's  advice.  I  find  also  that  the  prede- 
cessor of  the  Emperor  Theodores  entered 
into  a  treaty  with  this  counliy,  which  was 
laid  on  the  table  of  this  House  in  June, 
1852,  by  which,  among  other  things — and 
I  ask  particular  attention  to  one  of  its 
articles — Her  Britannic  Majesty  engages— 

"To  receive  and  protect  any  Amhassador, 
Envoy,  or  Consul  whom  his  Majesty  of  Abys- 
sinia or  his  successors  may  see  fit  to  appoint,  and 
will  equally  preserve  inviolate  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  such  Ambassador,  Envoy,  or  Consul.'' 

By  the  preceding  article  the  Emperor  of 
Abyssinia  reciprocally  engages  to  receive 
and  protect  any  Ambassador,  Envoy,  or 
Consul  which  England  might  send  to  that 
country.  The  Emperor  of  Abyssinia  was 
dealt  with  in  that  treaty  as  a  Sovereign 
worthy  of  every  respect  and  consideration, 
and  as  a  person  with  whom  a  treaty  ought 
to  be  made  and  observed  in  its  intef^rity. 
Well,  what  was  the  origin  of  the  Empe- 
ror's change  of  feeling  ?  If  some  of  the 
statements  which  are  made  be  correct—* 
and  they  come  from  a  quarter  which  leaves 
no  room  for  doubting  them — they  show 
what  serious  consequences  may  spring 
from  a  very  small  cause.  I  observe,  from 
the  papers  very  lately  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  that  the  Emperor  Theodoros 
addressed  an  autograph  letter  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, dated  at  the  end  of  1862,  but  re- 
ceived in  this  country  on  the  12th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1863.  We  have  that  letter  given 
us  in  the  form  of  a  translation,  written 
in  very  intelligible  style,  but  of  course 
presenting  all  the  peculiarities  which  you 
would  expect  to  find  in  an  autograph 
communication  proceeding  from  an  Orien- 
tal Sovereign.     It  begins  thui 


"  In  the  name  of  the  Father,  of  the  Son,  and  of 
the  Holy  Ghost,  one  God  in  Trinity,  chosen  by 
God,  King  of  Kings,  Theodoros  of  tilthiopia  to  Her 
Majesty  Victoria,  Queen  of  England.  I  hope 
your  Majesty  is  in  good  health.     By  the  power  of 

God   I  am  well Mr.  Plowden,  and 

my  late  Grand  Chamberlain,  the  Englishmnn  Bel], 
used  to  tell  me  that  there  is  a  g*^t  Christian 
Queen,  who  Iotcs  all  Christians.  When  they  said 
to  me  this,  *  We  are  able  to  make  you  known  to 
her,  and  to  establish  friendship  between  you,'  then 
in  those  times  1  was  very  glad.  I  gave  them  my 
love,  thinking  that  I  had  found  your  MigMty's 
goodwill.  All  men  are  subject  to  death,  and  my 
enemies,  thinking  to  injure  me.  Killed  these  my 
friends.  But,  by  the  power  of  God,  I  have  ex« 
terminated  those  enemies,  not  lesTing  one  ali?e, 
though  they  were  of  my  own  family,  that  I  may 
get,  by  the  power  of  God,  your  firiendship.    I  was 
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26th  of  May,  1864,  or  a  period  of  more 
than  fifteen  months ;  and  then  the  answer 
was  not  conveyed  through  any  Britsh 
Consul  in  Egypt,  hut  through  Mr.  Bassam, 
our  assistant  resident  at  Aden,  himself  a 
subject  of  Turkey  —  the  very  Power  to- 
wards which,  if  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia 
was  not  actually  at  war  with  it,  he  at  all 
events  entertained  feelings  of  considerable 
hostility.  What  w^s  the  result  ?  The 
Emperor  of  Abyssinia  had  sent  to  France 
a  similar  communication  to  that  which  he 
had  sent  to  this  country,  and  from  the 
French  Government  he  had  received  an 
answer.  Towards  the  end  of  1863  he 
became  greatly  irritated  at  not  obtain- 
ing any  answer  from  the  British  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  at  all  pretend  to  jus- 
tify the  course  which  he  took ;  certiunly 
his  acts  were  not  warranted  by  the  offence 
which  he  supposed  had  been  offered  him. 
But,  smarting  under  a  feeling  of  irritation, 
all  the  stronger  because  among  Eastern 
nations  such  slights  are  more  keenly  felt 
than  among  Westerti  races — wounded  at 
what  he  thought  the  contemptuous  recep- 
tion of  his  communication  and  the  rejectioa 
of  his  proposal  to  send  an  embassy  to  Eng- 
land —  wounded  also  at  what  he  might 
have  taken  to  indicate  a  change  of  senti- 
ment towards  his  oouttry  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain,  the  Emperor  arrested  Con- 
sul Cameron,  the  two  English  missionaries 
to  whom  I  have  referred,  and  the  other 
English  subjects  who  were  in  his  capital 
at  this  time,  and  put  them  in  such  con- 
finement as  I  hare  described.  That  there 
may  be  no  doubt  that  I  am  warranted  in 
my  inferences  as  to  what  led  to  the  im- 
prisonment of  these  persons,  I  will  take 
the  opinion  of  Sir  William  Coghlan,  one 
of  the  most  competent  authorities  on  this 
matter,  who  was  consulted  in  regard  to  it 
bv  the  Foreign  Office,  and  who  drew  up  a 
memorandum  for  the  guidance  of  that  De- 
partment. The  subject  of  that  memoran- 
dum was  the  Abyssinian  difficulty,  and 
how  to  get  out  of  it ;  and  it  is  most  in- 
teresting. If  some  advice  had  been  ob- 
tained from  the  same  quarter  bef(»e  the 
Foreign  Office  got  into  this  difficulty  it 
might  not,  perhaps,  have  been  much  amiss. 
But,  however.  Sir  William  Coghlan  sets 
out  by  advising  the  Foreign  Office  how 
best  to  get  out  of  it.     He  says— 


preyented  by  the  Turks  oooapying  the  sea-ooast 
from  sending  yon  an  embassy  when  I  was  in  diffi- 
onlty.  Consul  Cameron  arrived  with  a  letter  and 
present  of  friendship.  By  the  power  of  God  I 
was  Tory  glad  hearing  of  your  welfare,  and  being 
assured  of  your  amity.  I  hare  received  your 
presents  and  thank  you  much.  1  fear  that  if  I 
send  Ambassadors  with  presents  of  amity  by 
Consul  Cameron  they  may  be  arrested  by  the 
Ttirks.  And  now  I  wish  that  you  may  arrange 
for  the  safe  passage  of  my  Ambassadors  every- 
where  on  the  road.  I  wish  to  have  an  answer  to 
this  letter  by  Consul  Cameron,  and  that  be  may 
conduct  my  Embassy  to  England.  See  how  the 
Islam  oppress  the  Christain  !  " 

It  appears  that  Captain  Cameron,  who,  I 
believe,  served  on  the  staff  of  Sir  William 
Williams  when  the  latter  was  our  Com- 
missioner with  the  Turkish  army,  was  ap- 
pointed Consul  to  Abyssinia  in  1861,  and 
proceeded  in  1 862  to  his  post  at  Massowah, 
on  the  Bed  Sea.  But  Consul  Cameron 
was  intrusted  with  presents  to  take  to  the 
Emperor,  and  it  was  incumbent  on  him,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  go  inland  to  the  ca- 
pital to  present  them.  He  went  accord- 
ingly, and  offered  these  tokens  of  goodwill 
and  friendship  on  the  part  of  the  Queen  of 
England  towards  the  Emperor  of  Abys- 
sinia. In  his  autograph  letter  it  would 
be  seen  that  His  Majesty  proposed  to  send 
an  envoy  or  ambassador  to  be  received  by 
the  Sovereign  of  this  country,  as  the  treaty 
provided  that  any  such  Ministers  should 
be  received.  He  said  he  feared  that  if  he 
sent  ambassadors  with  presents  of  amity 
by  Consul  Cameron  they  might  be  arrested 
by  the  Turks,  and  he  asked  that  arrange- 
ments might  be  made  for  the  safe  passage 
of  his  ambassadors  everywhere  on  the 
road.  This  was  a  despatch  coming  to  this 
country,  as  to  which  I  do  not  presume  to 
offer  the  least  opinion  whether  the  pro- 
posal ought  to  have  been  accepted  or  not, 
whether  the  embassy  ought  to  have  been 
encouraged  or  not,  except  that  I  find  in 
the  treaty  a  positive  stipulation  on  our 
part  to  receive  and  give  every  protection 
to  any  ambassador  or  envoy  whom  the 
Sovereign  of  Abyssinia  might  see  fit  to 
appoint.  Yet  one  thing  was,  I  think,  in- 
cumbent on  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment, 
and  the  omission  of  which,  I  fear,  has 
led  to  serious  consequences.  King  Theo- 
doros,  I  shoiild  have  thought,  was  entitled 
to  an  answer  in  some  shape,  or  form  to  the 
communication  which  he  had  sent.  The 
despatch  containing  the  Emperor's  auto- 
graph letter  was  received  in  England  on 
the  12th  of  February,  1863,  and  the  pa- 
pers that  have  been  laid  on  the  table  state 
that  no  answer  was  returned  until  the 
Sir  Hugh  Oaims 


"There  are  probably  several  causes  for  the 
altered  demeanour  of  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
towards  Captain  Cameron,  the  British  Consul. 
It  is  understood  that  his  dignity  is  grieTOUsly 
wounded  by  the  silsnee,  which  he  aoseplB  as  an 
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long  HB  he  did  at  the  capital  of  Abjirinia, 
iDBteBd  of  remnoing  st  HawoiTBh,  the  port 
3n  the  Mft'CoaBt;  but  he  could  not  present 
the  gifts  he  bore  to  the  Emperor  'withont 
going  to  the  capital.  It  Ib  besides  impoe- 
lible  to  know  whether  he  remained  too 
long  in  the  capital,  beteii^e  tlie  papers 
-.  uarefuUy  withhold  all  letters  written  by 

Jttay,  18b4,  Consul  Cameron  to  the  Foreign  OfBca  ex- 
"""""""'"*■  plaicing  what  hia  reasong  were,  and  we 
haxe  nothing  but  repliea  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Mr.  Cameron  censnriiig  him  for 
not  returning  to  Massowah.  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  on  thatqnestion,  nor  does 
it  really  at  all  bear  on  the  object  I  have  in 
n     V.       ■     IV  i  u     1,  .    e    "i***  '°  bringing  the  snbject  before  the 

Coghlan  IS  that  Mr.  Baasam  was  not  of    g^^.g      g  Consul   Cameron   com- 

anfflcient  dignity,  being    in  fact,  a  mere    ^jtted   an   error  in  jndgment,    still   the 
sabordinate,  resident  at  Aden.     Sir  Wil-    ,^„Hii;nn  .   i   .".    .      . 


•&VBt;  simI  this  mtn  of  Idjdt?,  oonpled  vitta 
•Itwr  ofraninitaBOM,  bM  l»d  to  tin  dep1or»b)« 
ttata  of  affain  Dow  eiiiting  at  Gondsr.  .  Also, 
there  U  nacoD  to  belieTe  thai  the  King  ntfuHi 
Mr.  Rauun'i  minlaa  ■■  one  whieh  i<  not  oF 
svBeient  dignity  ;  tbat  Mr.  lUuam  i*,  In  fact, 
a  men  niFMMiger,  ud  not  an  Eniraj  ;  henoe  the 
«ootMiiptuoai  aileaoe  with  wbkb  bit  letter*  and 
requMte  haia  been  treated." 
I  eUt«d  to  the  House  that 
an  answer  waa  sent  to  the  communica- 
tion  which  had  been  reoeired  from  the 
&Dperor,  bat  it  was  sent  by  Ur.  Rassam, 
who  waa  a  resident  at  Aden  and  an  Otto- 
man, which  nation  was  particularly  dis- 
tasteful to  the  Emperor  in  every  shape  and 
form.      The    statement  of   Sir    William 


liun  Coghlaa  goes  on  to  say— 

"  Inqdir;  into  the  '  other  oiraamatanoei'  al- 
luded to  in  parsgragb  B  would  i  noon  Ten  ientlj 
lengthen  thii  memoraadum,  whieh  is  Inlendod 
only  aa  a  brief  ■titemeat  of  the  eiittlng  diffi- 
Mtltr,  and  a  ■Ufgvetlon  at  to  the  beat  meana  of 
If  any  farther     ~   -    •    ■     ■ 


what  is  to  be  done  with 
reference  to  these  unfortunate  persons } 
rhey  faaTe  been  conflned  for  upwards  of 
eighteen  months.  They  have  suffered 
^eat  hardships,  and  the  only  step  which 
the  Qovemment  have  taken,  so  far  as  I 
ira  aware,  is  tbat  they  have  sent  Ur. 
„\*''"  "P"!,";  j'  °"""  "^  '■J    Raasam,   who  was  not  received  by  the 

aa  waoid  gin  dignity  to  hia  minion  ;  a  leore.  unworthy  of  notice.  I  would  submit  to 
taT7(a  mitltary  ofBcer),  two  or  three  otBeera  of  the  Goveroment  tbatthis  isa  case  in  whiob, 
tbaHtieDtifiooorptordepartmenU,  andamedloal  admitting  to  the  fullest  extent  that  the 
oah»r.  ahooU  Ui  of  the  part, ;  theae  oonld  be    ^^^   „f    ^(,0    King  of    Abyssinia  were   a 

■applied  either  from  Lngkand,  or  from  Bombar,    a  i       ._  ti         .■       it_    

or  from  Aden."  a       *  "    Kagrant  outrage  on  International  Law,  wo 

,_.  „       ,  ,  ,        „.      can  ConiesB  that  there  has  been  a  oert°™ 

Z^    ^^\,^    oonoborate    what    Bir    amount  of  neglect,  a  certain  degree  of 
William  Coghlan  says  as  to  the  cause  of    ^ecorons  treatment     "       " 
offence  being  perfectly  notonoua,  I  have    „i,gQj  , 
hare  an   eztraot  of  a  letter  from  Egypt, 
dated  the  Srd  of  June  in  the  present  year. 
It  ifl  to  this  effect — 

"  Theodorot  it  reported  to  ban  eapnated 
Umielf  Tery  iodlgnaatly  that  the  Q,Deea'i  Go- 
Temment  ahould  hare  nnt  an  Aaialio — a  men 
subordinate  —  on  a  miulon  to  bini,  and,  it  L 
md,  be  doee  cot  intend  to  take  the  leait  no 
ti«e  of  hln." 

He  has  not  taken  the  least  notice  of  him. 
The  Emp«ror  has  refused  to  receive  him, 


a  Sovereign  with 
have  a  treaty  of  alliance,  In  n- 


fusing  to  answer  a  despatch  sent  by  bim 
to  the  Sovereign  of  this  country  for  a 
period  of  a  year  and  a  half.  It  seems 
very  easy  to  make  an  admission  of  that 
kind,  and  not  to  solicit  bnt  accompany  it 
with  a  demand  for  the  release  of  those 
persons  who  bare  been  kept  in  confinement. 
In  a  case  of  this  kind  wber«  the  liberties, 
if  not  the  lives,  of  our  fellow-subjects  are 
conoerned,  I  cannot  help  thinking  the  time 
andhaseven  treated itas  an  a^ravation  of  has  come  when  the  advice  of  Sir  William 
the  first  offence  he  supposed  he  had  re-  Coghlan  should  be  taken  in  some  shape 
ewved.  I  do  not  desire,  far  from  it,  to  or  other,  and  that  amission  of  some  sort  or 
say  one  word  in  jnstifloatjon  of  the  course  nature  acceptable  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
taken  by  the  King  of  Abyssinia  towards  should  be  sent  him.  I  think  it  would  be 
these  nn&rtunate  prisoners.  It  was  a  an  act  which  the  Sovereign  of  this  country 
violation  of  all  tbat  was  proper  as  regards  should  be  advised  to  do,  seeing  there  had 
any  of  them,  and  eepeoiaUy  as  regards  the  been  an  undesigned  but  unfortunate  neg- 
British  Coasal.  But  it  is  only  proper  lect  of  the  communication  sent  by  him  for 
that  wo  should  know  all  the  circumstances  so  great  a  length  of  time,  and  I  should 
and  facta  of  the  case.  It  was  suggested  hope  that  overtures  of  that  kind  would  not 
in  another  place,  where  some  notice  was  be  unavailing.  At  all  events  it  does  seem 
taken  of  this  question,  that  Consul  Came-  to  me  that  before  Parliament  separata 
ron  bad  exaeeded  his  dnty  in  staying  so  some  active  and  energetie  steps  should  be 
2X3 


999       Imprisonmmi  of  BriiUh       (COMMONS)        SvJ^eeUin  Alyuinia.      1000 


taken  to  set  thdbe  nnfortanate  persons  at 
liberty,  and  I  do  hope  that  some  announce- 
ment may  be  made  which  will  relieve 
the  anxiety  which  is  felt  by  so  many 
throughout  the  country  on  this  subject. 

Mk.  LAYARD  :  Sir,  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  House 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
refrained  from  entering  fully  into  this 
painful  subject,  it  is  horsL  no  desire  to 
screen  their  own  conduct,  or  avoid  full 
inquiry  into  the  whole  facts  of  the  case. 
The  reason  why  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  myself 
in  this  House,  have  declined  to  enter  into 
the  subject  was  simply  this : — In  the  £rst 
place,  we  feared  lest  anything  should  be 
said  which  might  be  conveyed — and  it 
certainly  would  have  been  conveyed — to 
the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia,  which  might 
lead  either  to  the  death  of  those  unfor- 
tunate persons  who  are  now  held  in  cap- 
tivity by  him,  or  to  their  being  treated 
with  even  greater  severity  than  that 
with  which  they  have  hitherto  been 
visited ;  and,  secondly,  I  fe]t  it  would 
scarcely  be  fair  to  Consul  Cameron,  before 
receiving  a  full  explanation  from  him, 
that  statements  should  be  made  reflecting 
on  his  official  character.  But,  after  the 
statements  we  have  heard  to-night,  and 
after  the  gross  misstatements  which  have 
been  made  in  a  certain  portion  of  the  press, 
I  think  it  my  duty,  if  the  House  will 
kindly  permit  me,  to  enter  at  some  length 
into  the  subject.  I  shall  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  avoid  anything  that  would 
lead  to  unfortunate  results;  but  if  anything 
does  happen  from  what  I  shall  state  to- 
night, the  responsibility  must  entirely  rest 
upon  those  who  have  forced  the  Government 
to  make  these  explanations.  Before  going 
further,  I  would  make  one  remark  on  what 
I  before  stated  with  reference  to  the  Pall 
Mall  Gazette  having  published  a  state- 
ment derived  from  official  sources.  My 
statement  has  given  pain  to  the  members 
of  the  Foreign  and  Indian  Offices.  I  have 
now  to  state  that  the  information  in  ques- 
tion was  not  furnished  by  either  of  those 
offices,  but  it  was  furnished  from  Govern- 
ment confidential  sources,  and  I  trust  I 
shall  be  enabled  to  ascertain  who  it  is 
that  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
confidence  which  may  lead  to  serious  con- 
sequences. I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  a 
history  of  Abyssinia.  If  any  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  read  an  authentic  account  of 
what  has  taken  place  of  late  years  in  that 

SirHu^hCairM  I 


country,  I  would  refer  him  to  two  artides 
in  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes,  written  by 
M.  Lejean,  a  gentleman  who  was  French 
Consul  there  at  the  same  time  as  Mr. 
Cameron  was  in  Abyssinia.  The  Emperor 
of  Abyssinia  was  formerly  somewhat  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Mikado  or  Emperor 
of  Japan  —  a  mere  puppet ;  the  country 
itself  being  divided  into  several  almost 
independent  kingdoms,  each  governed  by 
a  great  feudal  lord,  owning  a  mere  nomi- 
nel  dependence  on  the  Emperor.  The 
principal  of  these  chiefs,  Has  Ali,  reigned 
for  several  years  over  a  large  part  of  Abjrs- 
sinia,  waged  many  successful  wars,  and 
attained  to  considerable  power.  Two 
Englishmen,  Messrs.  Flowden  and  Bell, 
had  assisted  him  materially  with  their  ad- 
vice in  the  conduct  of  his  wars.  Mr.  Plow- 
den  came  to  this  country  some  years  ago. 
He  described  Abyssinia  as  very  rich  in  na- 
tural resources,  and  represented  that  it 
would  be  very  important  that  friendly  re- 
lations should  be  established  between  that 
country  and  England.  In  consequence  of 
his  representations  the  Government  ap- 
pointed him  Consul  at  Massowah — not  an 
Abyssinian  town,  but  a  Turkish  port  on  the 
Red  Sea.  Abyssinia  is  separated  from  the 
B.ed  Sea  by  a  broad  tract  of  arid  phun, 
forming  a  kind  of  petty  kingdom  under 
a  chief  who  owns  himself  a  vassal  of 
Turkey,  and  there  is  no  entrance  to 
Abyssinia  except  through  Turkish  terri- 
tory. Mr.  Plowden,  while  Consul,  was 
allowed  to  embark  in  trade,  and  the  object 
of  his  being  sent  to  Massowah  was  to  ex- 
tend British  trade.  But  he  did  not  remain 
there,  but  returned  to  Ras  Ali,  and,  in 
company  with  Mr.  Bell,  appears  to  have 
continued  to  give  him  advice  and  assis- 
tance. In  1855  the  present  Eong  Theo- 
dore, who  had  married  the  daughter  of 
Ras  Ali,  rose  against  his  father-in-law, 
defeated  him,  waged  a  series  of  wars 
against  other  feudal  chiefs  of  Abyssinia, 
was  very  successful,  and  in  a  short  time 
completely  conquered  the  country.  The 
treaty  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  al- 
luded, was  concluded,  not  with  the  pre- 
sent King  of  Abyssinia,  but  with  Bas 
Ali.  It  was  repudiated  by  the  present 
King.  This,  as  it  will  be  shown,  is  very 
important.  The  present  King  never  ac- 
cepted it.  This  son-in-law  of  Ras  Ali, 
Kassai,  as  he  was  called,  was  not  of  royal 
birth,  but  was  a  successful  adventurer, 
and  one  of  those  enthusiasts  who  have 
often  risen  in  the  East.  He  took  the  name 
of  Theodore  because  there  was  some  pro- 
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pbeoy  current  in  Abyssinia  that  an  Em- 
peror of  that  name  would  defeat  the  Turks, 
recover  Jerusalem,    and    found  a   great 
Ethiopio  Empire  in  the  East.     A  very 
curious  description   of   this  Theodore  is 
given  by  M.  Lejean  and  others  who  have 
written  on  Abyssinia.     He  is  described  as 
waging  continual  wars,  and   killing  not 
only  his  tens,  but  his  twenties  of  thousands 
in  cold  blood.     In  fact,  the  accounts  given 
of  his  deeds  reads  very  like  those  Assyrian 
records   which  have    been  translated  of 
late  years.     He  carried  off  men,  women, 
and    children    into    captivity,    and  com- 
mitted   many    horrible    acts,    which,    it 
is   to   be    feared,  have  been  of  common 
occurrence  amongst  those  who  have  ruled 
in  Abyssinia.     Unfortunately,  Mr.  Plow- 
den,  our  Consul  at  Massowah,  instead  of 
attending   to    the    object    for   which  he 
was  placed   there,   that  of    encouraging 
commercial   intercourse    between    Great 
Britain  and  Abyssinia,  plunged  into  local 
intrigues.      He  and  Mr.  Bell  sided  with 
King  Theodore,  and  Mr.  Plowden  is  stated 
to  have  actually  commanded  some  of  his 
troops.    When  information  reached  home 
that  Mr.  Plowden  was  thus  mixing  himself 
up  in  local  conflicts,  and  acting  exactly  in 
opposition  to    the    spirit  of   the  policy 
which  he  had  been  placed  there  to  carry 
out,   Her  Majesty's  Government  at  once 
sent  out  instructions  for  him  to  return  to 
his  post  at  Massowah,  and  no  longer  to 
interfere  in  Abyssinian  affairs.     Unfortu- 
nately,   before    these   instructions   could 
reach  him,    Consul    Plowden    had  been 
killed  by  a  native  Abyssinian  chief.     Be- 
fore Mr.  Plowden's  death  it  had  become 
known  to  us  that  the  King  of   Abyssinia 
desired  to  send  a  mission  to  Europe,  and 
this    mission    was    heralded    by    letters 
written,  not  only   to  Her   Majesty,  but 
to  the  Emperor  of  Eussia,  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  and  some  of  the  German  po- 
tentates, calling  on  them  to  help  him  in  a 
great  war  against  the  Mahomedans,  and  to 
place  him  as  ruler  over  the  whole  of  Abys- 
sinia and  Ethiopia,  and  over  all  the  do- 
minions belonging  to  the    Turks.     Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vernment  had,  of  course,  no 
desire  to  engage  in  any  undertaking  of  the 
kind,    and   accordingly   wrote   to  Consul 
Plowden  that  they  would  receive  no  mis- 
sion from  King  Theodore  except  he  gave 

"  a  distinct  assurance  that  he  renoanoed  all 
idea  of  oonqnest  in  Egypt  and  at  Massowah  ;  for 
that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  had  latterly  re- 
monstrated in  the  strongest  terms  against  the 
intentions  of  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt  to  attack 
AbjBsiniay  and  that  the  then  reignuig  Viceroy  had 


not  only  put  a  stop  to  such  proceedings,  and 
had  confined  himself  within  the  limits  of  his  own 
dominions,  but  that  he  had  set  free  the  Abys- 
sinian prisoners  reduced  to  slavery  by  his  pre- 
decessor, so  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
subject  themselves  to  grave  suspicions  if  they  re- 
ceived an  embassy  from  a  Sovereign  whose  de- 
signs against  the  Sultan,  Her  Majesty's  ally,  wero 
previously  known  to  them." 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  despatch  from 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  reading 
had  heen  laid  hefore  the  House  ? 

Mr.  LAYARD  :  It  has  not  heen  laid 
hefore  the  House,  hut  if  the  hon.  Member 
so  desires  it  shall  be  furnished.     Such  was 
the  nature  of  the  instructions  sent  to  Mr. 
Plowden.     The  fact  upon  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
relies — namely,  the  existence  of  a  treaty, 
which  entitled  King  Theodore  to  send  a 
mission  to  this  country  and  bound  us  to 
receive  it,   \&  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  facts ;  for  when  Theodore  came  to  the 
throne,  the  first  thing  he  did  was,  as  I 
have  stated,  to  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
treaty  entered  into  with  his  predecessor. 
As    Ras  AH  was  not    the   Emperor    of 
Abyssinia,  but  held  a  position  somewhat 
similar  to  the  old  French  maire  du  palais, 
in  order  to  avoid  all  doubt  as  to  the  vali- 
dity of  the  treaty,  the  signatore  of  the 
puppet  Emperor  was  also  affixed  to  it. 
I  believe  that  even  at  this  moment  Theo- 
dore admits  he  is  not  the  real  Emperor, 
and  that  the  descendant  of  Solomon  and 
the  Queen  of  Sheba  is  living,  to  whom  he 
owes  a  nominal  allegiance  ;  though,  at  the 
same  time,   he  calls  himself   "King  of 
Kings."      Consul   Plowden   having  been 
wounded  and  taken  prisoner,  was  ransomed, 
but  shortly  after  his  release  died  from  his 
wounds.    This  ransom  of  £200  was  at  first 
believed  to  have  been  paid  by  the  King 
of  Abyssinia ;  but  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Plowden's  brother,  in  which  he 
states  that,  so  far  from  the  ransom  having 
been  paid  by  Theodore,  it  was  paid  by 
Consul    Plowden's    fSamily,   through    M. 
Baroni,  the  English  Vice  Consul  at  Mas- 
sowah.    At  that  time,  at  any  rate,  the 
Government  had  reason  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Plowden  had  been  ransomed  by  the  King. 
Upon  the  death  of  Consul  Plowden,  Theo- 
dore wrote   a  letter,    addressed  to  Lord 
Russell,  and  not  to  Her  Majesty,  as  it  has 
been  asserted,  stating  that  he  had  taken 
signal  vengeance  for   the   death  of  Mr. 
Plowden,  whom  he  described  as  his  per- 
sonal friend.     I  may  mention  that  that 
letter  was   never  received  in  England, 
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alihough  we  received  information  of  its 
contents — it  appears  to  have  been  lost 
by  the  way.  Lord  Russell,  in  reply, 
thanked  King  Theodore  for  what  he 
had  done  with  regard  to  Mr.  Plowden, 
and  sent  him,  in  the  name  of  the  Go- 
yemment,  some  presents.  Sir  William 
Coghlan,  the  Political  Resident  or  Go- 
yemor  of  Aden,  being  then  at  Bom- 
bay, advised  the  Indian  Government  to 
lay  out  £500  in  some  f\irther  presents 
to  the  King,  which  was  accordingly  done, 
and  some  handsome  carpets  and  other  or- 
naments were  sent  to  Theodore.  But 
what  were  the  services  to  the  British  Go- 
yemment,  for  which  Theodore  took  credit  ? 
He  stated  himself  to  Captain  Cameron  that 
he  had  massacred  in  cold  blood  1,500 
persons  in  revenge  for  the  loss  of  Mr. 
Plowden,  and  as  a  special  mark  of  friend- 
ship towards  Her  Majesty.  The  French 
Consul  estimates  the  number  at  1,700, 
and  even  Dr.  Beke,  in  his  pamphlet,  which 
is  no  doubt  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  writes 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Stem — 

'*  On  the  Slat  of  October,  1860.  3.000  rebels, 
with  their  loader,  Gerat,  were  defeated  by  the 
Royal  Troops  near  the  western  bank  of  the 
Taocaxy,  and  mereilessly  batchered  in  oold  blood  ; 
in  faot,  so  inexorable  was  the  King,  that  even 
their  wives  and  children  —  contrary  to  former 
custom — were  indiscriminately  condemned  to  per- 
petual slavery.  The  other  statement  is  that  of 
M.  Lejean,  who,  in  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondet 
for  the  1st  of  November,  1864  (p.  234),  states, 
that  the  prisoners,  1.7U0  in  number,  were  taken  by 
the  Emperor  to  his  camp  at  Dobarik.  and  there 
out  to  pieces,  and  their  bodies  left  unburied  on 
the  plain  of  that  name,  which  three  years  after- 
wards was  still  covered  with  their  bleached  skulls." 

All  this  was  in  revenge  for  the  death  of 
Consul  Plowden,  who  had  no  business  at 
the  place  where  he  was  killed,  who  had 
been  warned  against  taking  any  part  in 
the  affairs  of  the  country,  and  met  his 
death  mainly  through  neglecting  his  in- 
structions. It  is  not  a  pleasant  thing 
to  reflect  that  1,500  innocent  persons, 
more  or  less,  have  been  put  to  the  sword  to 
revenge  the  death  of  one  British  subject ; 
it  is  not  a  thing  one  can  think  of  without 
horror.  When  it  became  necessary  to  send 
out  some  person  with  Lord  Russeirs  letter 
and  with  the  presents,  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  Captain  Cameron,  who  had  been 
appointed  Consul  at  Massowah,  was  chosen 
to  take  them  to  the  King.  Captain  Cameron 
had  served  with  distinction  at  Kara,  and 
had  held  a  consular  post  in  the  Russian 
territories  in  the  Caucasus.  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  his  post  he  came  to  London,  I 
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was  shown  all  the  oorrespondenoe  with 
his  predecessor,  was  made  acquainted  with 
everything  that  had  occurred  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Plowden,  and  received  instruc- 
tions himself,  which  will  be  laid  before 
the  House.  He  was  directed  most  posi- 
tively to  refrain  from  interfering  in  any 
way  whatever  in  the  internal  affiiirs  of  the 
country ;  to  refrain  from  mixing  himself 
up  with  intrigues,  or  attaching  himself  to 
any  party  in  the  country ;  he  was  merely 
to  go  to  the  King  to  deliver  the  letter 
and  the  presents,  and  then  to  return  to 
Massowah,  and  there  promote  by  every 
means  in  his  power  the  trade  of  England 
with  Abyssinia.  I  must  now  refer  to 
some  circumstances  which  have  an  im- 
portant bearing  upon  this  question.  Thers 
were  in  Abyssinia  at  this  time  three  mis- 
sionary establishments,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that,  as  usual,  they  were  intensely 
jealous  of  one  another.  These  establish- 
ments consisted  of  a  German  mission  from 
Basle,  a  Protestant  mission  from  this  coun- 
try, and  a  French  Roman  Catholic  Propa^ 
^andist  mission.  The  Bllsle  missionaries 
hated  the  English  with  an  intensity  of  which 
some  conception  may  be  formed  from  the 
pages  of  the  Standard,  in  which  some  let- 
ters on  this  subject  have  recently  appeared. 
The  Roman  Catholics  hated  all  the  others. 
The  King  had  no  love  for  any  of  theau 
He  soon  put  an  end  to  one  of  the  missions, 
and  said,  **  I  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  preaching  the  Gospel ;  but  if  jou 
can  be  of  any  use  to  me,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  that  you  should  stay."  In  conse- 
quence of  that  decision  the  members  of 
the  Basle  mission  were  compelled  by  the 
King  to  turn  their  attention  to  the  manu- 
facture of  muskets  ;  but  as  they  produced 
very  bad  weapons  he  made  them  devote 
themselves,  and  with  better  success,  to 
manufacturing  brandy.  Mr.  Stern  was  al- 
lowed to  preach  to  Jews  and  Mahomedans, 
but  was  strictly  prohibited  from  converting 
any  native  Abyssinians.  The  Roman  Catho- 
lic mission,  with  a  bishop  at  its  head,  was 
expelled  the  country.  Mr.  Stern,  who  had 
been  sent  as  a  missionary  from  this  coun- 
try had  returned  to  England,  and  havings 
while  here,  written  an  account  of  his  ad- 
ventures in  Abyssinia,  in  which  he  did 
not  speak  in  very  complimentary  termi 
of  King  Theodore,  he  had  had  the  great 
imprudence  to  go  back  to  Abyssinia.  Sach 
was  the  state  of  things  when  Consul 
Cameron  reached  Gondar.  He  found  that 
the  King  had  established  his  rule  over  the 
whole  of  Abyssinia,  though  there  werestiU, 


1005     In^/ritotm^  ofJBrituh      { Ju^jc  30, 1865 )       Sul^$cU  in  AhffSiinia.      1006 


some  rebels  here  and  there,  and  that  the 
missionaiies  were  quarrelling  among  them- 
Belves  and  with  the  King.  He  presented 
Earl  EoBsell'a  letter,  together  with  the 
presents,  to  the  King,  and  at  first  was  well 
receiyed,  but  shortly  afterwards  got  a 
strong  hint  to  leave  the  country.  His 
provisions,  which  had  at  first  been  sent 
to  him  daily  from  the  palace,  were  gradu- 
ally diminished,  until  he  was  nearly  starved. 
He  was  surrounded  by  spies,  and  every 
effort  was  made  to  induce  him  to  leave 
Gbndar,  which,  according  to  his  instruc- 
tions, he  ought  to  have  done  immediately 
after  delivering  Earl  Russell's  letter  and 
the  presents.  Instead  of  doing  this, 
however.  Consul  Cameron  began  to  open 
negotiations  with  the  King,  which  might 
certainly  have  had  the  effect  of  leading  him 
to  believe  it  not  impossible  ^that  he  might 
receive  support  from  England  in  his 
struggle  with  the  Turks ;  and  to  our  great 
astonishment,  we  one  day  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  a  despatch  from  Captain 
Cameron  informing  us  that  he  was  enter- 
ing into  formal  and  official  negotiations 
with  the  King.  [Sir  Huqh  Caisi^s  :  Is 
that  despatch  on  the  Table  ?]  The  reason 
why  the  despatches  of  Consul  Cameron 
have  not  hitherto  been  produced  is  that 
they  contain  passages  which  might  tend 
greatly  to  jeopardize  him.  Consul  Cameron 
wrote  to  say — 

''I  wrot«  immediatelj  (to  the  King)  stating 
tbat  I  was  deputed  to  present  him  with  certain 
gifts  and  a  letter  of  introduction  ;  also  to  discuss 
with  him  regarding  the  future ;  that  when  Mr. 
Plowdeu  was  killed  there  were  two  points  under 
discussion — ^namely,  one,  a  treaty ;  two,  the  send- 
ing  an  emhassy  to  England.  I  offered  to  take 
these  up  where  Mr.  Plowden  had  left  them." 

Now,  that  was  altogether  contrary  to  the 
instructions  he  had  received.  So  far  was 
Consul  Cameron  from  being  instructed  to 
propose  an  embassy  to  England  from  the 
King,  that  he  was  distinctly  told  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  entertain 
the  idea  of  a  mission  unless  he  gave  up 
all  idea  of  conquering  the  Turks  and  in- 
vading Turkish  territory.  So  that  Consul 
Cameron  was  not  justified  in  making  such 
a  proposal  to  the  King.  It  appears  that 
the  King,  thinking  that  Consul  Camo> 
ron  might  induce  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  assist  him  in  exterminating  the 
Mahomedans,  wrote  the  letter  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty which  has  been  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  is  one  of  those  things  you 
do  not  like  to  state  in  a  person's  ab- 
senoei  but  I  have  reasons  to  think  that 


this  letter  wag  suggasted  by  Consul 
Cameron,  who  wished  to  come  to  this 
country  with  the  embassy.  I  am  quite 
under  that  impression ;  Sir  William  Cogh- 
Ian  is  also  of  this  opinion,  I  believe,  and 
the  letter  bears  that  construction.  The 
King,  after  writing  this  letter,  ordered 
C(»isul  Cameron  to  leave  Gondar  at  once, 
and  to  go  to  Massowah.  He  had  declared 
from  the  first  that  he  would  not  receive 
a  Consul ;  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  his 
refusal  to  ratify  the  treaty  was,  that  it 
provided  for  the  residence  of  a  Consul  at 
Gondar,  and  that  he  knew  that  with 
European  nations  the  appointment  of  a 
Consul  was  only  the  first  step  to  conquer- 
ing a  country.  In  spite  of  this  warning 
Consul  Cameron  remained — most  impru« 
dently  remained — in  the  country.  Shortly 
afterwards  we  received  a  despatch  from 
him  stating  that  he  had  gone  east* 
ward,  and  that  he  was  shut  up  in  a  kind 
of  sanctuary,  where  he  was  surrounded  by 
rebels,  and  that  he  had  lost  all  his  papers. 
A  few  days  afterwards  we  received  another 
despatch,  stating  that  he  had  got  out  of 
the  sanctuary  and  gone  to  the  Egyptian 
frontier,  and  had  extended  the  protection 
of  the  British  flag  to  the  tribes  on  that 
boundary.  All  this  was  so  contrary  to 
his  instructions  and  so  alarming  that  we 
wrote  out  without  delay  to  desire  him  to 
refrain  from  all  interference  in  Abyssinian 
affairs,  to  confine  himself  to  his  duty  of 
promoting  commercial  relations  with  this 
country,  and  to  return  at  once  to  his  post 
at  Massowah.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  as  to  no  answer  having  been  sent  to 
the  letter  from  the  King.  I  will  ask  any 
impartial  person — whether  having  Consul 
Cameron  *s  despatches  such  as  I  have  de- 
scribed them  before  us  —  knowing  that 
that  letter  originated  after  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding with  the  King  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  not  receive  a 
mission  until  he  had  given  up  all  idea  of 
cooquest  upon  Turkey — after  the  King  had 
rejected  the  treaty  which  authorized  him 
to  send  a  mission  to  Europe  —  whether, 
under  such  circumstanoesy  we  were  under 
any  obligation  to  answer  that  letter  at  all  ? 
I  can  only  say  that  even  now,  after  what 
has  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  my 
hands  I  should  say  it  did  not  require  an 
answer.  The  first  letter  of  the  King  had 
been  answered,  and  we  did  not  wish  that 
Consul  Cameron  should  come  home  with  a 
mission  from  the  King.  Having  no  wish 
to  answer  that  letter,  we  sent  it  to  the 
India  Office  to  know  whether  they  wished 


1007      ImpruanmetU  of  JBritiih       {COMMOKS]         SubfeHi  in  Ahysainuk      IOCS 


to  answer  it,  because,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, our  relations  with  Abyssinia  have 
been  at  all  times  more  an  Indian  than  an 
Imperial  question.  The  India  Office  had, 
it  appears,  no  wish  to  do  so.  They  did 
not  tbink  it  necessary  that  a  mission 
should  be  sent  to  this  country,  the  object 
of  wbich  was  to  get  us  to  go  to  war  with 
Turkey.  What  happened  when  an  answer 
was  sent  to  a  similar  letter  from  the  King  r 
As  I  have  mentioned,  the  King  wrote,  not 
only  to  Her  Majesty,  but  to  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  and  the  Emperor  of  the  French. 
The  latter  sent  a  civil  answer,  through  his 
Minister  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  by  a  Consul, 
M.  Lejean,  stating  that  he  was  very  glad 
to  receive  the  King*s  letter,  but  all  that 
the  French  Government  begged  of  the 
King  was  that  he  would  be  more  tolerant 
in  his  dominions,  and  not  oppress  the 
Eoman  Catholics.  When  M.  Lejean  pre- 
sented that  letter,  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
said  it  was  signed  by  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys,  of  whom  he  had  no  knowledge, 
and  not  by  the  Emperor.  He  then  quar- 
relled with  the  French  Consul,  threw  him 
into  prison,  and  loaded  him  with  chains 
He  released  him  after  five  or  six  weekn, 
and  then  ignominiously  expelled  him  from 
the  country.  The  day  he  was  expelled 
from  Gondar,  Consul  Cameron  appears  to 
have  asked  him  how  he  liked  the  feel  of 
Abyssinian  chains.  M.  Lejean  replied, 
"  Tou  may  be  able  to  judge  yourself  in  a 
day  or  two's  time."  Consul  Cameron,  ac- 
cording to  M.  Lejean,  answered  "  Very 
likely."  One  would  have  thought  that 
after  these  repeated  warnings  he  would 
have  gone  away  with  Consul  Lejean,  in- 
stead of  which  he  remained  in  Gondar, 
almost  inviting  a  similar  fate.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
has  mixed  up  several  facts  and  dates. 
He  wishes  the  House  to  believe  that 
Consul  Cameron  and  the  missionaries 
were  imprisoned  because  no  answer  was 
sent  to  the  King's  letter.  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  two  events  had  nothing  to  do 
with  each  other.  The  missionaries  were 
imprisoned  when  Mr.  Stem  returned  to 
Abyssinia,  and  sometime  before  Consul 
Cameron.  It  is  not  quite  clear  what  took 
place  between  the  King  and  Mr.  Stem, 
but  the  latter  was  directed  to  leave  the 
country.  He  did  not  go,  and  at  a  subse- 
quent interview  the  King  said  Mr.  Stern 
was  not  to  blame  because  he  did  not  know 
the  customs  of  the  country  which  made 
it  necessary  that  the  King's  orders  should 
be  immediately  obeyed,  but  that  his  ser- 
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vants  were  to  blame  because  they  did. 
He  then  ordered  them  to  be  so  severely 
bastinadoed  that  they  both  died  during 
the  night.  While  they  were  undergoing 
their  punishment,  Mr.  Stem,  horrified  at 
the  sight,  bit  bis  thumb.  The  King  per- 
ceived this  gesture,  which  in  Abyssinia  is 
supposed  to  infer  an  insult  and  a  threat. 
He  had  Mr.  Stem  beaten,  and  his  books 
and  papers  were  seized.  The  book  which 
he  had  written  and  these  papers  were 
translated  for  the  King  by  some  Europeans, 
who  appear  to  have  borne  no  goodwill  to 
Mr.  Stem.  Amongst  other  things,  Mr. 
Stem  had  stated  that  the  Queen's  mother 
had  at  one  time  of  her  life  sold  in  the 
streets  a  bitter  medicine  much  used  in 
Abyssinia.  The  King  was  exceedingly 
angry,  and  Mr.  Rosenthal's  papers  hav- 
ing also  been  seized,  both  were  thrown 
into  prison.  He  next  called  a  Court  of 
all  the  Europeans  at  Gondar  to  judge 
Messrs.  Stem  and  Kosenthal.  The  Court 
condemned  them  both  to  death,  but  recom- 
mended them  to  mercy ;  the  reason  given 
by  the  Europeans  being  that  if  they  had 
not  condemned  the  prisoners  to  deatJi 
they  (the  prisoners)  would  certainly  have 
incurred  that  fate,  whereas  by  condemn- 
ing them  and  recommending  them  to 
mercy  they  hoped  that  the  prisoners 
would  escape  death.  It  appears  that 
they  were  right.  Messrs.  Stem  and 
Rosenthal  were  condemned  to  perpetual 
imprisonment  on  the  finding  of  the  Ea- 
ropean  Court.  But  to  return  to  Consol 
Cameron.  Not  only  had  he  got  into 
trouble  with  the  Abyssinians,  but  he  had 
actually  got  into  trouble  with  the  Turin 
also,  for  he  wrote  to  us  to  say  that  so 
angry  were  the  Turks  at  his  interference 
at  Bogos  that  he  should  not  be  surprised 
if  they  had  another  **  massacre  of  Jed- 
dab,''  that  massacre  having  taken  place 
shortly  before.  It  appears  that  Conral 
Cameron  went  soon  afterwards  to  Tigr6, 
and  he  wrote  on  the  3 1st  of  March  to  say 
that  the  King  had  stated  that  if  any* 
thing  happened  to  him  he  would  reduce 
Tigr6  to  a  desert,  and  he  added  that  the 
King  would  have  kept  his  word.  Thai 
perhaps  tens  of  thousands  of  innocent 
persons  might  have  been  slaughtered  be- 
cause of  the  indiscretion  of  one  English- 
man. Could  the  Government  do  other- 
wise than  tell  Consul  Cameron  to  go  back 
immediately  to  his  post  at  Massowah,  and 
can  blame  be  attached  to  them  if  their 
despatches  to  that  effect  were  intercepted 
by  the   King,  and  made   an  additional 
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eauBe  of  ^evance,  as  it  is  asserted,  against 
the  British  Government  ?  I  now  come  to 
the  imprisonment  of  Consul  Cameron.  Dr. 
Beke,  who  cannot  be  snspected  of  being 
anxious  to  exonerate  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  has  published  a  letter  in  which 
he  says  that  the  Emperor  Theodore's  ill 
treatment  of  Consul  Cameron  was  caused  by 
the  altered  policy  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  Abyssinia 
and  Egypt,  and  that  he  (the  Emperor)  hoped 
to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Government,  by 
holding  our  Consul  and  British  subjects  in 
captivity,  to  retrace  its  steps,  and  con- 
tinue to  afford  him  material  aid  against 
his  enemies.  M  Lejean,  moreover,  posi- 
tively declares  that  the  imprisonment  of 
Consul  Cameron  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  non-receipt  of  an  answer  by  the  King 
to  his  letter  to  the  Queen.  When  we  first 
received  the  news  of  the  Consul's  im- 
prisonment, we  consulted  Sir  William 
Coghlan,  a  gentleman  of  great  experience 
of  the  East,  and  long  British  Eesident  or 
Governor  at  Aden,  but  who  is  now  living 
in  England.  He  knows  a  great  deal  of 
Abyssinian  affairs,  and  he  agreed  with  us 
in  thinking  that  the  first  thing  to  be  done 
was  to  endeavour  to  obtain  the  liberation 
of  Captain  Cameron,  by  sending  a  letter 
from  the  Queen  to  King  Theodore,  and 
to  intrust  that  letter  to  Mr.  Eassam. 
Mr.  Rassam's  character  and  position  have 
been  much  misunderstood.  Mr.  Eassam's 
brother  has  for  a  long  time  been  British 
Vice  Consul  at  Mossul.  Although  a  Chal- 
dean Christian,  and  a  native  of  Mossul, 
he  was  brought  up  in  this  country,  was 
educated  at  Oxford,  and  in  every  respect 
— manners,  dress,  and  appearance — is  like 
an  English  gentleman.  He  was  with  me 
during  the  whole  of  my  explorations  in 
Assyria,  and  without  Mr.  Rassam's  assis- 
tance this  country  would  not,  perhaps, 
now  be  in  possession  of  that  valuable 
collection  of  Assyrian  antiquities  which 
are  deposited  in  the  British  Museum. 
Mr.  Hassam  was  at  first  sent  to  Aden  in 
a  very  subordinate  position,  but,  by  his 
ability  and  attention  to  his  duties,  he 
raised  himself  to  be  Assistant  Resident  or 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Aden,  was  made 
an  English  magistrate,  and  the  country 
round  about  Aden,  which  before  was  almost 
inaccessible  to  Europeans,  was  reduced  by 
him  to  perfect  peace.  What  does  Sir 
William  Coghlan  say  of  Mr.  Rassam? 
He  says — 

"  Mr.  Ratsam'f  aotecedonts,  his  status,  and  his 
^ualifieatioM  are  greailj  miiondtrttood  and  mis- 


represented bj  a  portion  of  the  press  of  this 
country.  He  has  been  variously  styled  Levantine, 
Greek,  obscure  Armenian,  Turkish  subject,  non- 
descript, d(c.  In  answer  to  these  assertions  it  is 
but  just  to  a  very  deserving  public  servant  to  say 
what  Mr.  Rassam  really  is.  He  was  born  at 
Mossul,  of  Christian  parents  (his  brother  is  Bri- 
tish Vice  Consul  there),  he  received  his  education 
in  England,  he  is  a  gentleman  in  manners  and 
conduct,  and  his  qualifications  for  the  peculiar 
line  in  which  he  has  been  employed  during  the 
last  ten  years  cannot  be  surpassed.  I  speak  with 
confidence  on  this  point,  for  Mr.  Rassam  was  my 
assistant  at  Aden  during  many  years  of  trouble ; 
a  part  of  that  time  he  held  charge  of  our  political 
relations  at  Muscat,  and  acquitted  himself  to  the 
entire  approval  of  the  Government  which  placed 
him  there.  In  short,  Mr.  Rassam's  whole  pre- 
vious career  well  justified  the  expectation  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  entertained  in  ap- 
pointing him  to  the  delicate  and  difficult  mission 
on  which  he  is  now  employed.  The  disappoint- 
ment of  that  expectation  is  not  attributable  to 
any  fault  of  his." 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Sir  William 
Coghlan  in  a  letter  a^ressed  to  me,  which 
he  has  authorized  me  to  read  to  the 
House.  A  letter  has  been  written  to  The 
THmes,  by  a  great  authority  on  such  mat- 
ters. Sir  Gardner  Wilkinson,  stating  that 
we  ought  to  have  consulted  the  Coptic 
Patriarch.  We  have  not  omitted  to  do 
this,  but  it  must-  be  remembered  that  there 
are  great  differences  between  the  Abys- 
sinian Patriarch  and  the  Coptic  Patriarch, 
and  there  is  great  doubt  whether  the  assis- 
tance of  the  latter  would  have  been  of 
any  avail,  or  whether  any  interference  on 
his  part  might  not  have  had  a  prejudicial 
effect.  But  we  did  get  letters  from  him 
for  Mr.  Rassam  for  the  chief  Bishop  of 
Abyssinia.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  we  ought  to  have  sent  a  great  mission, 
with  Sir  William  Coghlan  at  its  head. 
But  suppose  we  had  sent  a  great  mission, 
and  it  had  shared  the  fate  of  Consul 
Cameron  and  the  missionaries,  what  could 
we  have  done  ?  On  arriving  at  Massowah 
Mr.  Hassam  wrote  to  King  Theodore  to 
tell  him  that  he  was  the  bearer  of  a  letter 
from  the  Queen,  and  that  if  he  sent  him 
a  proper  escort  he  would  go  up  to  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  has  stated,  on  the  authority  of  Sir 
William  Coghlan,  that  Mr.  Bassam  being 
an  Eastern  was  not  a  proper  person  to  be 
sent  to  King  Theodore.  But  such  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  case.  The  King  had  no 
reason  to  know  that  Mr.  Bassam  was  any- 
thing but  an  English  gentleman,  which  he 
is  in  every  respect,  and  a  proper  person, 
from  his  rank  and  station  at  Aden,  to  be 
sent  on  this  mission.  It  was  said  that  the 
Emperor  was  displeased   at  the  small- 
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ne88  of  Mr.  Rassam's  mission.  But  the 
mission  did  not  consist  of  Mr.  Baasam 
alone;  he  was  accompanied  by  a  me- 
dical man  and  other  gentlemen,  and  had 
with  him  a  small  ressel  of  war.  So  far 
ftom  the  Emperor  having  been  displeased 
by  the  smallness  of  the  mission,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  he  was  iHghtened 
by  the  vessel  of  war.  The  only  explana- 
tion that  I  can  give  of  the  delay  which  has 
taken  place  in  Mr.  Rassam's  departure  for 
the  interior,  and  the  refusal  of  the  King 
to  answer  the  letters  which  haye  been 
written  to  him,  and  to  give  Mr.  Eassam 
permission  to  visit  his  court  and  a  safe 
conduct,  is  this — During  the  last  two 
years  the  King  has  been  waging  war  against 
his  subjects,  there  haa  been  an  almost 
general  rebellion  in  the  country,  his  capital 
is  at  the  present  moment  in  the  hands  of 
the  rebels,  his  power  is  greatly  reduced, 
and  his  communications  with  the  coast  are 
cut  off.  Mr.  Eassam^  messengers  had  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  getting  through,  and 
Mr.  Eassam  is  of  opinion  that  the  King 
would  not  invite  him  to  go  up,  because 
he  would  then  see  the  state  of  the 
country,  and  might  perhaps  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  insurgents.  It  was  not  until 
Sir  William  Coghlan  found  that  Mr. 
Eassam  could  not  go  up  to  Gondar,  that 
be  advised  that  a  great  mission  should  be 
sent,  and  he  offered  to  go  himself.  Now, 
we  have  consulted  Sir  William  Coghlan 
during  the  whole  of  these  proceedings,  but 
we  could  not  agree  with  him  on  that  point. 
After  all  the  responsibility  lies  with  us, 
and  not  with  him.  Suppose  Sir  William 
and  his  suite  had  been  thrown  into  prison 
and  ill-treated  by  the  King,  what  would 
have  been  our  position  ?  We  know  that 
Consul  Cameron  and  the  missionaries  have 
only  themselves  to  blame;  but  if  we  sent  up 
Sir  William  Coghlan  with  a  large  mission, 
and  they  had  been  imprisoned,  the  blame 
would  have  been  entirely  ours,  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  I  have  it  on  the 
highest  authority — an  authority  which  for 
various  reasons  I  can  not  now  name — that 
if  we  had  sent  up  such  a  mission  its  members 
would  have  been  thrown  into  prison ;  and 
the  reason  has  been  rightly  given  by  Dr. 
Beke— namely,  that  the  King  thinks  he 
can  coerce  us  by  holding  our  agents  as 
captives  into  giving  him  assistance  against 
the  Turks.  If  he  had  thrown  Sir  William 
Coghlan  and  his  suite  into  prison,  would 
you  have  gone  to  war  with  the  King? 
Eemember  that  there  is  no  sea-board,  and 
that  you  would  have  to  send  an  army  across 
iir.Layard 


most  unhealthy  and  inhospitable  plains,  to 
scale  lofty  mountains  before  they  could 
reach  Abyssinia — to  do  what  ?  To  avenge 
the  imprisonment  of  a  mission  we  had  our* 
selves  sent  in  spite  of  the  warning  we  had 
received,  and  thereby  sacrificing  a  large 
number  of  valuable  British  lives.  If  we 
had  done  so  you  would  have  justly  con- 
demned Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
appears,  therefore,  to  me  that  the  most 
prudent  course  was  to  decline  to  accept 
Sir  William  Coghlan's  proposal.  Sir  Wil- 
liam Coghlan  is  not  responsible  for  the 
results,  but  we  are.  We  had  a  great  many 
other  proposals ;  among  others,  that  of  Dr. 
Beke,  who  proposed  to  go  to  the  King  to 
preach  to  him  on  the  advantages  of  free 
trade  and  to  tell  him  what  valuable  coal 
and  iron  mines  he  possessed.  But  assuredly 
that  is  not  the  kind  of  lesson  to  teach 
King  Theodore.  Propositions  of  this  kind 
are  all  very  well  coming  fi-om  irresponsible 
persons,  but  her  Majesty's  Government 
are  responsible,  and  if  Sir  William  Coghlan 
or  Dr.  Beke  had  been  thrown  into  prison 
would  be  held  responsible  for  having  ex- 
posed them  to  it.  The  hen.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  has  spoken 
of  such  an  event  as  the  imprisonment  of  a 
British  subject  as  if  it  were  a  thing  quite 
unheard  of.  But  we  had  a  similar  case 
not  so  long  ago.  The  House  will  remem- 
ber the  case  of  Colonel  Stoddart  and  Cap- 
tain Connolly,  who,  sent  on  a  political 
mission,  were  imprisoned  and  put  to  death 
by  the  King  of  Bokhara.  Did  we  send 
an  army  to  the  centre  of  Asia  to  avenge 
their  death,  or  even  a  special  mission  to 
the  tyrant  who  had  caused  it  ?  In  this 
case  Consul  Cameron  exceeded  his  in- 
structions; he  might  have  left  the 
country,  but  he  mixed  himself  up  with 
its  affairs.  At  this  moment  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say  why  he  is  imprisoned;  bat 
any  one  who  reads  the  papers  that  have 
been  laid  upon  the  table  will  see  that  no 
one  is  to  blame  for  what  has  happened 
but  himself.  All  I  can  say,  in  conclusion, 
is,  that  everything  which  can  in  prudence 
be  done  for  his  release  and  that  of  the 
missionaries  will  be  done.  We  had  re- 
ceived intelligence  up  to  the  end  of  May 
from  them,  and,  though  still  in  captivity, 
they  are  in  good  health,  and,  as  far  as 
Captain  Cameron  is  concerned,  he  is  in 
good  spirits.  I  trust  that  in  a  short  time 
we  shall  hear  good  tidings.  I  have  now 
made  my  statement  respecting  the  case, 
and  after  this  statement  I  hope  it  will 
appear  to  the  House  that  the  Goyenunent 
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are  not  to  blame,  but  that  up  to  this  time 
ihey'haye  done  all  that  they  could  do. 
The  only  reason  for  not  making  this  full 
•tatement  before  was  lest  it  might  prove 
prejudicial  to  those  for  whom  we  all  feel 
io  deeply  concerned. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIBN8:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  lay  upon  the  table  the  docu- 
ments from  which  he  has  quoted  ? 

Mb.  la  yard  :  Yes. 

Mb.  LIDDELL:  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary,  in  the  opening 
of  his  remarks,  threw  on  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  the  re- 
sponsibility of  any  consequences  that  might 
arise  from  this  discussion.  I  trust  those 
oonsequences  will  not  be  serious,  but  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  if  responsi- 
bility rests  on  this  side  of  the  House  for 
inquiring  into  the  fate  of  imprisoned 
British  subjects,  a  much  greater  responsi- 
bility attaches  to  the  words  and  expres- 
sions of  the  GoTemment  on  this  occasion. 
Begarding  this  as  a  delicate  matter,  in 
which  we  are  engaged  in  delicate  negotia- 
tions with  an  irascible  Sovereign,  who  has 
irresistible  power  over  the  captives,  I 
think  it  would  have  been  more  prudent 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  indulged 
in  such  terms  as  "puppet  King"  and 
similar  expressions  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  LAYAKD:  The  expression  was 
not  applied  to  the  Emperor  Theodore,  but 
to  the  supposed  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 

Mb.  LIDDELL:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  been  more  dis- 
criminating in  his  expressions  considering 
the  consequences  that  might  ensue  to  the 
persons  imprisoned.  But,  Sir,  I  have 
heard  with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the 
altered  tone  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Layard),  from  which  I  think  we 
may  derive  an  instructive  lesson.  The 
Honse  is  in  the  habit  of  hearing  many 
discussions  on  Oriental  matters,  but  the 
Foreign  Office  is  now,  it  appears,  im- 
pressed with  the  expediency  of  a  non- 
interfering,  a  non-meddling,  policy  with 
respect  to  these  semi-civilized  Sovereigns. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  Sovereign 
of  Abyssinia  must  have  heard  of  our  policy 
in  China  and  Japan,  and  that  those  feel- 
ings of  jealousy  have  been  excited  by  the 
past  history  of  our  conduct  with  regard  to 
China.  The  Sovereign  has  had  the  greatest 
objection  to  an  English  envoy  obtaining 
entrance  to  his  capital.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  beginning  of  these  trans- 
actions was  coincident  with  an  attempt — 
happily  frustrated — ^for  the  establishment 


of  an  English  naval  officer  in  a  high  posi- 
tion in  China  for  the  purpose  of  inter- 
meddling  in  the  affairs  of  that  country 
and  wresting  power  from  the  hands  of  the 
proper  authorities.  I  hope  and  believe 
that  after  to-night  this  description  of  policy 
will  no  longer  be  pursued  with  Oriental 
Sovereigns  and  semi-civilized  nations.  But 
we  have  other  warnings.  How  is  it  that 
a  person  distinguished  only  as  a  military 
officer  is  chosen  to  fill  the  office  of  Consul  ? 
It  may  have  been  a  proper  reward  for 
services,  but  the  selection  is  evidently  un- 
fit. The  responsibility  of  such  appoint- 
ments rests  with  the  Government,  and 
I  trust  that  for  the  future  persons  better 
qualified  will  be  chosen.  It  is  perfectly 
evident  that  the  matter  must  rest  with 
the  Government,  and  possibly  the  less  said 
on  the  subject  the  better.  I  hope  that  our 
fellow-countrymen  will  be  rescued  from  the 
position  of  danger  and  peril  in  which  they 
are  placed,  and  that  in  this  respect  the 
efforts  of  the  Foreign  Office  may  be  crowned 
with  success. 

Me.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
Consul  Cameron  had  been  a  long  time  in 
the  Consular  service  on  the  east  coast  of  the 
Black  Sea,  had  acquired  great  influence  in 
tliat  part  of  the  country,  and  had  shown 
himself  well  fitted  to  deal  with  half  civi-> 
lized  tribes.  He  was  not  aware  that  he  was 
a  captain  in  Her  Majesty's  service,  though 
he  had  been  a  volunteer  in  the  defence  of 
Ears.  He  thought  his  appointment  as 
Consul  a  proper  one.  As  a  friend  of  that 
gentleman  he  protested  against  the  course 
taken  in  quoting  from  despatches  which 
had  not  been  laid  upon  the  table,  reflecting 
upon  Mr.  Cameron.  That  was  a  most  un- 
usual practice,  and  his  hon.  Friend  was 
not  justified  in  resorting  to  it.  As  it  was, 
Mr.  Cameron  would  run  the  risk  of  being 
condemned  on  the  faith  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
speech,  but  the  House  would  do  well  to 
suspend  its  judgment  until  the  despatches 
were  laid  upon  the  table,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  judge  for  themselves.  Mr. 
Cameron  was  sent  out  to  Abyssinia  in 
1861,  his  instructions  being  to  make  Mas- 
sowah  his  headquarters,  and  obtain  a  know- 
ledge of  the  political  state  of  Abyssinia. 
Now,  if  a  gentleman  was  not  to  travel  in 
the  interior  how  could  he  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  political  state  of  the 
country  ?  and  if  he  was  instructed  to  make 
Massowah  his  headquarters,  did  this  not 
mean  that  he  should  travel  elsewhere? 
His  instructions  really  authorized  him  to 
go  to  the  capitfdi  Qondah,  and  the  only 
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charge  made  against  him  was  that  he  stayed 
there  too  long ;  but  no  despatch  had  been 
received  by  him  telling  him  to  return.  Mr. 
Cameron's  despatches  ought  to  be  produced 
unmutilated,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
they  would  be  laid  on  the  table.  The 
Consul  was  found  fault  with  for  endea- 
vouring to  make  a  treaty  with  King  Theo- 
dore and  for  encouraging  the  King  to  send 
r  an  embassy  to  Europe,  because  it  was  sup- 
posed that  he  would  ask  our  help  in  a 
war  against  Turkey.  As  to  the  treaty, 
it  was  difficult  to  understand  why  Mr. 
Cameron  should  be  blamed  for  trying  to 
do  that  which  his  predecessor  had  tried  to 
do.  With  regard  to  the  proposed  em- 
bassy, the  Under  Secretary  had  spoken 
with  a  strong  animus;  but  what  had  we 
to  do  with  the  question  whether  King 
Theodore  was  or  was  not  at  war  with 
Turkey  ?  It  was  only  right  to  have  heard 
what  the  King  had  to  say  on  this  subject 
before  refusing  his  embassy.  But,  besides 
this,  such  a  refusal  was  a  piece  of  bad 
policy  in  treating  with  a  country  with 
which  we  had  been  on  friendly  terms.  In 
the  case  of  such  a  country  as  Abyssinia,  an 
embassy  to  England  encouraged  friendly 
intercourse,  and  did  great  good ;  and  the 
grounds  alleged  for  refusing  this  embassy 
were  wholly  insufficient.  He  thought  that 
good  would  have  resulted  from  an  embassy 
from  Abyssinia.  Merchants  of  eminence 
had  assured  him  that  advantages  arose 
from  the  Japanese  embassy,  and  he  could 
not  understand  why  this  embassy  from 
King  Theodore  had  been  refused.  Then, 
no  good  reason  had  been  shown  for  not 
answering  King  Theodore's  letter,  which 
was  a  most  civil  one.  The  Emperor  of 
the  French  had  been  more  polite,  and  it 
would  have  been  quite  possible  for  us  to 
have  sent  an  answer,  giving  King  Theo- 
dore to  understand  that  we  were  the 
friends  of  all  nations,  and  that  our  wish 
was  to  cultivate  commercial  relations  with 
his  people.  As  to  Mr.  Eassam,  he  (Mr. 
H.  Seymour)  knew  that  gentleman,  and 
had  the  highest  opinion  of  him;  but  it 
was  natural  that  when  the  King  was  at 
war  with  Turkey,  he  should  be  prejudiced 
against  an  Envoy  from  the  English  Go- 
vernment who  was  not  a  British  subject, 
but  a  native  of  the  country  with  which 
the  King  was  at  war.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, the  selection  of  Mr.  Rassam  an  un- 
fortunate one.  He  should  like  to  know 
the  course  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  Captain  Cameron. 
Did  they  intend  to  leave  him.  in  exile  for 
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an  indefinite  period  because  it  was  sup- 
posed he  had  misunderstood  his  instruc- 
tions? Such  a  course  would  be  rather 
severe.  Nor  did  he  understand  from  his 
hon.  Eriend  that  any  attempts  had  been 
made  to  penetrate  Abyssinia  through 
Egypt.  He  should  like  to  hear  what  steps 
the  Government  intended  to  take  on  the 
question. 

THE  DTCE  SOMBRE  CASE. 

OBSEBVATIOKB. 

Me.  HENNESSY  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Charles  Wood)  which  amounted,  in  his 
opinion,  to  a  denial  of  justice,  and  an 
attempt  to  overrule  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  as  exercised  by  the  Queen  in 
Council.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
unable  to  be  present  to-night  from  illness, 
but  he  understood  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  represent  him.  The  subject 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  involved  a  great  delay  of 
justice,  and  it  concerned  the  property  of 
the  Begum  Somroo.  She  had  always  been 
a  faithful  friend  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, but  on  her  death,  in  1836,  her  estates 
were  seized,  and  up  to  this  time  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  had  prevented  the  dis- 
pute which  arose  in  consequence  of  that 
seizure  being  brought  to  a  termination  in 
the  courts  of  law.  To  show  the  character 
of  that  lady,  he  need  only  refer  to  a  letter 
from  Lord  William  Bentinck,  written  to 
her  the  day  before  he  left  India,  in  which 
he  spoke  in  the  warmest  terms  of  her 
charitable  and  benevolent  disposition,  and 
expressed  a  wish  that  she  might  long  be 
spared  to  be  a  solace  to  the  unfortunate.  At 
her  death,  a  large  portion  of  her  estates 
was  seized  by  the  British  Government 
They  seized  her  papers  also,  and  to  this 
day  had  refused  to  give  them  up  or  allow 
copies  to  be  taken  of  them.  Mr.  Dyce 
Sombre,  her  adopted  son  and  her  heir,  who 
had  received  this  property  partly  by  deed 
of  gift  and  partly  by  will,  protested  against 
this  seizure,  and  furnished  the  Government 
with  copies  of  the  eng^agement  between 
the  Begum  in  1805  and  Lord  Welleelej, 
and  of  other  documents  which  showed  that 
the  property  was  his.  Some  delay  oc- 
curred at  the  time.  The  matter  was 
brought  before  the  Home  Government  and 
the  Court  of  Directors,  and  at  length  the 
Court  of  Directors  decided  that  they  were 
the  owners  of  this  property  and  refused  to 
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give  it  up.  Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  left  untried 
no  means  of  obtaining  restitution,  and 
when  be  became  insane,  tbe  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, acting  on  his  behalf,  instructed  his 
solicitors  in  Calcutta  to  take  the  necessary 
proceedings  against  the  British  Goyem- 
ment.  This  was  in  the  autumn  of  1847. 
When  he  died,  the  Government  denied  the 
rights  of  those  who  succeeded  him,  but 
that  was  got  over,  and  the  heirs-at-law  of 
Hr.  Dyce  Sombre  went  on  with  the  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Government.  But, 
though  twenty-4iine  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  seizure  was  made,  the  case  was 
still  even  unheard.  This  long  delay  was 
explained  by  the  fact  that  the  Government 
in  India  was  accustomed  to  interfere  with 
and  control  the  highest  Judges  in  India, 
in  a  manner  which  would  not  be  tolerated 
liere  in  the  case  of  the  meanest  magistrate. 
They  even  selected  Judges  to  try  the  cases 
in  which  they  themselves  were  interested. 
The  proceedings  in  this  case  furnished 
ample  illustration  of  this  kind  of  miscon- 
duct. When,  after  many  difficulties  in- 
terposed by  the  Government,  it  appeared 
that  the  case  was  at  length  about  to  be 
brought  to  trial,  they  adopted,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  manoeuvre  of  selecting  the 
Judge  who  was  to  try  it,  and  selected  not 
the  Judge  who  in  ordinary  course  ought  to 
have  tried  it.  On  the  Idth  of  October, 
1863,  a  telegram  was  sent  by  the  Secre- 
tary at  Bengal  to  the  Commissioner  at 
Delhi  to  this  effect — 

*'  The  Supreme  GoTernment  hare  deputed  Mr. 
Moorfield  to  oooduot  the  Dyce  Sombre  case.  Toa 
are  to  instruct  Mr.  Thornton  to  trj  it." 

Hr.  Thornton  was  at  that  time  the  Judge 
of  the  Small  Causes  Court  at  Delhi.  And 
he  was  not  the  regular  Judge  who  ought 
to  have  tried  it.  The  person  who  ought 
to  have  tried  it  was  Mr.  Cooper,  C.B.,  the 
Deputy  Commissioner  at  Delhi,  an  eminent 
m^  among  the  Judges,  and  an  officer  of 
nearly  seventeen  years'  standing ;  but  the 
Government  had  ascertained  that  Mr. 
Cooper  had  already  expressed  an  opinion 
on  the  merits  of  their  case,  to  the  effect 
that  they  had  no  case  at  all,  and  that  re- 
stitution of  the  property  ought  to  be  made. 
The  3rd  of  November  was  fixed  by  Mr. 
Thornton  for  the  trial  of  the  case,  but  sub- 
sequently, being  importuned  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  postponed  the  hearing  until 
the  2nd  of  January,  1864.  He  also  called 
on  the  plaintiffs  to  produce  the  documen- 
tary evidence  which  they  wished  to  supply, 
and  ordered  them  to  Me  fresh  plaints  in 
the  case.    Their  plaints,  in  fiEu^t^  had  been 


filed  seventeen  years  before,  and  the  ex- 
traordinary grouncT  assigned  for  the  order 
was  that  tbe  former  plaints  had  been  lost 
while  in  the  custody  of  the  Court.  The 
plaintiff  lost  no  time  in  filing  fresh  plaints. 
The  pleas  put  in  by  the  Government  filed 
on  the  4th  of  September,  1848,  were  partly 
objections  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court, 
and  also  that  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
ran  against  the  heirs  of  Dyce  Sombre,  and 
that  the  Court  on  that  account  could  not 
try  the  case.  They  also  pleaded  that  as 
the  case  had  occurred  in  a  certain  district 
it  ought  to  be  tried  there.  The  Govern- 
ment also  pleaded  that,  twelve  years  having 
elapsed  since  the  seizure,  the  question 
coidd  not  be  tried  at  all.  The  courts  in 
India  decided  against  the  Government  on 
the  question  of  jurisdiction,  but  on  the 
plea  of  time  gave  a  decision  in  favour  of 
the  Government.  Upon  appeal,  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  decided 
against  the  Government  on  the  question 
of  time,  and  the  whole  matter  was  re- 
mitted back  to  the  courts  in  India,  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  suit.  He  had  mentioned  the 
fact  that  delays  were  opposed  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  suit  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Judge  selected  in  India  ;  but  he  did  not 
blame  the  Judge  in  any  degree  so  much 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government,  because  he 
found  the  Government  over  and  over  again 
asking  for  time,  first  for  one  period  of 
six  months,  and  then  for  another  period 
of  six  months.  In  1859  a  memorial  was 
presented  to  the  Secretary  of  State  praying 
him  to  cause  the  case  to  be  decided  under 
a  certain  clause  in  the  India  Act  in  this 
country  ;  but  that  request  was  denied. 
Arbitration  was  proposed  by  the  plaintiff, 
but  refused  by  the  Secretary  of  State  be- 
cause the  papers  were  not  in  this  country, 
but  in  India.  But  what  took  place  in 
India  }  When  the  suit  went  on  there,  the 
Government  made  an  application  to  Ihe 
Court  for  six  months'  delay,  on  the  ground 
that  the  papers  were  in  England.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Judge  of  their  own 
selection  decided  in  their  favour,  and  when 
Mr.  Thornton,  who  had  decided  three  or 
four  times  in  favour  of  the  Government 
on  questions  of  delay,  was  promoted,  no- 
body was  surprised.  On  the  8th  of  Octo- 
ber the  case  came  before  a  new  Judge-^ 
Captain  M'Mahon — and  the  counsel  acting 
for  the  Government  was  the  Judge  who 
had  replaced  Mr.  Thornton  in  the  Small 
Cause  Court,  and  he  applied  for  a  further 
adjournment  of  six  months,  because  the 
documents  wanted  from  England  had  not 
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yet  arrived.  However,  the  Jndge  would 
only  grant  a  postponement  from  October 
to  December.  The  Government  then  ap- 
pealed against  that  decision  to  a  Court 
which,  he  was  informed,  had  no  proper 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  and,  up  to  tiie 
present  moment,  no  decision  had  been 
given,  so  that,  by  lapse  of  time,  the  (Go- 
vernment had  obtained  a  greater  delay  than 
they  at  first  applied  for.  The  case  was  sub- 
sequently brought  before  anothet  Judge--^ 
Mr.  Nisbett -^selected  by  the  Qovemment, 
instead  of  before  Colonel  Hamilton,  the 
Commissioner  at  Delhi,  a  gentleman  of 
great  experience,  because  that  gallant 
gentleman  had  been  consulted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  had  frankly  given  an  opi- 
nion against  them.  Therefore,  for  the 
second  time,  the  Government  adopted  a 
course  disgraceful  to  themselves  and  de- 
structive of  the  fair  course  of  justice,  and 
placed  the  case  before  an  inferior  Judge  of 
their  own  selection.  He  had  carefully 
abstained  from  going  into  the  merits  of 
the  case,  but  he  called  on  the  Government, 
if  they  had  any  regard  for  their  own 
character  and  the  due  course  of  justioe,  to 
give  up  their  technicalities  and  to  insist 
on  this  case  being  tried  on  its  merits.  It 
might  be  urged  that  the  Queen  in  Council 
had  already  ordered  the  matter  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  but  the  last  plea  put  in  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  filed 
on  the  27th  of  April,  1865,  set  forth  that 
the  matters  mentioned  in  the  plaint  were 
things  done  by  the  Government  of  India 
in  their  political  capacity  and  as  matters 
of  State  policy,  and  therefore  the  Court 
had  no  jurisdiction  with  regard  to  them. 
No  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State  had  great 
power  and  influence,  but  he  very  much 
questioned  whether  the  suit  could  be 
stopped  in  that  way,  seeing  that  the  Queen 
in  Council  had  ordered  it  to  be  proceeded 
with.  He  thought  that  a  matter  like  this 
might  fairly  be  brought  before  the  House, 
and  he  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
re-consider  his  policy,  and  to  direct  the 
suit  to  be  carried  on  with  all  possible  dis- 
patch. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
should  be  unable  to  give  more  than  a 
general  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  there  were  many  things 
which  no  one  but  the  Secretary  for  India 
could  deal  with.  He  could  only  deal  with 
general  principles  and  the  facts  with  which 
he  was  acquainted.  He  must,  however, 
in  the  first  instance,  protest  against  any 
attempt  to  induce  that  House  to  pronounae 
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an  opinion  upon  matters  stiU  in  progress 
of  litigation,  especially  when  the  state- 
ments upon  which  it  was  asked  to  decide 
were  ex  parUf  and  made  only  in  the  inte- 
rest of  one  party.     Nothing  could  be  more 
inconvenient  than  for  the  House  to  enter 
into  such    discussions    of  pending   suits 
upon  the  invitation  of  any  one  party  to 
the  suit  who  could  find  an  hon.  Member 
to  introduce  the  subject.     It  was  totally 
impossible  that  under  such  circumstances 
the  real  facts  could  be  known,  and  there- 
fore it  was  simply  an  attempt  to  prepossess 
the  minds  of  the  House  with  ideas  that 
might  turn  out  to  be  utterly  fallacious. 
He  was  not  altogether  unacquainted  with 
the  facts  of  this  case,  because  he  had  been 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  successfol 
appeal  before  the  Privy  Council  in  1 858. 
The  facts  were  briefly  these.     The  Begum 
had  been  a  feudatory  of  a  Native  Prince, 
and  was  allowed  to  retain   her    territory 
when  the  East  India  Company  obtained 
possession    of   the    country.     Upon    her 
death  the  Company  took  possession  of  that 
particular  'district  of  land,  and  of  certain 
arms  which   they    alleged  to   be  publiD 
property,  vested  in  her  only  as  an  in- 
cident   of  her    feudal    government,   bat 
the  title  to  which  on  her  death  became 
extinct.     A  length  of  time  elapsed  before 
the  question  of  right  was  raised,  and  for 
that  delay  the  Indian  Government  were 
not  responsible.     At  last  two  suits  were 
instituted,  one  for  the  land  and  another 
for  the  arms,   which  were  met»    in  the 
first  instance,  by  the  objection  tliat  they 
were    barred    by    the    lapse  of  time- 
twelve  years   having  passed   over.    The 
decision  of  the  Court  in  India  upon  that 
point  was  against  the  plaintiff,  who  th^ 
appealed  to  the  Privy  Council;  but,  in- 
steieid    of   prosecuting    the    appeal   with 
diligence,  it  was  not  until  1858  tliat  it  was 
heard,  twenty  years  after  the  death  of  the 
Begum.     The  Privy  Council,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  insanity  of 
Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  during  a  portion  of  the 
time,  threw  a  certain  part  of  the  time  out 
of  consideration,  and  reversed  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  in  India  upon  the  point 
of  the  Law  of  Limitations,   leaving  the 
other  questions  of  jurisdiction  and  whether 
this  was  an  Act  of  State,  untouched.   Tbt 
case  then  went  back  to  India,  and  the  de- 
fence taken  was  that  the  property  sued  for 
was  public  property,  and  that  oonsequently 
the  Court  had  no  jurisdiction.     The  in- 
structions autliorixiDg  that  defence  to  be 
taken  went   out   froiDd  Uus    oounby  ia 


1021     Tran9p9ri80mHMwM/^    {TTrM  80,  1665)        JR^ffhmd  and  India.         1022 


IfoTmnber,  1859,  shortly  after  the  cbange 
of  GoTemment,  ahd  they  were  the  resnlt 
of  a  consideration  of  the  caae  during  the 
tenure  of  office  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  far  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley), 
than  whom  all  would  admit  no  one  would 
be  more  candH,  dispassionate,  and  Just. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  that  noble  Lord, 
or  of  those  whom  he  consulted,  that 
prhnd  facie  the  property  in  dispute  Was 
public  property,  and  that  the  suits  should 
be  defended  on  that  ground.  Since  then 
there  might  have  been  delays,  no  doubt 
caused  in  part  by  the  necessity  of  tnaking 
use  of  papers,  some  of  which  were  in  India, 
and  some  in  England ;  for  the  papers 
were  of  course  distributed  over  both 
countries.  Moreover,  in  the  meantime 
the  Govemment  of  India  had  been 
changed,  Uie  mutiny  had  broken  out  and 
been  suppressed,  and  the  judicial  system 
of  the  country  had  been  altered,  and  pos- 
sibly delays  might  have  arisen  from  those 
causes.  A  pamphlet  had  been  published 
upon  this  subject,  which  had  been  sent  to 
Sir  John  Lawrence,  who,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Indian  Government,  stated  that  he 
was  satisfied  the  Government  could  have 
no  object  in  delay ;  but  he  believed  there 
had  been  greater  delays  than  ought  to 
have  occurred,  which,  however,  he  thought 
were  attributable  to  the  plaintiff  as  well 
as  to  the  defendant.  It  really  was  most 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  House  to  form  an 
opinion  of  the  merits  of  a  case  like  this, 
arising  in  a  far  distant  country,  after  the 
lapse  of  many  years  from  the  occurrence 
of  the  events,  and  when  the  litigation  Was 
still  proceeding.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  for  the  first  twenty  years  the  delay 
was  attributable  to  the  plaintiff.  Litiga- 
tion, whether  with  a  Government  or  be- 
tween individuals,  generallv  occupied  more 
time  than  was  desirable,  because  its  pro- 
longation necessarily  led  to  expense,  and 
therefore  it  was  for  the  advantage  of  all 
parties  concerned  that  it  should  terminate 
as  sooli  as  possible.  He  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  Sir  John  Lawrence, 
who  said  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  had  endeavoured  to  cause 
delay  for  the  sake  of  delay,  and  not  to 
search  for  materials  which  it  was  very 
difficult  to  get  together.  He  hoped  there 
would  be  more  dispatch  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BOYILL  said,  he  agreed  that  it 
was  inexpedient  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
consider  questions  which  were  being  liti- 
gated before  judicial  tribunals,  but  would 
have  besa  glftd  to  have  heard  from  the 


Attorney  General  a  statement  that  the 
rights  of  the  partiM  in  the  case  would  not 
be  withdrawn  frotai  judicial  investigation, 
but  would  be  left  to  the  decision  of  a  judi- 
cial tribunal  without  further  delay. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Government  did  not  seek  to  with- 
draw the  case  from  the  judicial  tribunal. 
The  merits  of  the  case  depended  upon  the 
fact  whether  it  was  an  act  of  the  State. 
If  so,  of  coarse  the  judicial  tribunals  had 
no  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  BOYILL  said,  if  it  were  an  act  of 
the  State  the  Goyemment  might  say  there 
was  no  remedy  by  the  ordinary  tribunals, 
but  in  some  recent  cases  it  had  been  shown 
that  where,  by  an  act  of  the  State,  injustice 
or  wrong  was  done  there  was  a  tribunal 
to  which  appeal  could  be  made — ^the 
fiouse  of  Commons.  In  the  case  of  the 
Nawab  of  Surat  such  an  appeal  was  made, 
and  the  result  was  the  passing  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  He  admitted  that  the 
time  had  not  come  to  consider  the  merits 
of  this  case,  but  he  hoped  one  result  of 
the  discussion  would  be  to  prevent  further 
delays,  and  to  lead  to  some  speedy  and 
satisfactory  termination  of  the  suit. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  he  had  been 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  appeal.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  as  they  would  probably  have  to  be 
considered  at  a  future  time,  when  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  learn  the  re- 
markable conduct  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment in  connection  with  a  suit  in  which 
they  were  the  defendants.  He  would  only 
venture  to  hope  that  the  suit  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed  without  further  delays, 
and  that  if  justice  were  not  done  in  India 
the  parties  would  be  enabled  to  obtain  it 
at  the  hands  of  that  House. 


TRANSPORT  8£RVICE   BETWEEN 
ENGLAND  AND  INDIA. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  desire  to  bring  another  sub- 
ject connected  with  India  before  the 
House — namely,  the  course  the  Government 
was  taking  in  setting  up  a  steam  commu- 
nication between  this  country  and  India ; 
but,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  he  was  un- 
able to  proceed  with  it.  The  subject,  how- 
ever, was  a  most  important  one,  and  he  was 
unwilling  to  postpone  it  without  making 
a  hw  observations.  A  Oommittee,  pre- 
sided over  by  hi&  faoft.  Friend  the  Member 
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for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lindsay),  was  ap- 
pointed some  years  ago  to  consider  the 
question  of  our  transport  service,  and  the 
Committee  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  not  desirable  that  Her  Majesty  should 
maintain  a  separate  transport  serrice,  but 
that  the  Goyerument  should  avail  itself 
for  this  purpose  of  our  commercial  marine. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however,  in- 
stead of  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Report,  set  it  entirely  aside,  and 
had,  in  fact,  commenced  a  transport  ser- 
vice of  great  magnitude  and  cost.  It  was 
ascertained  that  the  transport  service,  when 
performed  by  the  Government,  was  at- 
tended by  nearly  double  the  expense  which 
was  incurred  when  the  service  was  per- 
formed by  contract.  Not  only,  however, 
had  the  Government  proposed  entirely  to 
dispense  with  the  use  of  the  mercantile 
marine,  but  one  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  actually  entered  into  compe- 
tition with  another.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had,  in  fact,  entered  into 
active  competition  with  the  Postmaster 
General  and  the  resources  of  the  Treasury. 
This  competition  could  not  but  increase  the 
already  heavy  expenses  incurred  by  the 
course  which  the  Government  had  deter- 
mined upon  adopting.  After  destroying 
the  Indian  Navy,  and  incurring  large  ex- 
penditure in  the  shape  of  pensions,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  now  proposed  setting  up  a  quiet 
little  marine  of  his  own  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world.  There  were  many  other 
questions  in  connection  with  this  subject 
which  deserved  a  full  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  House,  and  none  were  more 
worthy  of  attention  than  was  that  of  the 
postal  communication  between  this  country 
and  India  and  China.  While,  however,  he 
did  not  press  on  the  subject  at  the  present 
moment,  he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  un- 
derstood that  if  he  had  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  the  ensuing  Parliament  it  would 
be  his  first  concern  to  move  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  upon  this 
subject,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  imagine  that  because  he 
now  abandoned  it  he  had  not  any  intention 
of  proceeding  with  it  at  a  future  time. 

Mr.  T.  G.  baring  said,  that  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  read  the  evidence  ad- 
duced before  that  Committee  or  its  Report 
He  assured  him  that  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  did  not  in  any  way  reoommend 
Mr,  Ayrton 


that  the  whole  transport  servioe  should  be 
conducted  by  the  merchant  service  instead 
of  by  the  Government.  The  evidence 
upon  this  point  was  very  conflicting,  and 
the  Committee  came  to  no  conclusion  what- 
ever upon  the  subject.  It  was  therefore 
clear  that  the  proposal  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  which  was  now  being 
carried  out — ^namely,  that  the  transport 
service  of  India  should  be  carried  on  by 
the  Government,  was  not  in  the  least  in- 
consistent with  any  recommendation  of  the 
Committee.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
be  a  sound  one.  The  course  proposed  to 
be  adopted  had  been  recommended  by  the 
military  authorities  and  Government  in 
India,  and  had  received  the  approbation 
of  the  Indian  Council.  Their  sending  the 
troops  by  the  overland  route  to  India  would 
be  far  more  economical  to  the  revenue, 
while  at  the  same  time  it  would  gi?e 
greater  power  of  disposing  of  the  whole 
force  of  the  Empire.  He  could  not  under- 
stand the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  the  Postmaster  General  had 
entered  into  active  competition.  If  ihe 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  passengers  carried  in  the  Gk>vemment 
transports,  he  might  state  that  those  pas- 
sengers would  be  the  military  troops,  and 
the  Gt)vernment  servants,  and  in  proposing 
such  a  course  there  was  surely  nothing 
unfair.  He  could  only  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  was  perfectly  ready  to  discuss  the 
subject,  and  he  felt  convinced  that  the 
House  would  feel  that  the  course  pursued 
was  the  most  economical  one  as  well  as 
one  which  would  secure  the  greatest 
efficiency  to  the  public  service. 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  at  rising  to 
adjourn  till  Monday  next. 


EAST  INDIA  (REVENUE)  ACCOUNTS. 

REPORT. 

Resolutions  [June  29]  reported* 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  could  assois 
the  House  that  he  was  right  in  stating 
that  the  Transport  Committee  reported  ia 
favour  of  the  employment  of  the  commer- 
cial marine  for  the  transport  service,  in- 
stead of  Government  vessels. 


Resolutions  agreed  to. 


Hoase  adjoamed  at  Eight  o*dook« 
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S»fort  —  Conwlidkted  Fnad  <Appn>[ni>tion)  * 
ColDDi*!  GoTemora  (Retiring  Peniiani)*  (23S) 
Fisrand  Uftrbonr  Ordera  ConBmutioa  ( No.  3)< 
(838). 

Third  Beading  — Ftimoutb  Borough*  (201); 
Crown  Suit!  *(  187)1  Eipirinj;  L>iri  Continu- 
uoa*  (320)  :  Poor  Law  Bmril  Conlmuanoe  * 
(327);  Psue  PrBHmtion(Ir«l>iid)Act(1856) 
ADiendiiiiiDt"{300);  Colonial  Dooki  Loani  ■ 
(S31);  Turnpike  AoU  Gontinuaniie  ■  (233)1 
Loeal  (jOTanunent  SupplemanUl  (No.  6)  * 
(339). 

SLA  VERT.— PERSONAL  EXPLAKATIOM. 

Lord  BBOUQHAM  er&Tod  penDiseion, 
on  wbftt  luight  be  regarded  aa  a  penonBl 
matter,  but  what  rekllj  waa  aumetliing 
more,  to  aet  liimaelf  right  after  some  great 
miBapprehenaioQ  ot  what  had  passed  on 
the  subject  ot  alarerj  iu  the  United  States ; 
becauM  he  waa  aaiured  bjr  peraons  of  note 
from  that  countrj  that  the  charge  mado 
against  him  of  taking  part  with  the  alave- 
mongers  of  the  South  was  certain  to  lessen 
the  influence,  auob  aa  it  waa,  of  his  earnest 
antreatj  to  tlie  QoTernment  of  the  North, 
that  they  would  uie  their  great  fictory 
with  moderation  and  merej.  He  ahow  a 
leaning  towards  the  slareinongerB  of  the 
South  ! — lie,  who  was  well  known  to  hare 
abandoned  a  kind  gift  of  a  Barbadoes  plan- 
tation, and  an  estate  in  Durham,  because 
he  would  not  abandon  the  cause  of  slaie 
emauoipation  and  iUto  trade  abolition,  and 
bis  frieuds  and  fellow  lahourera  in  that  great 
cause  I  The  notiou  was  beyond  nieasuro 
absurd ;  but  he  could  imagine  how  it  arose. 
He  differed  from  man;  respected  friends 
OD  two  points,  Highly  as  be  praised  the 
noble  conduct  of  the  North  in  granting  the 
right  of  search  which  was  directed  against 
the  Cuba  slare  trade,  and  greatly  as  he 
approved  the  proclamation  against  slavery, 
ha  had  always  maintained  that  it  was  not 
isaoed  oo  behalf  of  the  slaTea,  but  as  a 
measure  of  hostility  against  the  South, 
and  had  for  its  object  the  restoration  of 
the  tTnion,  not  the  good  of  the  negro.  So 
he  differed  with  the  same  friends  ou  the 
Gondnct  of  the  South,  which  they  contended 
waa  wholly  actuated  by  the  desire  to  main- 
tain slavery,  while  he  oonlended  that  this 
was  only  in  part  the  causa  of  the  secession, 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [iHisD  natna.! 


which  wai  in  great  part  for  obtaining  tiieir 
independence.  He  hao  in  that  very  aiddresa 
at  the  Social  Science  Congress  of  York, 
which  waa  referred  to  as  an  aoihority  for 
these  misrepresentations,  called  slavery  the 
detested  institution  of  the  South,  but  these 
words  were  suppreaaed.  In  praising  the 
North  for  their  conduct,  he  had  felt  called 
upon  to  eipress  hia  horror  of  the  treatment 
to  which  the  unhappy  negroes  were  sn{r< 
jected,  when  driven  in  multitudes  to 
slaughter  during  ihe  war  fortunately  now 
ended.  Biaggeration  and  perversion  are 
the  very  life  of  party,  and  he  who  casts  him- 
self  loose  from  its  trammels,  and  is  resolved 
lo  see  facts  in  their  proper  colour  and  just 
■"■'*'  liding 


itanil   aloof   from   I 
with  either  parly,  and  ia  pretty  certain  to 
be  misrepresented  by  both. 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AND  PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 

LoRii  REDBSDALB,  in  aocordanea 
with  his  promise  on  the  previous  Hondayt 
said  he  was  happy  to  state  that  the  eipeo- 
tation  he  had  held  out,  that  the  Private 
businesa  would  be  disposed  of  befor4  the 
close  of  the  Session,  was  in  a  fair  way  of 
beingacoomplished.  Be  believed  that  thera 
were  only  three  Bills  before  Committees  t 
and  he  hoped  that  they  would  go  to  the 
Commons  to-morrow, 

Eakl  GRANVILLB  said,  he  conld  not 
allow  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
pass  without  saying  that  he  felt  sure  that 
the  thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to  the 
noble  Lords  who  had  attended  upon  the 
Committees,  and  eipeoially  to  the  noble 
Lord  himself. 

THE  BURIAL  SERVICE. 
LoBD  BBURT,  in  moving  the  following 

"  That,  lo  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Evils 
arising  from  tho  eompnlsorj  and  almost  iodlHii- 
miDste  Use  of  tba  Burial  Servioe  of  the  Chorgh 
or  England,  demand  the  earlj  attention  of  the 
Legialature," 

■aid,  that  he  rose  to  propose  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  under  a  strong 
seuse  of  the  disadvantages  under  which 
he  laboured.  He  knew  he  should  be 
told — indeed,  be  had  been  told  already— 
that  at  this  late  period  of  the  Seosion  hs 
ought  not  lo  bring  forward  a  question  of 
so  much  importance,  and  he  was  well  awara 
how  fatally  that  argument  told  against 
an  unofficial,  oninfluential  Uember  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  At  the  same  time  ba 
would  observe  that  although,  no  doubt,  tbej 
a  L 
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had  arrived  nearly  jit  the  termination  of 
the  Session,  yet  they  had  not  arrived  at 
a  period  of  the  year  when  a  fair  atten- 
dance of  Peers,  both  spiritnal  and  lay, 
could  not  reasonably  be  expected  ;  and, 
as  they  were  not  permitted  to  inter- 
fere in  elections,  and  had  no  elections 
of  their  own  to  encounter,  he  did  not 
think  that  their  Lordships  would  permit 
that  objection  to  stand  in  his  way  should 
he  succeed  in  .  making  out  the  case  of 
urgency  which  the  terms  of  the  Resolu- 
tion implied.  Moreover,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered by  their  Lordships,  that  he  was  not 
proposing  a  Bill  which  would  have  to  go 
through  various  stages,  nor  a  new  subject 
of  which  the  House  might  be  supposed  not 
to  understand  all  the  bearings,  but  one 
which  had  come  under  discussion  in  their 
Lordships'  House  both  this  year  and  last 
year  and  the  year  before  last,  and, 
what  was  still  more  to  the  purpose,  one 
in  regard  to  which  their  Lordships  had 
pronounced  a  decision  favourable  to  the 
views  which  he  was  putting  forth  ;  and  he 
said  so  for  this  reason,  that  when  he  made 
a  Mdtion  two  years  ago  for  a  Commission 
to  suggest  a  remedy  for  the  evils  which 
arose  from  the  indiscriminate  and  compul- 
sory use  of  the  Burial  Service,  fifteen 
noble  Lords  took  part  in  the  debate.  Of 
those  thirteen,  iucluding  both  the  Primates 
and  three  other  Spiritual  Peers,  declared 
their  opinion  that  he  had  made  out  his 
case,  and  that  the  time  was  come  when  a 
remedy  for  the  evils  which  he  detailed 
ought  to  be  sought  for  and  discovered  ; 
ond  of  the  remaining  two,  one  objected, 
not  to  the  subject-matter  of  the  Motion, 
but  to  the  propriety  of  this  House  discuss- 
ing the  subject ;  whilo  the  other,  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  simply  addressed  him- 
self to  a  point  of  law.  Although  two  years 
had  since  elapsed,  the  House  would  not 
have  forgotten  either  the  cases — those 
painful  scenes — with  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  presided  over  the  diocese  of 
Llandaff  illustrated  his  own  argument  and 
his  (Lord  Ebury's]  by  the  painful  case  he 
had  instanced,  nor  the  emphatic  decla- 
rations of  the  most  rev.  the  Primate  of 
all  England,  that  he  had  often  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject,  and  that  he  had 
always  said  there  were  circumstances  under 
which  ho  should  be  prepared  to  face  all 
the  penalties  of  the  law  sooner  than  com- 
ply with  its  requirements  as  to  reading  the 
service.  He  (Lord  Ebury)  did  not  press 
his  Motion,  because  he  was  most  earnestly 
appealed  to  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  and 


by  nearly  all  who  spoke,  to '  give  a  little 
more  time,  that  a  remedy  migtit  be  devised 
by  the  Prelates  of  our  Church,  whose  at- 
tention it  waa  about  to  occupy  ;  and  he 
well  remembered  the  words  used  by  his 
own  right  rev.  Diocesan.  Especially  ap- 
pealing to  him,  he  said  he  might  bo  tare, 
from  the  speeches  made  by  the  occupants 
of  tho  right  rev.  Benchy  that  the  subject 
would  not  be  allowed  to  drop.  Not  to 
trouble  the  House  with  too  many  details, 
their  Lordships  knew  the  sequel.  Nothing 
had  been  done  to  effect  the  settlement  of 
this  question.'  Two  years  had  passed 
away,  and  from  the  return  given  to  a  ques- 
tion which  he  asked  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
a  few  days  ago,  there  appeared  to  be  no 
reasonable  expectation  of  any  proposition 
coming — ^as  they  all  had  fondly  hoped  it 
would  come — from  the  right  rev.  Bench. 
And  so  this  state  of  things,  which  had 
been  pronounced  by  some  4,000  clergymen 
to  impose  a  heavy  burden  upon  the  con- 
sciences of  clergymen,  and  a  grievous 
scandal  to  many  Christian  people,  seemed 
likely  to  remain  so  to  the  end  of  time. 
He  hoped  the  occupants  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  would  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  he  meant  to  impute  to  them  that  tbcy 
acquiesced  in  this  state  of  affairs.  Verj 
far  from  it,  nothing,  he  knew,  would  give 
them  greater  pleasure  than  to  bring  for- 
ward an  effective  remedy  ;  but,  in  truth, 
they  were  in  a  dileuMna,  out  of  which  he 
invited  their  Lordships  to  assist  them.  The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  told  the  House 
fairly  what  that  dilemma  was.  The  majo- 
rity of  their  clergy  were  opposed  to  the 
only  practical  remedy — namely,  an  altera- 
tion in  the  wording  of  the  service.  Now, 
let  them  study  this  subject  by  the  light  of 
a  speech  made  not  very  long  ago  by  one 
of  the  most  sagacious  Prelates  now  on  the 
Bench,  and  see  whether  there  might  not 
be  a  means  of  overcoming  the  difficulty. 
The  Bishop  of  London  said  — 

''  The  clergy  necessarily  from,  their  professioii, 
were  averse  to  change,  and  he  was  thankful  for 
it ;  and  even  those  changes  which  were  good 
might  not  receive  from  them  that  amount  of  fitvoar 
on  their  first  proposal  which,  after  alterationf 
made  hy  their  superiors,  they  were  willing  to  accord 
to  them.  It  was  doubtful  whether,  with  regard 
to  some  very  salutary  reforms  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  Church,  such  as  those  relating  to 
pluralities  and  non-residence,  if  the  decision  had 
rested  with  tho  whole  body  of  the  clergy,  that 
properly  conservative  spirit  which  animated  them 
would  not  have  led  them  to  saj  that  the  saler 
course  was  to  let  things  remain  as  they  were.  He 
thought  it  would  be  wise,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  take  the  question  into  their  own 
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bands,  gifing  due  weight — bat  not  too  maok 
weight— to  the  opinions  of  the  clergy." 

Again,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said — 

'*  Sneh  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  oontinue,  and  judging  bjr  the  mode  in  which  the 
other  intricate  qnestions  of  clerical  subscription 
had  been  dealt  with,  and  the  way  in  which,  when 
the  Commission  had  commenced  its  sittings,  one 
diflBoulty  after  another  had  in  that  case  disap- 
peared, there  was  good  reason  to  hope  that,  if  this 
Snestion  were  deidt  with  in  a  similar  mode,  the 
iffloaltles  which  now  beset  it  would  likewise 
disappear." 

Here,  then,  was  the  first  step  towards  the 
solution  of  this  question — that  their  Lord- 
ships should  pass  this  Resolution.  No  one 
oould  deny  the  truth  of  it ;  no  Government 
would  venture  to  disregard  it.  The  Go- 
vernment would  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  Commission,  as  she  did  in  the  case 
of  clerical  suhscription,  and  they  would 
not  have  long  to  wait  before  this  question 
would  be  finally  and  satisfactorily  disposed 
of.  Their  Lordships  could  easily  imagine 
that,  crying  as  were  the  evils  arising  from 
this  state  of  things  twelve  years  ago,  when 
this  clerical  memorial  was  presented  at 
Lambeth,  they  had  become  even  more 
aggravated  since.  Instances  without  num- 
ber of  painful  scenes  which  had  occurred  at 
funerals  in  consequence  of  nothing  having 
been  done  in  the  meantime,  such  as  those 
described  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  on  a 
former  occasion,  had  been  made  known  to 
him,  one  of  which  he  had  mentioned  to  the 
House  ;  but  he  would  forbear  to  cite  more 
than  one,  and  that  one  of  very  recent  date, 
with  which  probably  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships #ere  familiar.  He  meant  that  of 
Colyton,  in  Devonshire.  The  incumbent 
of  Colyton,  it  appeared,  was  a  man,  as  he 
understood,  of  irreproachable  character, 
entertaining  rather  extreme  High  Church 
Tiews,  and  consequently  zealous  for  the 
law.  Therefore  he  did  as  the  law  directed  : 
thirteen  times  he  was  required  to  read  the 
Athanasian  Creed  —  thirteen  times  every 
year,  with  the  assistance  of  his  congrega- 
tion, he  consigned  three  parts  at  least  of 
the  human  race — past,  present,  and  future 
—  to  everlasting  perdition,  including,  of 
coarse,  the  Unitarians,  against  whom  he 
believed  this  creed  to  have  been  specially 
directed.  Their  Lordships,  then,  would 
judge  of  this  clergyman's  feelings  when, 
walking  out  of  his  church  after  reading 
this  creed — on  Whitsunday  or  on  Trinity 
Sauday— his  sexton  informed  him  that  one 
of  his  parishioners,  a  Unitarian,  had  died, 
and  was  to  be  buried  in  a  day  or  two.  Mr. 
Gaeriti  had  just  pronoanced  that  this  man 


would  perish  everlastingly,  and  he  was  now 
required  to  say  of  the  same  man,  and  he- 
fore  the  same  congreation,  that  he  com- 
mitted the  body  of  his  dear  brother  to 
the  ground,  earth  to  earth,  ashes  to  ashes, 
in  the  sure  and  certain  hope  of  the  resur- 
rection to  eternal  life  and  happiness  ia 
the  world  to  come.  Was  ever  an  unhappy 
clergyman  put  into  such  a  position  ?  How 
long  it  took  Mr.  Gueritz  to  decide  I  am 
unable  to  say,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that* 
feeling  he  was  acting  up  to  the  advice  of 
his  metropolitan,  and  that  he  would  in  so 
doing  have  the  approbation  of  every  honest 
man,  he  determined  to  brave  the  penalties  of 
the  law  sooner  than  pronounce  these  words 
over  an  Unitarian  ;  and  so  he  did  brave  the 
penalties  of  the  law,  and  the  law  fell  upon 
him.  He  did  not,  because  he  could  not, 
defend  himself,  and  so  he  was  cited  before 
the  proper  tribunal,  admonished,  and  con- 
demned to  pay  the  costs  of  the  suit.  All 
comment  upon  such  a  state  of  things  was 
simply  superfluous.  He  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  whether  he  had  not  made  out  a 
case  of  urgency  ;  he  felt  confident  what 
their  response  would  be.  How  many  more 
clergymen  would  their  Lordships  require  to 
have  fined  before  it  would  please  them  to 
move  in  the  matter  ?  The  Rubrics  owed 
their  validity  to  their  being  statute  law, 
and  this  state  of  things  was  caused  by  the 
Legislature  ;  by  legislation  alone  could  it 
be  healed.  Their  Lordships  could  not 
divest  themselves  of  their  responsibilities. 
He,  therefore,  invited  them  to  pass  this 
Resolution.  The  right  rev.  Bench  appeared 
to  be  powerless  in  the  matter ;  it  was 
necessary  the  Government  should  take  it 
up,  and,  if  they  passed  this  Resolution, 
no  Government  would  venture  to  disre- 
gard it. 

Moved  to  Resolve,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
Douse,  the  Evils  arising  from  the  compulsory  and 
almost  indiscriminate  Use  of  the  Burial  Serviee 
of  the  Church  of  England  demand  the  early  At- 
tention of  the  Legislature.— (TAtf  Lord  Mury.) 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  fully  appreciated  the  wish  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  expressed  to  place  the 
question  which  he  had  brought  forward  in 
his  hands.  So  far  as  related  to  his  Mo- 
tion, however,  he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  to  bring  a  matter  so 
important  forward  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  when  so  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  the  great  majority  of  the  Epis- 
copal Bench,  were  necessarily  absent  from 
town  attending  to  other  duties*    It  was 
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not  at  tbat  moment  necessary  to  enter  into 
an  elaborate  discussion  of  the  question, 
because  it  would  require  more  considera- 
tion than  it  was  likely  to  recei?e  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  and  could  not  be 
settled  in  the  manner  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
injury  of  the  case  was  not  such  as  his 
noble  Friend  had  represented.  No  con- 
science would  be  reliered,  no  difficulty 
would  be  got  over  by  the  adoption  of  this 
Motion,  and,  therefore,  he  invited  their 
Lordships  not  to  adopt  a  Resolution  which, 
as  far  as  any  effect  was  concerned,  would 
be  entirely  nugatory. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  recollected  what  had  passed  in 
that  House  on  previous  occasions  on  the 
subject  of  the  Burial  Service  not  to  ac- 
knowledge that  there  was  a  grievance.     It 
was  undoubtedly  an   anomalous  state   of 
things  that  clergymen  were  induced  to  dis* 
regard  the  law  from  conscientious  motives, 
and  were  sanctioned  in  so  doing  by  those 
who  had  authority  over  them,  and  that  no 
attempt  should  be  made  to  amend  it.     At 
the  same  time,  when  a  noble  Lord  called 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Episcopal  Bench,  all 
he  had  to  say  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  ready  to  assist  in  any  manner 
they  could.     They  were  only  anxious  that 
the  right  rev.  Bench  would  be  able  to  sug- 
gest some  mode  of  dealing  with  the  evil 
complained   of.      The    Government   were 
quite  prepared  to  issue  a  Commission  upon 
the  subject,  but  he   understood  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  such  Commission  unless  another  ques- 
tion connected  with   the  Rubrics  of   the 
Church  were  referred  to  it.     With  regard 
to  the   present  Motion,  he   must  say  he 
thought  it  undesirable  in  the  last  week  of 
the  Session  that  their  Lordships  should  be 
called  upon  to  pass  a  Resolution  condemn- 
ing an  evil,  and  stating  that  it  ought  to  be 
remedied,   but   which   did  not  suggest  a 
remedy.     He   therefore   hoped   his   noble 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  the  only 
remark  he  wished  to  make  was  in  relation 
to  what  had  passed  on  a  former  occasion. 
It  appeared  likely  that  a  Commission  was 
to  be  issued  to  consider  certain  Rubrics  of 
the  Church,  and  he  thought  in  such  a  case 
it  would  be  desirable  that  this  matter  should 
fall  under  the  consideration  of  that  Com- 
mission. He  thought  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  be  acting  properly  by  withdrawing 
2^  Archbiehop  of  Conterlmry 


his  Motion,  on  the  understanding  tbat  when 
some  matters  connected  with  the  Rubrics  of 
the  Church  were  submitted  to  the  consi- 
deration of  a  Commission  this  subject 
would  not  be  ignored. 

Earl  GRET  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eborj)  had  made  out  sufficient 
reason  for  his  Motion,  for  according  to  the 
acknowledgment  of  the  right  rev.  Bench 
the  present  state  of  the  law  was  sucb  as 
to  occasion  considerable  inconvenience. 
Was  it  fitting  that  they  should  maintain  a 
law  which  conscientious  men  either  broke, 
and  thereby  made  themselves  liable  to 
penalties,  or  induced  them  to  do  that  which 
was  directly  contrary  to  their  consciences  f 
When  they  remembered  how  long  it  wis 
since  his  noble  Friend  first  brought  this 
subject  under  the  attention  of  Parliament 
— when  they  remembered  what  little  hope 
was  held  out  of  any  remedy  being  applied 
to  an  acknowledged  evil,  unless  that  House 
pressed  for  the  introduction  of  some  mea- 
sure, it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
hardly  the  faintest  hope  that  any  remedy 
would  be  applied.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  time  had  come  when  something  might 
be  done  on  the  subject,  and  that  the  Re- 
solution of  his  noble  Friend  was  one  of 
the  most  moderate  character  that  could  be 
brought  forward.  Therefore  he  could  not 
recommend  him  to  accept  the  advice  that 
had  been  given  to  him  to  withdraw  his 
Motion.  He  did  not  think  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  objection  as  to  the  time  it  was 
introduced. 

Lord  EBURY  said,  that  upon  a  previous 
occasion  he  had  withdrawn  a  Resolution 
which  he  proposed  because  he  received  an 
assurance  from  the  right  rev.  Bench  that 
they  would  take  up  the  question.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  presided  over  the 
diocese  of  London  especially  said,  that  he 
might  be  sure  that  the  subject  would  not  be 
allowed  to  drop.  The  subject  had,  how- 
ever, been  allowed  entirely  to  drop.  He 
could  not  take  the  responsibility  of  the 
existing  state  of  things.  His  Motion  bad 
the  concurrence  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
who  presided  over  the  Northern  Province 
of  the  kingdom.  Unless  he  received  an 
assurance  that  a  Commission  would  be  is* 
sued,  he  must  certainly  divide  their  Lord- 
ships upon  it. 


On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships 
--Contents  20;    Not-ContenU  43:    Ma- 
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COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS; 

Eabl  COWPEE  rose  to  ino?e  for  a  list 
of  those  Lords  who  had  served  on  Prifate 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  the  number  of  times 
that  each  Lord  had  served  ;  and  to  eall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  question 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  that  it  should 
be  compulsory  upon  each  Member  of  the 
House,  with  certain  exceptions,  to  serve, 
if  required,  on  a  Private  Bill  Committee 
once  during  each  Session  of  Parliament  ? 
The  arrangement  of  which  he  suggested 
the  adoption  worked  admirably  in  another 
place,  and  he  believed  that  it  would  ope- 
rate with  equal  advantage  in  their  Lord- 
abips*  House.  It  might  be  objected  that 
while  no  man  need  become  a  Member  of 
the  other  House,  and  consequently  become 
liable  to  the  performance  of  these  duties 
unless  he  pleased,  their  Lordships  were 
bom  Peers.    But,  apart  from  the  some- 


what trite  observation  that  rank  had  its 
duties  as  well  as  its  rights,  no  Peer  need 
take  his  seat  unless  he  chose,  and  if  he 
did  not  take  his  seat  he  would  not  have 
to  serve  on  these  Committees.  Perhaps 
he  might  be  told  that  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  Peers  to  do  all  the  work 
that  was  necessary  ;  but  the  great  majo- 
rity of  their  Lordships  never  attended  at 
all,  and  those  who  did  the  work  could  not 
help  feeling  that  some  injustice  was  inflict- 
ed upon  them.  In  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  there  was  always  a  very  small  at- 
tendance, and  the  speaking  was  almost 
entirely  confined  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  and  one  or  two  other  noble 
Lords.  There  was  a  great  number  of  Peers 
who  had  nothing  else  to  do,  and  they  might 
as  well  come  down  to  that  House  as  go 
anywhere  else.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
fear  of  being  called  upon  to  serve  on  Pri- 
vate Bill  Committees  kept  many  of  them 
away,  and  probably  if  the  duty  of  serving 
upon  such  Committees  were  better  distri- 
buted that  fear  would  operate  less  than  it 
did  at  present. 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  npon  the  table  a 
List  of  those  Lords  who  hare  seryed  on  PriTate 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  the  Number  of  Times  that  each 
Lord  has  served  ;  and  to  call  the  Attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Question,  whether  it  is  not  desirw 
able  that  it  should  be  compulsory  upon  each 
Member  of  the  House,  with  certain  Exceptions, 
to  senre,  if  required,  on  a  Private  Bill  Committee 
once  during  each  Session  of  Parliament  V* 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Cowper)  could,  after  the  speech 
which  he  had  just  delivered,  have  no  excuse 
for  not  in  future  taking  a  more  prominent 
part  than  he  had  hitherto  done  in  the  de- 
bates of  their  Lordships'  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  system  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  recommended  worked  very  well 
in  the  other  House,  and  that  arrangementa 
were  made  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Session  by  which  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers was  consulted  as  to  the  time  of  the 
year  at  which  they  would  prefer  to  serve 
upon  Committees  ;  and  he  was  afraid  that 
the  practice  followed  in  their  Lordships' 
House  operated  injuriously  by  throwing  the 
work  upon  a  small  number  of  Peers.  Prao* 
tically  there  was  no  difficulty  in  getting  a 
snfficient  number  of  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  form  the  necessary 
Committees,  but  there  was  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  acted  a  feeling  that  they  were 
doing  the  whole  of  a  work  of  which  others 
ought  to  take  a  share.  He  heartily  agreed 
in  the  observations  of  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
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the  general  thin  attendance  of  noble  Lords 
in  the  House.  A  very  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  House,  who  was  present 
at  a  great  debate,  when  the  Benches  on 
both  sides  of  their  Lordships'  House  were 
crammed  with  Peers,  said,  "  What  a  power 
the  House  of  Lords  would  be  if  they  con- 
stantly sat  in  numbers  such  as  this  !"  The 
younger  Peers  were  sometimes  reluctant 
to  attend  the  meetings  of  their  Lordships' 
House  from  the  fear  of  being  called  upon 
to  serve  on  Committees  out  of  their  course; 
and  that  fear  aggravated  by  their  belief 
that  if  they  consented  to  serve  an  un- 
equal share  of  the  burden  would  be  thrown 
upon  them.  He  (Earl  Granville)  had  been 
informed  by  several  Lords,  not  anxious  to 
shirk  business,  that  it  was  this  fear  that 
caused  them  to  absent  themselves.  The 
best  course  for  the  noble  Earl  to  adopt 
would  be  to  confine  his  Motion  at  present 
to  asking  for  the  Return  mentioned  in  his 
Motion,  and  next  Session  to  move  that  the 
subject  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  by  whom  the  question  would 
be  carefully  inquired  into. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  said,  it 
was  formerly  the  practice  in  their  Lord- 
ship's House  to  enforce  the  attendance  of 
Peers  by  penalties,  but  this  was  dropped 
from  finding  that  it  did  not  work  well,  and 
the  present  plan  of  voluntary  attendance 
had  been  followed  of  late  years.  He 
thought  that  some  means  should  certainly 
be  adopted  to  secure  the  attendance  of 
Peers  on  Committees,  but  at  the  same 
time  wished  to  point  out  that  the  health 
of  the  Peers  who  did  attend  ought  to  be 
taken  into  account  by  the  introduction  of 
improvements  in  the  Committee  rooms.  He 
bad  written  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  to  point  out  the  necessity  for  the 
windows  being  opened  at  the  top,  but  re- 
{^retted  to  find  that,  with  the  exception  of 
one  small  room,  this  had  not  been  done. 
The  Committee  rooms  were  inconvenient 
and  badly  ventilated.  If  a  Committee 
were  appointed  next  Session  it  might  miti- 
gate the  evils  complained  of. 

Lo&D  EGERTON  said,  he  agreed  that 
the  best  course  to  be  adopted  would  be 
to  move  for  a  Committee  on  the  subject. 
If  their  Lordships  required  any  change 
they  must  so  arrange  that  more  business 
should  be  originated  in  their  House,  and 
not  allow  the  great  mass  of  the  private 
Bills  to  be  commenced  in  the  other  House, 
and  then  thrown  upon  them  all  at  once  late 
in  the  Session.  Perhaps,  if  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  and  a  conference  arranged 
J^l  ffranville 


between  the  two  Houses,  some  improve* 
ments  might  be  effected. 

Earl  STANHOPE  entirely  acqnieseed 
in  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
had  preceded  him,  that  the  present  system 
under  which  the  private  business  of  their 
Lordships'  House  was  conducted  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  It  was  not  fair  that  noble 
Lords  who  were  perfectly  capable  of  dts- 
charging  the  duties  of  the  House  should 
absent  themselves,  and  so  throw  the  bar- 
den  altogether  upon  the  few  Peers  who  did 
attend,  putting,  at  the  same  time,  an  undae 
pressure  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  tho  Committees.  But  this  was  cot 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  decided  hastily, 
and  the  suggestion  of  the  Lord  President 
was  a  good  one  ;  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  made  the  Motion  woald 
endeavour  next  year  to  have  the  matter 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  REDBSDALB  said,  no  Member 
of  their  Lordship's  House  would  be  more 
relieved  by  the  change  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Cowper)  than  himself; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  his  duty  to 
express  his  entire  dissent  from  the  altera- 
tion suggested.  As  one  who  had  been  a 
Member  of- the  Nomination  Committee 
ever  since  1838,  he  conld  say  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  worked  well  for  the  public, 
and  that  the  Committees  of  this  House 
where  the  attendance  was  voluntary,  gave 
more  satisfaction  to  the  public  than  the 
Committees  of  the  other  House,  where  the 
attendance  was  compulsory.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unsatisfactory  than  compulsory 
attendance.  He  recollected  that  in  one 
instance,  where  a  uoble  Lord  bad  been 
compelled  to  attend  a  Committee,  he  was 
found  to  be  perfectly  useless,  and  he  was 
afraid  if  they  were  to  make  the  attendance 
generally  compulsory,  the  public  would  be 
the  sufferers.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
commence  a  very  much  larger  number  of 
Bills  in  their  Lordships'  House,  as  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  there  were  bat 
few  Peers  in  town,  and  it  would  be  difficult 
to  obtain  good  Chairmen  of  the  Commit- 
tees. At  present  the  division  of  the  busi^ 
ness  was  regulated  by  agreement  between 
the  two  Houses,  and  such  an  amount  of 
business  was  appointed  to  commence  in 
their  Lordships'  House  as  would  occupy 
them  until  the  time  when  the  business 
from  the  other  House  would  begin  to  come 
in,  which  was  generally  shortly  after  Easter. 
The  business  from  the  House  did  not  come 
in  all  at  once,  as  had  been  stated,  but  came 
in  a  constant  stream,  so  that  their  Lord- 
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ships  were  kept  steadily  employed  from 
about  Easter  down  to  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion. He  must  also  say  that  a  large 
number  of  their  Lordships  did  sit  upon 
Committees.  After  all,  the  question  was, 
in  what  manner  Chairmen  of  Commit- 
tees were  to  be  found ;  for,  if  there 
was  not  a  good  Chairman  of  a  Committee, 
ihe  compulsory  attendance  of  Peers  would 
be  most  unsatisfactory.  It  might  seem  an 
unpleasant  duty  to  try  to  form  a  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  in  his  twenty-seven  years*  expe- 
rience of  the  duty,  he  must  say  that  he 
had  nerer  met  with  an  uncivil  or  uncourteous 
reply,  and  though  the  duty  was  laborious 
and  ungracious  he  was  still  willing  to  dis- 
charge it.  In  reply  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  young  Peers  were 
pretented  from  attending  their  Lordships' 
House  by  the  fear  of  being  compelled  to 
serve  on  Committees,  he  might  say  that 
DO  Peer  was  required  to  serve  more  than 
once  in  each  Session  unless  be  showed  a 
disposition  to  serve  more  frequently.  If 
the  attendance  was  compulsory  tiiere  could 
not  be  less  than  one  service,  and  no  pres- 
sure was  put  on  any  one  at  the  present 
time.  For  these  reasons  he  thought  that 
the  voluntary  service  was  preferable  ;  and 
that  if  any  one  bad  a  right  to  complain,  it 
was  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  amend  his 
Motion  by  striking  out  its  compulsory 
clause,  and  by  adding  to  the  Return  he 
moved  for  the  number  of  days  each  Lord 
had  sat. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
the  Return  moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl 
ahould  include  the  names  of  those  Peers 
who  had  sat  upon  Select  Committees,  as 
well  as  those  who  bad  sat  upon  Private 
Committees.  A  great  deal  of  business  was 
done  in  Select  Committees.  The  Return, 
as  proposed,  might  lead  to  the  supposition 
that  the  Peers  named  in  it  were  the  only 
Peers  who  had  served  on  Committees, 
which  would  be  unjust.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees that  the  attendance  should  not  be 
made  compulsory. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  ;he  would  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  would  omit 
from  his  Motion  the  passage  making  the 
attendance  of  Peers  compulsory,  and  would 
move  that  the  Return  should  include  the 
number  of  days  on  which  each  noble  Lord 
had  sat  on  one  of  their  Lordships'  private 
Committees. 

Motion  amendedi  and  agreed  to. 


Ord&r€d,  Ihhi  there  be  laid  upon  the  Table  a 
List  of  those  Lords  who  have  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament ;  and  the  Number  of  Times  that  each 
Lord  had  served  ;  and  the  Number  of  Days  he  sat 
on  every  such  Committee.«-(  JA^  JSarl  Ccwper,) 


TITLES  TO  LAND  IN  INDU: 

question. 

The  Mabquess  of  GLANRICARDE 
inquired,  Whether  the  Governor  General 
of  India  has  taken  steps  to  inquire  into 
Titles  to  Land  in  other  Parts  of  India 
similar  to  those  which  were  adopted  in  the 
Province  of  Oude  ?  He  believed  that,  above 
all  things,  it  was  desirable  in  legislating 
for  India  to  lay  down  no  particular  rule  for 
the  government  of  the  whole  countrj  ;  but 
that,  in  the  regulation  of  each  portion,  re- 
gard should  be  had  to  the  usages,  customs, 
and  laws  already  existing.  It  should  also 
he  remembered  that  the  talookdars  were 
men  of  wealth  and  position. 

Lord  DUFFERIN  said,  that  whenever 
a  newly  acquired  territory  passed  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Indian  Government 
it  was  the  practice  to  dispatch  a  staff 
of  revenue  officers  and  surveyors  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  what  was  commonly 
called  a  settlement  of  the  territory — that 
was  to  say,  of  measuring  the  various  areas 
which  were  ahout  to  become  the  sub- 
ject of  the  land  tax,  and  ascertaining  the 
parties  who  were  responsible  for  the  pay- 
ment of  that  tax.  That  course  was  taken, 
first,  for  the  purposes  of  fiscal  assessment, 
and,  secondly,  in  order  to  record  existing 
rights.  The  agricultural  population  of  India 
was  divided,  as  in  Europe,  into  two  great 
classes — landlords  and  tenants.  But  the 
class  of  tenants  was  again  subdivided  into 
three  distinct  categories — tenants  at  will, 
tenants  with  rights  of  occupancy  at  fixed 
rates  lower  than  the  market  rate,  and  tenants 
who  had  rights  of  occupancy  at  what  were 
called  fair  or  marketable  rates — rates  de- 
termined by  the  arbitration  of  a  Court  of 
Justice.  The  rights  of  tenants  of  the  last 
class,  although  not  of  great  importance, 
were  still  of  considerable  value.  But  those 
of  tenants  at  fixed  rates  were,  no  doubt,  of 
a  very  valuable  character,  and  were  trans- 
ferred by  the  tenant  to  his  descendants. 
Consequently,  it  was  the  custom  of  the 
Government  of  India,  whenever  a  settle- 
ment was  effected,  to  send  an  officer  to 
record,  not  only  the  rights  of  the  proprie- 
tors, but  those  of  the  occupying  tenants. 
As  early  as  1836  instrnctions  to  that  effect 
were  given  by  Lord  Auckland,  and  after- 
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wards  Mnflnned  hj  Lord  Hardinge  anf 
other  OoTcmort  Qeneral.  Lord  CanniD) 
also  eipreaalj  reser* ed  the  Bubsidiary  righti 
of  thii  olBiBof  occupiers.  It  was, therefore 
a  miitake  to  imagine  that  the  policy  whiol 
had  been  purtaed  b;  Sir  Jobn  Lawreooe  wai 
a  rcTersal  of  that  which  had  beeo  adoptet 
bj  Lord  Caaaing.  It  was,  in  faot,  merelj 
an  extension  and  eonBrmation,  of  tha 
policj.  When  the  time  arrived  for  tbi 
final  settlement  of  Oude,  and  Hr,  Wing 
field  reported  to  the  GoTemment  on  thi 
■abject,  it  oecorred  to  Sir  John  Lawrenci 
to  ask  whether  be  had  made  anj  inresti 
gation  as  to  the  rif{bts  of  occupsnej!  Ai 
Mr.  WingGeld  was  himself  perfectly  satis 
fied,  from  his  knowledge  of  the  country 
that  no  such  rights  existed,  he  had  not  in 
stituted  any  inquiry  into  the  aubjeot,  but  Sii 
John  Lawrence  had  thought  it  expedient  tc 
institute  a  more  special  inquiry.  That  in 
quiry  had  been  oondaoted  in  the  fairest  ant 
most  impartial  manner  under  the  superin 
tendance  of  Ur.  Dsfies.  a  revenue  officer 
ami  the  result  was  that  Mr.  WingGeld's  prO' 
tIous  opinion  had  been  to  a  great  eiteoi 
oonfirmed.  With  regard  to  tbe  seconc 
point,  whether  special  inntructioos  had  boec 
aent  to  the  Governor  General  to  make  i 
similar  inquiry  into  the  title  of  land  else' 
where  than  in  Oude,  he  was  able  to  reply  in 
the  negative.  The  revenue  ofEcers  in  Indie 
would  continue  to  act,  not  under  Bpec's! 
instructions,  but  under  the  general  instruc- 
tions vrbich  he  had  detailed.  There  wai 
great  discrepancy  of  opinion  both  in  Indii 
and  nt  home  as  to  the  policy  of  encourag- 
ing tenant  right,  but  into  that  question  il 
was  not  necessary  now  to  enter.  He  hoped 
he  had  satisfied  hia  noble  Friend  as  tc 
the  matters  of  faot  which  were  tbe  subjecl 
of  his  iiiquiriea. 

House  adjoanied  at  half  past  Sever 

o'clock,  till  To-morroir,  ball 

past  Ten  o'clook. 


HOrSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  July  3,  1865. 

HINUTES.3— Pdbuo  BiLLM—Stamd  lUadifji— 
Naial    EHuipliDB    Ast   Amsn^nent*  tLordt] 

CsinniUes— Naval  Dluipllns  Act  Amendment* 

[Lordf]  [301]  ;  Foreign  Juriediotiaa  Agt 
Amendmeat' [Lordi]  [3(tl]i  Roehdale  Tioar- 
age  •  [Lorrfi]  [263], 
Stport — Naial  Diwipllno  Act  Amendment' 
{£ordi]  [354]  :  Foreign  Jnrisdiotion  Aot 
Amendment  •(iorrii][3«l];  Roohdala  Vioar- 
BBe-[iord,][2ea]. 
LordXhifftrin 


STANDING  ORDERS. 

Standing  Ordar  No.  60  read. 

Colonel  WILSON  FATTEN  moved 
to  rescind  Standing  Order  No.  60,  and  to 
insert  the  following  Standing  Order  in  Ilea 
thereof : — 

Retired.  That  in  the  oaae  of  a  RaHwaf  BiU 
aatboriiing  the  oonitrnetion  oF  woA*  hj  otbn 
than  an  eiistiog  Railwaj  Company  inoorporatail 
\>j  Aot  of  ParliBment.  and  wbioli  bas,  during  the 
year  last  past,  paid  diTidends  on  iti  ordinaiy  ihare 
CBjutal  a  inm  not  lees  than  8  per  cent  on  tbe 
amount  of  the  CetimateorETpense.snd  intbeosM 
of  all  Bills,  otber  than  Railway  Billa,  a  nun  not 
less  than  4  per  oenl  on  the  amount  of  sach  Eni- 
mate,  shall,  previontlj  to  the  ISth  daj  of  JaDoary, 
be  deposited  with  (he  Court  of  Chancery  in 
England,  if  the  work  ii  intended  to  be  done  in 
Bogland,  or  with  tbe  Court  of  Chaneer?  in  Eag- 
land,  or  the  Court  of  Eiebequer  in  Seotland,  if 
(uoh  work  is  intended  to  be  done  in  Sootland,  and 
with  the  Court  of  Cbanoerj  in  Jreland.  if  nioh 
work  Is  Inteoded  to  b«  done  in  Ireland.  (See  Ap- 
pendix C.)~{Cel>Ma  Wiitan  P-Mai,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

HR.  WINSLOWS  PENSION. 
(lUBBTIOI). 

Major  STUART  KNOX  said,  ha 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Wliether  it  is  true  that  a  pension  has  been 
irrantcd  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  Hr. 
Winalow,  late  one  of  the  Mnstera  in  Lu- 
nacy ;  and,  if  so,  the  amount  of  such  pen- 
sion, the  grounds  upon  which  it  was 
granted,  and  whether  it  was  refused  by  a 
former  Chancellor? 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  Sir, 
the  pension  granted  by  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  to  Mr.  Winalow  is  one  of 
£1,000  a  year,  by  an  order  made  upon  the 
3rd  of  February,  1863.  The  grounds 
upon  which  it  was  granted  were  theae:— 
Hr.  Winslow  served  for  nearly  thirty  years, 
thirteen  of  which  were  in  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner of  Lunacy,  and  seventeeu  more 
as  Master  in  Lunacy.  On  the  4th  of 
February,  1859,  he  presented  a  petitioa 
to  Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford,  stating  that 
he  desired  to  retire  upon  a  pension,  and  that 
he  was  labouring  under  serious  and  per- 
manent infirmities.  That  petition  was 
supported  by  unexceptional  certifioatas  from 
Iwo  physicians  and  one  surgeon.  Before, 
liowever,  anything  was  done  upon  that 
letition,  Mr.  Winslow  was  obliged  to  rewgn 
lis  office,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  pecn- 
liary    difficulties:    and  Lord    Chwoellor 
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Chelmaford  afterwudi  left  office  wiAoai  Sir  ROBERT  FBBL;  Sir,  einm  the 
making  any  order  upon  it.  Therefore  hon.  Member  gave  notice  of  hiR  Qaeition 
according  to  the  information  I  hare  rC'  I  have  taken  oare  to  look  to  the  pro- 
oeived,  it  ia  not  correct,  as  asunmed  bj  ceedinga  referred  to.  The  dinner  was  of 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle  a  private  character.  ["Ko,  no!"1  At 
man,  that  anj  former  LonI  Chancellor  evei  all  eventB,  it  iraa  a  dinner  to  a  gentleman 
rafoaed  thia  pension.  Under  these  cir  who  had  been  absent  from  Ireland  for,  I 
enmstancea  there  followed  a  delay  in  the  believe,  many  yeara.  He  was  entertained 
proaecution  of  the  petition  of  rather  more  nt  the  private  eipenae  of  the  parties, 
than  two  years.  On  the  31st  of  July,  Reporters  were  there,  but  I  am  not  re- 
1862,  the  preaentLord  Chancellor  received  sponsible  for  the  observationa  of  the  hon, 
a  further  petition  from  Mr.  Winslow,  sup-  Members  for  Youghal  and  Dungarvan. 
ported  by  affidavita  and  strong  leltera  and  I  should  auggeat  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
testimonials,  urging  the  claims  of  Mr.  Win-  man  would  address  the  inquiries  he  has 
ilowfor  long  and  valeable  services.  Those  made  of  me  to  those  hon.  Members, 
letters  were  from  Lord  Brougham,  Lord  These  two  hon.  Gentlemen,  out  of  regard 
Lyndhunt,  nnder  whom  he  had  aerved,  to  Mr.  Duffy,  attended  at  the  dinner  and 
Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce,  Vice  Chnn-  mnde  epeeehea,  hut  I  aee  nothing  in 
cellar  Stuart,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  Mr.  their  speeches  to  6nd  fault  with.  As 
Montagu  Smith,  Mr.  Bovill,  Mr.  Mslins,  regards  the  toast  of  "Her  Majeaty,"  I 
and  Mr.  Commiasioner  Holroyd.  Lord  believe  it  was  giveni  but  really  I  am  not 
ChelmsfordalsowroiealeltertoMr.com-  in  any  way  reaponaible  for  the  eourae  ef 
miaaioner  Holroyd,  saying —  the  proceedings  at  an  entertainment  of  this 


"  That  it  woald  give  him  great  pleanre  to  a 


kind. 


liaved  it  would  be  gratJij'iDg  to  the  whole  pro- 


— ftUESTION. 


Withtheae  papers  before  him,  the  Lord  ,  f^  THOMAS    BATESON   «,d,    he 

Chancellor,   having  obtained   the    opinion  *""'  '"^^''   ''^  f"""*'"*^  E^''^*"  ^"""  ""* 

of  a  very  eminent    counsel.  Mr.    Sacon.  jr"^,"^  'V  candidate  for  Dungarvan  on 

on  hi.  authority  to  deal  with    the   case,  t'-e  17th  of  June,  aa  given  m  the /Vewww  , 

and  having    also  advised    with    the    Law  ■'^'^''     ^^^  P"«g"  -«^e- 
Officera   of   the    Cr..wn.    made    an    order        ""^"  '""'.'  '"5"  mj  earll.it  jonth  to  r^ 

...  ....  ,  1   iL        .  E»'^    wilh    undying    hostility  the    arronat  and 

upon  the   two    petitions,   after    deliberate  fntoUrant   factior.  -hi-h  *>  long  h«  trampW 

eonaideration,  granting   a   pension,   not  at  upon  and  inralled  mj  religion  aad  mj  eauntrr. 

tite    maiimum   of   £1,200  a  ;ear,   bnt  at  .    .    ■     I  re|aH  the  tenant  tarmar  ai  the  wte 

£I,000or£200leu.  proprietor  of  the   land,  where   he  iodutriau.lr 

tills  and  labour,  upon  it." 

He  wished  to  ask  the  right  bon.  Baronet 

IRELAND-THE  DINNEE  TO  MR.  GAVAN  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Whether  the  gen- 

DDFFY.-«UESTIOH.  tleman  who  delivered  that  apeech  was  the 

Ur.  TBRNER  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the  ume  Mr.  Barry  who  held  the  office  of  Lavr 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  Adriaer  to  the  Castle,  and  who  was  se- 

Kttention  baa  been  given  to  the  proceed inga  lected  bj  the  Government  to  go  down  to 

which  are  stated  to  have  taken  place  at  a  Belfast  to  hold  a  judicial  investigation  in- 

Snblie  dinner  in  Dublin  in  honour  of  Mr.  rolving  the  lives  of  many  men  to  whom  he 

avan  Duffy,  at  which  the  health  of  Her  leclares   his    "  undjing    hostility"  —  the 

If  ajeaty  was  reluctantly  and  not  verj  re-  lame  Mr.  Barry  who  was  ao  lauded  by  the 

ipectfully  proposed,  and  received  with  ge-  locupant.  of  the  Treasury  Bench  for  hia 

Deral  hiaaing  and  disapprobation,  and  like-  mpariielity,  his  moderation,  and  his  judi- 

wiae  to  the  presence  there  of  two  Mambera  :ial  qualiSeationsf  Healso  wished  to  know 

of  that  House,  the  Members  for  Youghal  irhether  the   right   hon.  Gentleman  con- 

and  Dungarvan,  the  former   one  of  Her  lidered  a  person  who  alluded  to  hia  "  un- 

Uajeaty's  Counsel,  and  the  latter  holding  lying  hoatility"  to  a  great  number  of  hia 

the  Commiasioo  of  the  Peace,  neither  of  ellow-countrjmen,  and  who  held  the  most 

whom  is    represented  to    have  expressed  tdranced  socialistio  doctrines  with  regard 

disapproval  of  the  disloyal  condoot  of  the  :o  the  rights  of  property,  was  a  St  person 

aasembly,  and  what  atepa  the  Iriah  Go-  «  hold  the  office  of  Law  Adriser  to  Dublin 

remment  intend  to  take  in  the  matter  !  liutle  f 
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Sib  EGBERT  P£EL»  in  reply,  said, 
he  told  the  hon.  Baronet  on  Friday  night 
that  he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  the 
Question.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  dis- 
elaini  altogether  having  it  supposed  that 
Mr.  Barry  was  a  Gofemment  candidate. 
Mr.  Barry  was  a  very  eminent  gentleman, 
and  was  one  of  the  Commissioners  who  had 
been  sent  to  Belfast,  and  every  one  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  a  most  impartial  and  fair  one. 
Mr.  Barry  was  now  candidate  for  Dungar- 
van;  but  in  the  present  exciting  times  Mr. 
Barry,  probably  like  other  gentlemen,  had 
language  attributed  to  him  which  he  had 
never  made  use  of.  He  had  Mr.  Barry's 
authority  for  saying  that  he  did  not  make 
use  of  the  language  attributed  to  him;  and, 
moreover,  Mr.  Barry  had,  since  the  date  of 
the  observations  referred  to,  issued  an  ad- 
dress to  the  electors  of  Dungarvan,  on  the 
28th  of  June,  in  which  he  stated  that 
language  had  been  attributed  to  him 
which  he  had  not  uttered,  and  opinions 
which  he  never  entertained.  That  was  a 
satisfactory  answer,  he  trusted,  to  the  ob- 
servations made  bj  the  hon.  Baronet;  and 
it  was  quite  evident  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  done  better  by  privately 
asking  him,  whether  the  language  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Barry  had  been  used  before 
bringing  the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
House? 


THE  GRAND  JUNCTION  CANAL  BASIN. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  EWART  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council,  Whether  the  attention 
of  the  Privy  Council  has  been  called  to  a 
Memorial  from  St.  Mary's  Hospital,  and 
also  a  Report  from  the  Paddington  Vestry, 
respecting  the  nuisance  to  health  arising 
from  the  foul  state  of  the  Grand  Junction 
Canal  Basin,  and  of  the  wharves  adjoining, 
in  the  parish  of  Paddington,  and  whether 
they  are  about  to  take  any  steps  in  rela- 
tion thereto  ? 

Mb.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  attention  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
called  to  the  state  of  the  Canal  Basin  and 
the  water  in  it,  and  to  the  fact  that  the 
local  authority  for  sanitary  purposes  stated 
that  they  were  unable  to  suppress  the 
nuisance.  A  communication  was  therefore 
addressed  by  the  Privy  Council  to  the 
▼estry,  who  explained  the  steps  they  had 
taken  daring  the  last  fifteen  years  with  re- 


gard  to  the  nuisance,  and  added,  that  they 
were  now  instituting  another  proceeding, 
in  the  nature  of  an  indictment.  It  was  to 
be  hoped  that  those  proceedings  would 
have  the  desired  effect.  In  the  meanwhile 
it  should  be  known  that  the  medical  de- 
partment of  the  Privy  Council  had  no  other 
power  than  that  of  inquiring  into  the  facts 
of  such  oases. 


CONVENTION  OF  FOREIGN  LAW. 
QITESTION. 

Mb.  J.  J.  POWELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  Convention 
has  been  entered  into  with  Foreign  Go- 
vernments for  the  purpose  of  procuring  an 
authoritative  explanation  on  points  of 
Foreign  Law  at  issue  in  any  case  or  suit 
now  pending  in  this  country  ? 

Mb.  LAYARD  said,  in  reply,  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  considerable  importance, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
in  communication  with  most  of  the  Foreign 
Governments  with  reference  to  it.  The 
papers  had  been  laid  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  no  CoQTention  had  yet 
been  entered  into. 


THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSION. 

QUESnOK. 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  upon  that  Ee- 
clesiastical  Commission  of  1863,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  pay  any  attention  to  the 
Report  of  that  Commission,  and  its  charges 
of  land  jobbing  and  other  deiinqneneies  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  attention  of  the  Government  had 
been  called  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  and  he  had  called  on  the 
Commissioners,  soon  after  the  Report  wtf 
presented,  for  an  explanation  of  eertaii 
matters  alluded  to  in  that  Report.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  their  reply 
had  been  laid  on  the  table,  bat,  if  not,  it 
should  be.  A  Bill  had  been  prepared,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  centre  the  responsi- 
bility in  the  Estates'  Committee,  but  thst 
Bill  required  a  good  deal  of  consideration, 
and  during  the  recess  he  hoped  to  com- 
plete its  details. 
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LEEDS  BANKRUPTCT  COURT,  ^. 

SXSOLUnOK. 

Mb.  hunt  :  Sir,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  I  have  given  notice, 
I  cannot  disguise  from  myself  the  grare 
nature  of  the  task  I  have  undertaken. 
That  Resolution  is,  in  fact,  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure upon  one  of  the  highest  fnnctionaries 
of  State — upon  that  functionary  who  is 
called  the  Keeper  of  the  Queen's  Con- 
science, the  Supreme  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  one  who  acts  in  a  twofold 
capacity  in  the  House  of  Lords — as  the 
supreme  Judge  of  the  highest  court  of  judi- 
cature in  the  kingdom,  and  the  Speaker 
of  that  au|(ust  Assembly  in  its  deliberations 
upon  public  affairs.  To  direct  a  vote  of 
censure  upon  bo  high  a  functionary  is,  I 
Iky,  a  gra?e  matter,  and  I  have  not  under- 
taken to  do  so  without  duly  considering 
the  responsibility  I  thus  incur.  If  I  have 
undertaken  this  task  lightly,  frivolously, 
or  upon  insufficient  grounds,  the  censure 
will  recoil  upon  my  own  head.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  I  can  show  that  there  are 
real  and  substantial  grounds  for  proposing 
this  Resolution,  then,  I  think,  I  shall  only 
have  discharged  my  duty  to  the  country. 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  obviously  of  the  highest 
importance,  not  only  that  there  should  be 
parity  in  the  exercise  of  the  high  functions 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  vigilance 
against  corruption  by  his  subordinates.  It 
b  of  high  importance,  because  of  the 
enormous  amount  of  patronage  which 
has  accumulated  in  his  hands.  He  holds 
the  appointment  of  nearly  every  Judge 
who  sits  upon  the  bench  in  this  country 
-^the  Judges  of  the  land,  of  the  County 
Court  Judges,  the  Judges  in  Bank- 
niptoy,  and  a  multitude  of  subordinate 
officers  in  those  Courts,  and  these  appoint- 
ments tell  upon  the  interests  of  nearly  all 
the  people  of  this  country.  Therefore,  I 
say  it  is  most  important  that  the  person 
who  discharges  the  high  duties  which 
attach  to  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor 
shoold  not  only  be  himself  incorrupt,  but 
should  be  vigilant  in  the  public  interest  to 
prerent  corruption  among  those  about  him. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  on  this  occasion  I 
am  not  here  to  impute  personal  corruption 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  I  am  here  to 
impute  to  him  that  he  has  not  shown  that 
▼igilance,  that  acuteness,  and  that  anxiety 
for  the  public  interest  which  his  high  sta- 
tion and  the  important  duties  attached  to 
it  imperatively  demand.  I  think  I  need 
hardly  apologise  for  bringing  under  review ) 


the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  be- 
cause it  must  be  admitted  that  a  primd 
facie  case  for  that  course  exists  when  in 
one  Session  of  Parliament  a  Committee  of 
each  House  has  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
purity  of  his  conduct.  I  bring  the  question 
of  the  two  cases  before  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion.  We  must  remember  that 
the  Committee  of  either  House  had  referred 
to  it  only  the  inquiry  into  the  particular 
case  which  was  under  its  investigation  ; 
but  we  have  now  the  advantage  of  being 
able  to  compare  the  evidence  given  before 
the  two  Committees,  and  what  might  seem 
a  slight  affair  when  we  had  only  the  evidence 
adduced  before  one  Committee  becomes  a 
grave  matter  when  we  read  the  Report  of 
the  other  Committee  and  the  evidence  given 
before  it.  We  cannot  go  entirely  by  the 
Report  of  the  Lords'  Committee,  or  by  that 
of  the  Commons'  Committee,  because  each 
had  only  one  particular  case  referred  to  it ; 
but  we  must  see  what  has  been  the  con^ 
duct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  shown  by 
the  evidence  in  both  cases,  and  we  must 
ask,  whether  that  conduct  has  been  such  as 
to  satisfy  the  country,  and  to  show  that  he 
ought  to  be  continued  in  his  high  office  ? 
or,  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  it  does 
not  demonstrate  his  unfitness  for  that  office 
— not,  as  I  have  already  said,  on  the 
ground  that  he  is  guilty  of  personal  cor- 
ruption— but  because  of  his  supiness  and 
carelessness  in  not  preventing  the  corrup- 
tion  which  was  going  on  around  and  below 
him  ? 

Sir,  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  contains  three  propositions — first, 
that  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court 
discloses  that  a  great  facility  exists 
for  obtaining  public  appointments  by 
corrupt  means  ;  second,  that  such  evidence 
and  also  that  taken  before  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  the  case  of  Leonard  Edmunds, 
show  a  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of 
caution  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring  pen- 
sions to  public  officers  over  whose  head 
grave  charges  are  impending,  and  in  filling 
up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retirement 
of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encourage- 
ment has  been  given  to  corrupt  practices. 
The  third  proposition  in  my  Motion  is  the 
corollary  of  the  two  preceding— namely, 
that  such  laxity  and  want  of  caution,  even 
in  the  absence  of  any  improper  motivci 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  highly 
reprehensible  and  calculated  to  throw  dis- 
credit on  the  administration  of  the  high 
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offices  of  State.  I  propose  to  folloir  up 
these  three  propositions  iu  the  order  which 
thej  occupy  on  the  paper.  First,  with  re- 
spect to  the  facility  which  exists  for  ob- 
taining public  employment,  I  wish  the 
House  to  notice  that  Mr.  Welch,  a  gentle- 
on  the  Northern  Circuit,  being  desirous  to 
obtain  a  public  appointment,  lays  out  his 
money  in  what  he  considers  a  judicions 
manner  for  that  purpose,  and  he  nnds  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell,  the  Chancellor's  son, 
willing  to  receive  a  sum  of  money,  and 
to  give  Mr.  Welch  his  good  offices  and 
mention  his  name  to  his  father.  In 
due  course  of  time  Mr.  Welch  received  an 
appointment  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
under  circumstances  which  I  may  describe 
as  at  least  very  peculiar.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Welch,  showing  that  the 
motive  which  induced  him  to  give  a  sum 
of  money  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  to 
obtain  the  ]atter*s  interest  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  following  evidence  was 
given  by  Mr.  Welch  in  answer  to  questions 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
Bovill),  who  was  appointed  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  examin- 
ing witnesses,  but  not  of  voting  : — 

"  When  was  it  that  you  first  applied  to  him  ? 
—I  should  think  I  asked  Mr.  BetheU  in  1862  or 
1863  :  I  forget  which.  Did  you  appljr  to  him 
again  in  1864  ?— I  did.  What  time  in  1864  ?~ 
When  I  was  ill  he  used  sometimes  to  come  and 
ask  how  I  was ;  that  was  in  January  and  Feb- 
ruary. When  I  found  myself  getting  better,  or 
shortly  after  that,  I  mentioned  it  to  him  ;  1  said  I 
should  be  glad  if  he  could  exercise  any  influence, 
if  he  would  be  kind  enough  to  do  it.  What  did 
he  say  ? — He  said  he  was  not  then  as  he  used  to 
be,  in  office — that  is,  near  his  fother ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly would  if  he  could,  if  he  had  an  opportu- 
nity. And  I  may  mention  to  you  that  I  have 
often  assisted  Mr.  Bethell,  and  others,  too,  in- 
cluding Members  of  your  honourable  House, 
frequently." 

In  answer  to  a  question  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Macclesfield  (Mr.  E.  Egerton) 
who  asked  whether  the  assistance  was 
pecuniary  assistance?  the  witness  replied — 

*'  Tes,  as  friends  ;  and  one  noble  Lord  now  owes 
me  £8,000  and  odd.  We  settled  accounts  some 
time  ago ;  he  is  a  connection  of  Lord  Palmerston. 
I  asked  him  to  help  me,  and  I  believe  he  would 
do  it  for  me  if  he  could." 

I  am  happy  to  say,  for  the  sake  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  it  does  not  appear  that 
the  person  was  able  to  perform  the  service 
desired.     Mr.  Welch  went  on  to  say — 

^*I  have  assisted  many  friends  from  time  to 
time,  perhaps  incautiously,  it  may  be  foolishly ; 
and,  among  the  rest,  I  have  assisted  Members  of 
the  Uouse  of  Commons ;  two,  I  know  I  have  as- 
sisted, and  I  have  lost  nothing  by  them." 

Jfr.  Munt 


[Alaaghl  This  may  be  eonsidered  a  laugh- 
ing matter  by  some  hon.  Members,  but  I 
think  the  country  will  regard  it  as  a  serious 
matter.  In  days  gone  by  such  things  may 
have  been  heard  of,  but  I  was  only  aware, 
by  the  disclosure  before  this  Committee, 
that  such  things  were  possible  now.  Mr. 
Welch  seems  to  have  considered  that  if 
he  found  a  needy  man,  who  knew  a  Mi< 
nister  having  appointments  to  give  away, 
and  lent  him  money,  the  money  was  well 
laid  out.  Was  Mr.  Welch  wrong  ?  With 
respect  to  the  money  he  lent  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell,  he  says — 

"Mr.  Richard  BetheU  owes  me  £1,050.  He 
owes  me  that  now  ;  in  the  Srst  instance  it  wu 
£500  that  I  lent  him.  Mr.  BoviU  :  Now,  will 
you  tell  me  when  he  had  £500  from  yon  f — I  tell 
you  in  April  or  May.  Colonel  Pennant:  la 
April  or  May  of  what  year  ?^0f  1864.  Mr. 
Bovill :  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  explain  ho% 
it  was  that  he  had  £500  from  you  in  Apnl  or  May, 
1864  ? — He  asked  me  to  lend  it  to  him.  and  I 
thought  at  that  time,  as  he  was  in  no  difficultiei^ 
that  he  was  a  very  good  object ;  I  thought  he 
was  a  very  good  mark,  and  I  further  tboogfat 
that  it  was  very  likely  if  I  wanted  a  oomptimeot, 
and  asked  him  for  it,  he  might  exert  himself,  u 
well  as  others,  to  assist  me.  Mr.  Vivian  :  Whst 
do  you  mean  by  a  '  compliment  f* — If  I  wanted 
any  assistance  with  parties  in  power.  Golond 
Pennant :  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  'be 
was  a  very  good  mark  *' — I  thought  he  was  ample 
security  lor  £500  at  that  time." 

The  examination  was  afterwards  thus 
continued — 

<*  What  induced  you  to  lend  BIr.  Bethdl,  for 
the  first  time,  £500  ?— I  thought  that  be.  as 
other  people  to  whom  I  had  lent  money,  might 
exert  himself  for  me  if  I  wanted  him  to  assist 
me  in  obtaining  an  appointment  or  anything  like 
that.  I  knew  very  well  he  had  no  appointment 
himself  to  give ;  all  he  oould  do  was  to  use 
influence." 

Well,  was  Mr.  Welch  wrong  in  his  cal- 
culation ?  In  1863,  he  had  received  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell's  recommendation  to  bis 
father,  and  in  April,  1864,  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  was  in  eommunioalion  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  ahout  the  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptcy Court.  It  appears  from  a.  letter 
read  hy  Mr.  Miller,  and  which  the  Com- 
mittee, I  am  sorry  to  find,  did  not  reqairs 
should  be  delivered  up  to  them,  Mr.  Wekh 
applied  a  second  time  to  Mr.  BetheU. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  whether  at  that  time 
Mr.  Bethell  was  in  commnnieation  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ?  If  we  tarn  to  tfr. 
Bethell's  evidence  we^nd  it  in  the  follow- 
ing statement: — 

«  The  Lord  Chancellor  knew  that  both  myidf 
and  my  wife  were  exceedingly  intimate  with  Mr. 
Baron  and  Lady  Mary  Wilde  ;  and  one  da/,  in  Ms 
private  room,  the  L<Hrd  Ohaneellor  told  ms  that 
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b«  «H  fTitrad  to  bMT  that  wrj  aariou  ohirgei  to  oall  tbe  partionlu  attention  of  tlio  Houm 

wen  t»iiig  made  ■oinit  Mr.  Wildo,  ud  he  felt  ^^  (hege  datei  in  eonnaction   with    what 

that  unleu  Mr.  Wildo  wu  able  to  giro  a  aaturac-  „.„„     „,  ■     ,|,„  /!„„„•, ,,„   „f  ,u„   ii„„.„ 

lory  .n»»  to  th<«  oharge.  h,  .hoold  b.  com-  "'!?''   ""'. '"  »''«  Committor  of  the   Hou.o 

palled  to  diimlw  him.     Hs  aaked  tbe  Lord  Ctuii'  *>'  i-orda  in  regard  to  Mr.  Kdmunda    oaae, 

••Ilcr,  ai  a  JaTonr,  to  let  him   know  what  the  In    Auguit,   1864,  a  Correspondence  took 

abargee  wot  mt  th«t  time.    What  he  told  me  wm  place  between  the    Lord    Chancellor  and 

that  Mr  Wilde  eoDfi««l  he  l»d  borrowed  «, me  „ther    Law    Lords    about    Mr.    Edmunda' 

mooe*  from  ume  oi  the  omolala   of  the  Court,  ,.■,..  i  >     •       .■    .  .i_  -^  i. 

»dthatthe™were»mBoh«Tie>.boothi.ha*ing  defalcation.,  and  donng  that  month  .t  be- 

andalj  paned  MKne  ofOoial  auigneee'   aoooanti  oame  perfectly  clear — ai  from  a  peruial  of 

to  whom  be  wu  in  debt.    Id  about  a  fortnight  the  correapondence  it  will  he  acen  that  it 

after  that  time  mj  own  mbG>rtnne  came  upon  n,ggt  hate  been  perfectly  clear — to  ail  who 

:;i."4i,-s^iu"y ""'  °^''"  "*■  ""iTT  -'.iT  irT';°"  '■'"' 

„         1     ,     ,  ,,     T,.  ,      .  Mr.  Edmunds  would  bo  obliged  to  resign 

That  fixed   the  time  when    Mr.  Richard  j,;,    „g^ag_     (,„    Seniemher    lOlh,  after 

Bethel)    was    in   intimate  communication  (i,;,^  j^^    ^^^^^   ,ilf  perwite  that  Mr. 

with  the  Lord  -Chancellor  ;    for  jou   will  ^^1^,^  i^^j^  y,    B^th^H  ^„other  £200. 

find  that  what  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  called  Well,  things  go  on  in  the  Patent  Office 

"  hia  own  trouble     was  bis  having  to  re-  ^^^  jq  (ho  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 

aign  his  own  office  in  London  as  Registrar  „„  jhe  4th  of  February  it  appears  that  Mr. 

in  Bankmptoy  j  and  it  appears  that,  on  tbe  Leonard  Edmunds  signed  a  memorandum 

14th  of  May.  the  Lord  Chancellor  wrote  pro„i»;„g    to  resign.     Three   days   after 

to  Mr.  Miller.  aWting  that  it  was  absolutely  this,  I  suppose,  Mr.  Betbell  got  a  hint  of 

necessary  that  Ills  son  should  resign.     But  jhis,  and  informed  Mr.  Welch  of  it,  for 

how  was  tbe  arrangement  with  Mr.  Welch  thrgg  d„s  after  it  Mr.  Welch  finds  him- 

affected  ?      There  is  a  good  deal  of  dis-  g^jf  ;„  ^  position  to  lend  Mr.  Betbell  an- 

erepaiiey  in  the  efidence  upon  the  subject.  ^^^^^^  £59,     On  the  14th  of  February  the 

Mr.  Welch  himself  says,  be  sent  a  cheque  Lord  Chancellor  presents  a  petition  from 

direct  to  Mr.  Bethell  j    but  the  Rey.  Mr,  y^   Edmunda  for  a  retiring  pension,  which 

Hardingsays.thatbe  was  the  go-between,  j,  granted.     On   the    15lh  of   February 

that  the  cheque  wa«  handed  to  him,  and  y^.  Slingsby  Bethell  is  appointed  Heading 

that  he  conveyed  it  to  Mr.  Bethell.     How-  (-1^^^  „f  ^;^^^  Hou^  of  Lords,  and  on  tbe 

e»er  that   may    be,  it   is  clear  upon  the  20th  he  takes  his  seat  in  that  capacity, 

eridenoe  that  a  cheque  of  £500  was  given  gj  ^  taking  his  «eat  be  vaoated  the  office 

in  faroor  of  the  bon.  Richard  Bethell,  as  ^f  ^  Registrar  in  Bankruptcy  in  London, 

expressed  on  the  cheque  in  excliange  foi  ^nd  thus  the  office  of  Registrar  of  Bank- 

K   Bill.      The  Rev.  Mr.  Harding,  in  hia  ^uplcy  in  London  beoame  an  appointment 

BTidence,  says—  at  the  disposal   of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

"I  carried  the  £500— worse  Inok!"'     And  he  Mr.  Welch  thinks  £300  will   be  well  laid 

oontinaei   ai   follows:— "I  mentioued  the  ».r-  out,  aud  hegives  it  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell. 

»np,ment   to   Mr.   Welch,   oertoioly,    for    thi,  q__  ^^^  ^^^^  ^j  February,  the  day  on  which 

rd'^ndt  thlHf'rrich^gotTe  »'t^  M-  Slingsby  Bethell  vacate,  the  office  of 

tloo  the  bill  ahonld  be  deatrojed.    Decided!;  I  Regislmr,    Mr.    Welch   advances   another 

iDeiitiDn»dit,forIthoaghtit  wuiD  Mr.Biohard  £3(XI  to  Mr.  Richard    Bethell.     There  Is 

Betbell'.  fiivourth.t  it  ihooldbe  understood  that  ^  letter  from  Mr.  Richard   Bethell  to  Mr. 

the  bUl  should  be  d..tr07«d.  yf^^^y^^     -^  -^   Appendii  No.  3  of   the 

That  ia  to  say,  that  the  bill  was  to  be  Blue-book.      The  bill  for  the  £500  had 

daatroyed.  if  Mr.  Welch  got  the  appoint-  been  destroyed,  it  appears,  when  this  letter 

ment.     Well,  let  us  follow  up  the  story,  of  acknowledgment  was  sent  to  Mr.  Welch, 

Mr.  Welch  got  the  appointment.     There  but  there  is  a  great  mystery  as  to  when 

baa  been  great  mystery  as  to  what  became  that  letter  was  sent.      There  is  no  date 

of  that  bill ;  but  at  last  Mr.  Welch  was  attached  to  that  letter,  but  it  would  aeem 

driTen  to  admit    that  it   waa  destroyed  to   have   been  written  some  considerable 

without  any  security  being  given  by  Mr.  time  after  the  £500  and  the  subsequent 

Bethell  for  the  £500.     Mr.  Bethell  had  advances  had  been  obtained.     It  is  aa  fol< 

subsequent  advancea  from  Mr.  Welch  of  a  lows  : — 
considerable  sura  of  money.     I  can  give 

the  House  tbe  dates.     The  first  cheque  of  .  "  M7  d«u-  We^.-I  have  not  repUed  to  jw 

^enn  j   .  j  .1.    e.L    c  u  Li  1I..1  'ornier   letters  beoante  I  am  real);  annoyed  at 

£500  was  dated  the  6tb  of  May  ;  but  that  ^^^  ^^^^„^  me  in  the  -.7  ;ou  do.    Kobod, 

was  not  the  real  day,  because  the  cheque  knows  better  than  jou  do  m;  pmant  cirenm- 

appears  to  have  been  post-dated.     I  wish  ttaooes,  how  impoailble  fiw  me  it  ii  to  m 
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repajmentfl,  at  I  do  not  know  from  one  day  to  an-  tbese  charges  WM  giveo  for  loiiie  time ; 

other  what  course  my  creditors  may  take.    I  am  ^nd,  on  the  24th  of  May,  Mr.  Miller  wrote 

sorry  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  is  such  a    .     yr     vy.j ,         foUowa  • 

costly  affair,  but  1  cannot  assist  you  ;  there  can  *^  "^^'  ^"*'®  **  roiiows  . 

be  no  possible  dispute  between  us  as  to  the  amount  "  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  May  24, 1864. 

of  liability ;  but,  to  relieve  your  mind  (which  is  "Dear  Sir, — I  am  directed  by  th«  Lord  Cliaa* 

much  more  punctilious  than  it  used  to  be),  I  owe  oellor  to  request  that  you  will,  within  one  week 

you  £1,050  money  advanced,  and  some  day  or  from  this  day,  put  Mr.  Gommiaaioner  Ayrtoo  ii 

other  I  will  either  pay  it,  or,  at  all  events,  give  possession  of  the  explanation  called  for  by  my 

you  some  sort  of  security ;  but,  at  present,  I  do  letter  of  the  16th  instant,  otherwise  you  will  be 

expect  you  not  to  bother  me.    I  assure  you  I  am  served  with  notice  to  appear  and  show  oanae  ia 

harassed  to  death."  open  court  why  you  should  not  be  dismiiwed  frsm 

Now,  it  is  a  remarkable  thing  that,  while  y^"  ^^  <>^  "^IsS^^"  J^^'.'  Milub. 

the  capital  sum  of  £1,050  is  here  stated,  «h  S  Wilde  Em" 

there  is  no  mention  whaterer  njade  as  to  q^  the' 30th 'of  May,  in  answer  to  Mr. 

any  sum  being  due  m  respect  of  interest,  ^j,,^^,^  j^^^^^  ^^  ^ji^^  ,^^^  ^  ^^„„^ 

1  thmk  there  are  good  grounds  for  sup-  ^j^^^j^^  ^^  ^^^  ^o^  Chancellor,  who  seat 

posing  that  that  letter  was  written  with  a  j^^  recording  to  his  custom,  to  Mr.  Miller. 

Tiew  to  enable  somethmg  to  he  produced  q^  ^y^^  gOih  of  July,  1864,  there  U  a 

if  there  should  he  a  trial,  but  the  wnter  j^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  been   considerably  dis- 

forgot  altogether  to  mention  the  subject  of  ^„„^  ^^^y^  •„  ^j^^  Committee  and  by  the 

interest ;  and  if  this  had  been  a  bond  fide  ^^j;^^  f^^^  ^.^  ^j,!^,^  ^^^  Chief  Regis- 

debt  due  from  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  to  Mr.  ^^^  .^   London,   to   Mr.   Wilde.      It  is 

Welch,  the  letter  of  acknowledgment  must  ^^^^y^^^  j„  ^y^^^^  extraordinary  terms- 
nave  contained  some  reference  to  sums  due 

for  interest.     Well.  Sir.  we  hare  got  to  ,,^,     "Court  of  Bankruptcy.  July  26, 18W. 

,1.      .«..      -    .|          J      f    A      •!          /l     L  "Sir, — It  grieves  me  much  to  mform  you  thsl^ 

this,  that  at  the  end  of  April  or  the  be-  „„!„,  i  b^ar  i„  ^^^„  „f  p^t,  t^at  you  meuit. 

ginning  of  May,  1864,  £500  is  advanced  apply  to  be  allowed  to  retire,  I  bare  ioctraetiooi 

by  Mr.  Welch  to  Mr.  Bethell,  for  a  par-  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  serve  yoo  with  notie. 

pose  which  Mr.  Welch  admitted.     On  July  ^  appear  before  him  publicly  in  open  court,  aad 

26  conies  up  the  question  of  Mr.  Wilde's  "o"' 00^0' Re'^rtrar ""  """  "**  «**•"»'■«*  *« 

retirement  from  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at  „  *       t             c    1\.        -.u  .•.•    i  .x     t 

Leeds.     The  Committee  have  given  an  ac-  ^""^Z^  ^8°  T/u'*      7  »  *  •'    "^'. 

count  of  how  these  circumstances  arose.  7«»"'^  J^^"' .*"  J,*"?  ^°'"'»  .;"*'"»•     ^- 

Thev  sav lowed  to  retire,    because  it  came  out  la 

^      ^  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wilde  that  the  word 

"In  the  beginning  of  1864,  in  the  course  of  a  •$ retire,"  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  means 

general  examination  which  had  been  instituted  as  „^a*  •    ^  ^„  „    ^«„o;«„    K..»   #u«*   »u«  .^.^1 

to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  by  the  I^rd  Chan-  retiring  on  a   pension,  hut  that  the  word 

oellor,  an  inquiry  took  place  into  the  alleged  mis-  *'  resign    means  resigning  unconditionally; 

conduct  of  some  of  the  officers  of  the  Leeds  Dis-  and  therefore«Mr.  Miller,  in  the  first  part 

trict  Court— namely,  the  two   Registrars,  Mr.  of   his    letter,  says    that  Mr.  Wilde  must 

Twrmessen^ri.'^'^'^^'^'''*'^^^^^  ''PP^^   *^   be  allowed   to    retire— that  is, 

upon  a  pension,  or  else  appear  in  open 

Charges  were  brought  against  Mr.  Payne  court  and  show  cause  why  he  should  not 

and  Mr.  Wilde,  and  a  letter  was  sent  to  be  dismissed  from  his  office.     Then  comes 

Mr.  Wilde  by  Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Regis-  the  second  part  of  his  letter.     Mr.  Miller 

trar  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.     I  will  states  that  the  first  paragraph  was  written 

not  read  the  whole  of  the  letter,  but  it  in  strict  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the 

said  that  the  charges  against  Mr.  Wilde  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  Lord  Chanoellor 

were  doubts  whether  he  used  the  word  "  retire^ 

"  1.  That  accounts  which  ought  to  have  been  or   "resign."     The  second   paragraph  of 

'wtf rfi'oVS  ,^ra:\aU^be?n"r=  '"'-  »*"'-\  K*-'  V'^.^'-?'  Ch.ncell* 
to  and  sanctioned  by  him,  without  his  having  over  ®*y®»  ^.*^^  "°*  written  by  his  direction  ;  and 
seen  such  accounts  ;  and  that  thereby  large  sums  ^r*  Miller  does  not  impute  it  to  his  Lord- 
had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the  official  assig-  ship,  but  asserts  that  it  waa  dictated  by 

fnTf^^Y^n*'•7'!K^*''''*'°^'''''^^^.^u**''^''^^''''■  ^18  own  kindness  of  feeling  towards  Mr. 

mg  the  bills  of  the  messengers,  without  calling  wjUa       TK;«  U  Ua  1oti«»..«>«»^ 

for  the  production  of  the  vouchers  for  the  sumt  ^"^®-      ^^*®  '"  **"  language  — 

alleged  to  have  been  paid  by  them  ;  and,  8.  That  "  ^^  ^^  "^i<l  ^^^^  70ur  state  of  health  if  ioeii 

you  have  borrowed  money  both  from  the  official  ^bat  you  can  have  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  sueh 

assignees  and  messengers  of  the  Court,  and  there-  '^  medical  certificate  as  would  entitle  yon  to  retifs 

by  destroyed  your  independence  and  efficiency."  under  the  3drd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 

Ik  m^^^^   i.u  1.                1       ,.       .           ,  1861 ;  and,  if  this  be  SO.  I  sincerely  tmat,  for  your 

is  seems  that  no  explanation  m  reply  to  own  sake,  that  you  will  see  the  piopri^y  ef  le- 
Mr.  Hunt 
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lioTiDg  the  GhanoeUor  from  the  very  disagreeable 
and,  indeed,  painful  duty  whioh  is  thrust  upon 
him." 

Here,  then,  is  the  letter  from  the  Chief 
Registrar  in  Bankruptcy,  the  official  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  calling 
npon  a  man  to  appear  in  open  court  to 
show  cause  wh j  he  should  not  he  dismissed 
from  the  office  of  Registrar,  and  suggest- 
ing in  the  next  paragraph  that  he  should 
apply  for  a  medical  certificate  and  retire 
on  the  ground  of  his  health.  I  think  the 
natural  construction  of  that  letter  is,  that 
the  interests  of  the  puhlic  were  not  so 
much  sought  after  by  the  writer  as  the 
creation  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Tiew  that  was  taken  of  the 
letter  when  it  was  recei? ed  at  Leeds.  It 
appears  that  when  it  reached  Mr.  Wilde 
he  was  exceedingly  alarmed,  and  went  and 
consulted  a  friend  of  his,  Mr.  Bond,  who 
was  called  before  the  Committee.  Mr. 
Bond  states — 

'*Mr.  Wilde  showed  me  a  letter  from  Mr 
Miller,  dated  the  day  next  hut  one  before,  if  I 
reeoUeot  right,  the  26th  of  July,  and  I  read  it  at 
his  request ;  he  said  it  had  frightened  him  a  good 
deal,  or  that  it  had  '  put  him  a  good  deal  out  of 
the  way,'  I  think  was  his  expression.  He  asked 
me  to  give  him  my  opinion  about  it.  I  hesitated 
a  moment,  as  it  came  upon  me  unawares,  and  I 
told  him  I  thought  the  better  way  would  be  for 
him  to  go  to  London  and  consult  his  relative.  Sir 
James  Wilde.  I  think  I  said,  *  I  do  not  think 
yon  have  much  to  consult  him  about ;  it  seems  to 
me  it  is  a  foregone  conclusion.  They  do  not  mean 
to  give  you  an  alternative — they  want  your  place 
— perhsps  you  will  be  better  off  with  your  pen- 
sion, if  they  will  give  it  you,'  or  something  of 
that  sort.  I  did  not  think  that  I  should  be  asked 
about  this,  therefore  I  am  speaking  from  the 
merest  recollection.  I  then,  I  think,  asked  him, 
having  looked  at  the  letter  again,  or  the  latter 
part  of  it,  *  Well,  have  you  had  any  medical  ad- 
vice ? '  '  Have  you  had  any  occasion  for  medical 
advice  f '  or  something  of  that  sort ;  and  Jie  said 
'  Tee.'  And  he  added  that  Mr.  Hoy  had  attended 
him  for  some  affection,  I  am  not  quite  sure  whe- 
ther of  the  eye  or  eyes,  but  something  aflboting 
hia  vision  ;  he  said  rather  abruptly,  *  Do  you  know 
him  ? '  I  said  '  Yes,  he  lives  opposite,'  pointing 
out 'of  the  window;  he  said,  'It  has  upset  mo,' 
or  something  of  that  sort,  *  will  you  go  across  and 
see  hioL  and  see  whether  he  can  give  mo  a  certi- 
ficate ?  I  did  go,  and  I  got  the  certificate  which 
is  in  the  Return.  Mr.  Hey  made  somo  observa- 
tion, I  think  to  the  eflfect, '  That  is  as  much  as 
I  cun  do  for  you,'  and  I  jooularly  said  in  answer, 
'  I  dareeay  it  will  do  ;  half  a  certificate  will  be 
enough  on  this  occasion.'  I  might  be  wrong ;  I 
drew  my  conclusions  in  a  moment,  because  1  had 
not  the  least  doiibt  what  was  meant ;  it  was  all 
done  in  a  few  minutes,  because  Mr.  Wilde  had  to 
go,  I  think,  by  the  10  o'clock  train  to  London." 

Well  now,  Sir,  a  more  extraordinary  certi- 
ficate I  should  think  nerer  was  suhmitted 
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to  a  public  fanctionaiT  in  order  to  procure 
a  retiring  pension.  It  is  dated  "  Leeds, 
July  28,  1864,"  and  is  in  these  words-— 

**  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  been  consulted  by 
Mr.  Henry  S.  Wilde,  on  account  of  a  failure  in  his 
sight,  which  was  a  serious  hindrance  to  him  in 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  office."  It  does 
not  say,  "  which  I  consider  is  a  serious  hindrance 
to  him."  "  Mr.  Wilde  first  consulted  me  in  August, 
1863.  At  his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  improve- 
ment in  his  vision.  (Signed)  Samuel  Hey, 
F.R.C.S." 


It  was  necessary,  I  do  not  know  whether 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment or  by  the  rules  framed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  that  the  gentleman  seeking  a 
retiring  pension  had  to  send  a  petition  and 
make  an  affidavit  as  to  the  facts  stated  in 
his  petition.  And  here  oomes  a  curious 
disclosure.  It  became  a  question  before 
the  Committee  by  whom  and  when  the 
petition  and  affidavit  were  prepared.  Mr. 
Wilde's  account  is  this— that  they  came  to 
him  cut  and  dry.     He  says — 

•  "  The  note  is  this—'  I  have  your  note  and  me- 
dical certificate,  and  if  you  will  sign  the  enclosed 
petition,  and  swear  to  it  before  any  Commissioner 
for  taking  afildavits,  and  send  it  to  my  house,  26, 
St.  Stephen's  Square,  this  evening,  I  will  endea- 
vour to  get  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  make  the  order 
to-morrow  morning ; '  is  that  the  letter  which  ac- 
companied the  petition  ?—  That  was  the  letter 
that  accompanied  the  petition.  Up  to  the  time 
of  receiving  that  letter,  had  you  seen  Mr.  Miller 
at  all  upon  the  subject  of  this  letter  of  his  of  the 
26th  of  July,  which  caUed  upon  you  to  retire  ? — 
No ;  I  saw  Mr.  Miller  on  the  dOth,  and  I  went 
to  him  in  order,  as  far  as  I  could  be  enabled  to  do 
so,  to  get  an  explanation,  and  I  said  to  him,  *  Mr. 
Miller,  to  what  am  I  to  attribute  this  unpre- 
cedented severity  at  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ? '  He  said  to  me,  *  It  is  on  account  of  your 
carelessly  taxing  the  messengers'  bills.'  When 
you  received  the  petition,  was  it  in  the  form  or 
not  in  which  you  signed  it  ?  Tou  will  find  it  set 
out  in  pages  26  and  27. — Yes ;  it  was  in  the  form 
set  out ;  it  was  engrossed.  It  came  to  you  ready 
for  signature? — Yes.  Had  you  anything  to  do 
with  putting  in  the  grounds  upon  whioh  you  were 
desirous  of  retiring,  as  stated  in  that  petition  ? — 
No.  Now,  as  regards  the  aflBdavit  i  Who  pre- 
pared that  aflBdavit,  do  you  know? — That  was 
prepared  also  in  the  ofllce  of  the  Chief  Registrar, 
Mr.  Miller.  And  was  sent  to  you  with  the  peti- 
tion ready  engrossed  ? — Yes,  ready  engrossed." 

So  that,  to  make  it  perfectly  certain  that 
this  petition  should  be  presented,  the  Chief 
Registrar  of  Bankruptcy,  Mr.  Miller,  actu- 
ally prepared  the  petition  setting  forth  the 
grounds  on  which  he  was  to  receive  the 
pension,  together  with  the  affidavit  which 
he  waste  swear  to.  Mr.  Miller  appeared  to 
think  this  was  rather  an  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding, and  was  not  likely  to  do  him  anj 
credit,  and  in  his  first  account  he  posi* 
tively  denied  that  the  fact  was  to— • 


1055 


Ltedi  Stmhmpieif 


(COHUONS) 


Court— BMoUitim 


1096 


"  Had  roa  ■nythiiiK  to  do  with  tlie  prep&ntion  ih&t  thfl  Lord  Chancellor  khoold  lign  in 

ol  the  ■ffl(UTit »— Iftrthmg  wh»t«Tor.    And  no-  jrder  tothtt  eff«t.    There  i»  oontiudietorj 

UiiBg  to  do  with  the  p«iitioTi.  e-oopt  •ecdiDg  >  legtimonj  «i  between  the  Lord  ChtMeUor 

form  ! — I  do  not  uit  that  1  >ent  a  lorm :    it  la  ■;      ,                  .         ,             x  i.    _           i 

«r,poB.iblethatIm«rha™«,.t.form.    If!  md  Mr.  Miller  on  ll.upo.Dt.      I  J""  J^ 

waa  aiked  for  a  rorm  I  MDt  it.     Bni  jou  oertainly  ihe  certificate  to  the   Ho  a  se,  and    1   think 

had  nothing  to  do  with  the  preparatioo  of  the  iho  House  wilt  ftgree  that   it   ii  one  which 

affldsTit  T— Certainly  not ;  theaffldaTit.  you  know,  y^^   Bo„j  wM  justified  in  calling  onlj  halt 

1.  a  m.r«  few  word.,  it  i.  merely  tbre»  lioea.  ^  „rtificate.     Mr.  Miller  «M  *>ked.  whe- 

Now,  if  jou  will  turn  (o  286,  jou  will  find  ^\^gf  ^e  submitted  it  to  the  Lord  Chu- 

Mr.  Miller  states  it  thus—  Dellor— 

"Did  jou  prepare  thepetitioD  ornot  t — Haring  "  Will  you  beklndntoagh  to  t«Il  o>  what  pa«*4 

■een  thii,  I  hare  no  doubt  oF  it.     That  you  pre-  between  yon  and  the  Lord  Chaooellor   npoo  tbi 

wed  it  T — No  doubt ;  I  hare  the  petition  here,  lubjeot  I  —  I  hare  already  told  yon  what  panad. 

J  think.     Will  you  look  at  it! — Tea,  I  hare  re-  I  pointed  out  to  the  Lord  Chaooeilor  what  oe- 

ferrcd  to  it ;  here   is   the   petition  (producing  a  ourred  to  me  on  the  oertiflcate.      I  told  himlwM 

paper).    It  leema  to  bare  been  prepared  in  blank,  diuatiifled  with  the  medical  certifloata.  but  liii 

fearing  a  blank  for  the  important  portion  of  it,  Lordship,  on  reading  the  petition  aod  tbeaOdant 

'  That  your  petitioner  baa  for  some  time  paat  been  ud  the  medical  oartiBoate,  thoagfat  that,  ooopliBg 

afflicted  wi^  a  failure  in  hii  light,  and  that  the  thetn  together,  there  waa  anlBcieal  to  jncti^  hia 

•acne  haa  now  beoome  ao  aarioua  that  he  ia  no  in  making  the  order." 

Jongerable  ■*'i»^»n")'  'fP*'*"". »'",'''',"?  ?'  Now,  what  does  the  Lord  ChaaeeUor  him. 
hia  office ;    all  that  haa  been  manifeatly  left  m  ,,  '                  .          .   ,  . 
blank,  and  filled  in  from  the  infbrtnation  of  aome  'elf  Baj  Upon  the  point  ?— 
of  those  gentlemen,  or  from  written  information.  "  Mr.  Miller  haa  told  oi  (I  eanoot  find  the  par- 
Did  you  prepare  the  petition  or  not  T — Haring  tioular  aniwer  at  tbii  moment)  that  he  ooniidned 
)   ^oubt  that  it  waa  pre-  the  cert ifioale  unaatiafaotory.    And  then,  at  qc 


pared  in  my  offloe.     Did  yoo  prepare  it  yourself  I 
— It  ia  Tery  poaaible  ;  very  likely  I  did.      Having 

■een  that  letter,  hare  you  any  doubt  that  you  did  1  nnaatiabotory  ) — 1  did.    Conaidi 

'  '  ~  '     ''  ''  n  whatCTer  in  laying  that  I  certificate  nnntiaftietory,  did 


aeation,  *  Tou  told  m 


quea- 


Here  is  another  curious  thing.  Mr.  Miller'i 
letter  and  the  certificate  are  dated  the  28tb 
of  July— 

"  But  your  letter  is  dated  the  2Bth  of  July,  ant 
the  oertiflcato  ia  dated  Ueda,  July  28  J— Toi. 
You,  writing  from  London  on  the  SStb,  aay  thai 
you  have  reoeived  the  medical  oertiflcate,  and  yel 
the  medical  certificate  ia  dated  '  Leeds'  the  aami 
day  f —  TbaC  aeems  odd  ;  it  ia  very  inoomprehcin' 

I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  thai 
there  Iirs  been  a  great  deal  of  hocut  pocui 
about  this  certificate  ;  and  the  result  in  ni] 
mind  is  this,  that,  though  Mr.  Miller  is  no 
proved  to  have  been  corrupted  bj  eithei 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  or  bj  Mr.  Welch,  h< 
was  a  party  to  the  coDspiracy  to  get  Mr 
Wilde  out  of  the  office  then,  I  do  not  aaj 
there  was  a  conspiracy  to  get  Mr.  Wild, 
out  of  the  office  originally,  because  1  thiiit 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  right  in  call 


ing  < 


I  lo  show  c 


IS  aaked  this  one 
that  you  oonaidered  the  medical  oertificala 
ring  Ibe  mediosl 
P"pa"  a  peti- 
lion  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  waa  to  act  npoo, 
and  send  it  to  Mr.  Wilde  withoat  any  oommuniea- 
tion  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  f — I  dealt  with  iba 
matter  before  me,  and  I  guarded  myself  in  this 
way,  that  when  I  preaented  the  certificate,  the 
atBdavit,  and  the  petition  to  the  Lord  Chanoellor, 
I  pointed  out  the  objections  I  saw  ** — I  hare  n* 
reeollection  of  any  aooh  thing.  The  petitioe, 
aCEdavit,  and  oertifloate  were  presented  to  me,  and 
I  ought  in  atriclness  to  have  read  ttiam  all ;  Ids 
not  think  that  I  did.  I  probably  looked  at  tbs 
petition  and  saw  the  allegation,  and  I  may  hiT* 
asaumed  that  the  medical  certificate  waa  in  onalbr- 
mity  with  it ;  I  certainly  conld  never  hare  read  tbs 
medical  certiScata,  or  I  should  not  have  allowed 
it  to  have  paaaed  upon  that  oerti&oate." 
Then,  the  neit  question  is  rerj  much  to 
the  same  effect,  and  the  answer  ia  this— 
"  I  have  no  reooUection  of  that.  It  u  vacy 
difficult  W  me  to  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  (bit 
is  inoorreot,  seeing  the  number  of  thingi  that  pa> 
through  my  mind;  but  my  strong  impretaion  la 
that  ihad  no  obaervation  made  to  ma  about  ths 
certificate,  beoanie  1  never  oontd  bare  approvsd 
the  certificate  if  1  had  seen  it  and  weighed  it  de- 
liberately." 


why  he  should  not  he  dismissed  from  thi 
office  of  registrar  ;  but  I  say  that  Mr 
Miller  was  a  party  to  the  conspiracy  to  ge 
Mr.  Wilde  out  of  Ihe  office  at  this  parti 
cular  time  ;  and  I  think  that  the  evidenc< 
I  hnve  read  sustains  that  view. 

Then  we  come  to  that  part  of  the  oasi 

which  more  immediately  affects  the  Lon 

Chancellor.  In  order  that  Mr.  Wilde  ahouli 

obtain  n  retiring  pension  it  was  neceesar 

Jfr.  Bunt 


\  open  cour     Nov,  I  beliere  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's 


correct  one,  and  not  Mr. 
Miller's.  I  beliefe  it  is  niterly  impossible 
that  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
could  have  been  called  to  that  certificate 
before  he  made  the  order  for  the  retinDg 
pension.  But  what  I  want  to  know  i>i 
why  did  not  the  Lo^l  Chancellor  read  the 
certificate  and  the  affidavit  t  If  this  were 
an  ordinary  case  of  o,  man  applying  for  s 
retiring  peiiiioD  after  a  number  of  years' 
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serriee,  we  eoald  easilj  understand  that  in 

the  pressure  of  business,  from  the  number 

of  matters  which  must  come  before  the 

Lord  Chancellor  everj  daj  and  at  all  hours 

of  the  day,  he  might  ha?e  neglected  his 

dotj  and  his  conduct  be  excused.      But 

here  was  a  man  whom  he  had  directed  his 

Registrar    to  call   before   him   and   show 

eause  in  open  court  why  he  should  not  be 

dismissed  from  his  office.  The  letter  calling 

apon  him  to  resign  was  dated  July  26  ; 

and  on  the  30th— only  four  days  later — 

he  signed  the  order  for  his  pension  without, 

by  his   own  confession,   having  read  the 

aflMavit.     Now,  Sir,  I  ask  the  House  am 

I  too  serere  in  my  language  when  I  say 

there   was  '*  laxity   of  practice  '*   on  the 

part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter  ? 

I  want  to  know,  why  was  Mr.  Wilde  to  be 

dismissed  ?      The    charges    against    him 

were— 

**  That  aooounts  which  ought  to  have  been  iiib- 
mitted  to  and  allowed  bj  the  Gomminioner, 
were  eertlfled  as  having  been  submitted  to  and 
■anetioned  hj  him,  without  his  haTing  e?er  seen 
such  aooounts  ;  and  that  thereby  large  sums  had 
been  improperly  allowed  to  the  official  assignees. 
That  he  bad  been  in  the  habit  of  taxing  the  bills 
of  the  messengers,  without  calling  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  Touchers  for  the  sums  alleged  to  haye 
been  paid  by  them." 

What  does  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  ?    This 

ia  the  order  signed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 

eellor — 

^  Whersas,  the  aboTo-named  Henry  Sedgwick 
Wilde  hath  preferred  his  petition  to  me,  suting, 
that  he  had  for  some  time  past  been  afflicteid 
with  a  failure  in  his  sight,  and  that  the  same  had 
beeome  so  serious  that  he  is  no  longer  able  satis- 
fiustorily  to  perform  the  duties  of  his  office,  and 
praying  that  he  may  be  permitted  to  retire,  and 
thai  1  should  be  pleased  to  award  him  suoh  an 
annuity  aforesaid.  Now,  upon  reading  the  said 
petition  and  the  affidarit  made  in  support  thereof, 
and  the  medical  certificate  therein  referred  to, 
and  by  Tirtue  of  the  SSrd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Aet,  1861,  Ac,  I  do  order  that  henceforth  an  an- 
nuity of  £666  13«.  4<f.,  being  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing two-thirds  of  his  said  salary,  be  paid  to  the 
said  Henry  Sedgwick  Wilde  for  the  term  of  his 
life  out  of  the  said  Chief  Registrar's  account." 

That  order  is  signed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. Now,  I  ask  the  House,  if  Mr. 
Wilde,  a  subordinate  officer  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  is  to  be  dismissed  from  his 
office  because  he  certified  accounts  as 
having  been  submitted  to  the  Commissioner 
which  had  not  been  submitted  to  him,  or 
seen  by  him,  whereby  large  sums  of  money 
had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the  official 
assignees  ?  What  is  to  be  done  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  saya  that  he  has  read  the 
certificates  and  made  an  order  whereby  a 
large  aam  of  money  is  chargeable  to  the 

YOL.  OLXXX.  [miBD  sisna.] 


public*  when,  in  point  of  fact,  he  had  not 
read  the  oertificatea  and  the  whole  pre- 
amble of  the  order,  as  far  as  his  own  per* 
sonal  acts  are  concerned,  is  untrue?  Are 
we  to  mete  out  a  different  measure  of  jus- 
tice to  Mr.  Wilde,  the  Registrar  of  the 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  ami  to  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor  of  England  ?  Would  that 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House  or  to  the 
public  ?  I  said  there  was  a  determination 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Miller  to  get  Mr.  Wilde 
out  at  that  particular  time,  and  he  did  get 
him  out.  Upon  the  same  day  that  Mr. 
Wilde  walked  out  at  one  door  Mr.  Welch 
entered  at  another.  Now,  under  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances,  was  there  not  haste 
and  want  of  caution  ?  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor says  that  Mr.  Miller  told  him  it  was 
important  to  appoint  another  registrar  im- 
mediately. Had  he  no  reason  for  supposing 
that  Mr.  Miller  was  acting  in  the  interest 
of  his  son  ?  On  the  15th  of  May,  after  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  determined  that  hia 
son  should  be  remofed,  who  is  it  who  in- 
terferes and  begs  for  delay  ?  Mr.  Miller. 
Who  is  it  that  addresses  repeated  remon- 
strnnces,  that  makes  long  written  state- 
ments, that  makes  personal  intercession 
for  re-consideration  of  that  determination  ? 
Is  it  not  Mr.  Miller?  To  a  person  of  or- 
dinary intelligence,  knowing  that  Mr. 
Miller  had  been  in  his  son's  interest,  the 
▼ery  fact  of  Mr.  Miller  recommending  haste 
in  the  filling  up  of  this  sppointment  should 
have  raised  suspicion.  Well,  who  was  Mr. 
Welch,  who  was  substituted  fur  Mr.  Wilde  ? 
How  is  that  mentioned  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ?  Mr.  Richard  Bethell,  in  his  evi- 
dence,  tells  us,  at  Question  2,357 — 

"  Did  Mr.  Welch  make  any  request  to  you  to 
use  jour  influence  with  the  l<ord  Chancellor  to 
obtain  for  him  an  appointment  f — In  1863  I  think 
it  was ;  1  must  tell  you  that  though  I  saw  Mr. 
Welch  constantlj  at  Kichmond  some  jears  ago, 
yet  when  I  was  acting  in  1861  as  principal  secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  I  saw  very  little  of 
him.  I  was  too  much  occupied  ;  but  soon  after 
I  obtained  the  appointment  of  registrar  in  Quality 
Court,  Mr.  Welch  called  upon  mo  one  day,  and 
asked  me  to  put  him  in  the  way  of  making  the 
strongest  application  he  could  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  preferment.  Of  course  we  discussed 
the  sort  of  appointment  he  wanted  ;  he  was  anxious 
to  obtain  a  County  Court  Judgeship.  1  told  him 
I  thought  there  was  no  chance  of  gutting  that,  for 
I  knew  that  the  liOrd  Chancellor  had  made  two 
or  three  promises,  but  I  thought  there  was  a  better 
chance  of  his  obtaining  a  regiscrarship  in  bank- 
ruptcy. He  then  consulted  with  me  as  to  the 
names  of  the  persons  from  whom  he  could  get 
testimonials,  and  he  assured  me  that  Sir  William 
Atherton,  then  Attorney  General,  and  seTeral 
leading  men  on  the  Northern  Circuit,  would  write 
the  strongest  letters  possible  on  his  behalf.  I  told 
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him  that  if  he  would  get  those  testimonials,  I  had 
no  objection  at  all  to  tell  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  he  was  a  personal  friend  of  mine,  and  that  I 
would  bring  his  name  prominently  forward  when- 
ever a  vacancy  occurred,  as'  one  of  the  candidates 
for  the  office.  This  was  done,  I  believe.  I  remem- 
ber in  1863  mentioning  that  matter  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  Lord  Chancellor  told  me  to  tell 
him  that  there  were  so  many  candidates  before 
him,  that  he  was  very  much  afraid  there  was  very 
little  chance  indeed  of  his  being  able,  during  his 
tenure  of  office,  to  do  anything  ror  him." 

When  this  vacancy  occurred,  on  the  retire- 
ment of  Mr.  Wilde,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  told  bj  Mr.  Miller  that  haste  was  ne- 
cessary in  filling  up  the  appointment ;  but 
it  appears,  from  toe  evidence  of  Richard 
Bethel],  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  1863, 
a  year  before,  had  had  Mr.  Welch  brought 
before  him  as  a  candidate  for  appointment, 
when  he  had  said  that  he  feared,  because 
there  were  so  many  candidates  before  him, 
he  should  be  unable  to  do  anything  for  him. 
Then  why  was  Mr.  Welch  selected  out  of  all 
those  candidates  ?  The  Lord  Chancellor  said 
that  he  went  upon  his  recollection  of  the 
high  testimonials  which  that  gentleman  liad 
produced.  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the 
testimonials  of  Mr.  Welch  are  satisfactory, 
and  I  raise  no  question  upon  that  poiut. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  a  testi- 
monial from  Sir  William  Atherton,  but,  as 
a  testimonial,  it  is  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  is  written.  Sir  William  Atherton 
was  a  very  cautious  man,  and  1  think,  when 
the  letter  was  submitted  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, it  did  not  go  very  far  as  a  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Welch.  Sir  William 
Atherton  writes  in  the  way  in  which  mem- 
bers of  the  same  circuit  write  of  and  to 
each  other — 

"  Dear  Welch, — Your  note  has  reached  me  to- 
day. You  are  still  at  liberty  to  refer  to  me,  but 
that  is  all  I  am  in  a  condition  to  say.  I  could 
not  write  such  a  letter  of  introduction  as  you 
mention.  "  Yours  fiiithftilly, 

**  William  Athbrtow." 

I  do  not  think  much  of  a  testimonial  such 
as  that.  But  I  admit  that  this  gentle- 
man has  other  testimonials  which  are  satis- 
factory. Mr.  Edward  James  wrote  to  say 
that  **  in  any  office  which  may  be  bestowed 
upon  you,  you  would  do  justice."  Mr. 
Udall  says,  *•  You  are  particularly  qualified 
for  a  legal  appointment."  Mr.  Temple 
considers  him  a  '*  gentleman  of  honour  and 
well  qualified  for  an  appointment  requiring 
industry  and  activity. ''  Mr.  Manisty  also 
considers  <*that  you  are  well  qualified 
for  any  appointment."  I  say,  unhesitat- 
ioglyt  that  those  certificates  would,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  have  justified  the 
M*,  Muni 


Lord  Chancellor  in  appointing  Mr.  Welch. 
There  is  nothing  special  in  tbem  ;  they 
are  certificates  which  fifty  out  of  sixty 
men  on  the  Northern  Circuit  could  obtain. 
I  believe  very  few  men  on  circuit  but  what 
are  called  "  black  sheep  "  would  find  any 
difficulty  in  obtaining  such  certificates. 
They  are  sufficient  to  justify  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch  but  for  one  circum- 
stance— Mr.  Welch  had  been  recommended 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  by  Richard  Bethell. 
It  cannot  be  said  that  the  Lord  ChanceDor 
could  have  forgotten  the  circumstances 
under  which  his  son  bad  mentioned  that 
gentleman's  name,  because  they  were  verj 
peculiar.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  tells  us  at 
Question  2,365 — 

*'  When  you  had  a  conversation  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  upon  the  subject  of  Mr.  Wilde  did  yoa 
on  that  occasion  mention  the  name  of  Mr.  Welch  ? 
— No,  certainly  not ;  I  never  mentioned  his  name 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  except  in  an  inoidental 
manner.  It  is  a  very  curious  thing  which  recalls 
it  to  my  recollection,  and  I  may  as  well  atate  it  to 
the  Committee.  Mr.  Welch  had  an  estate  for  sale 
in  Sufifolk,  which  he  had  acquired  in  right  of  hli 
wile  ;  and  he  was  exceedingly  anxious  that  I  should 
induce  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  purchase  this  estate. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  was  at  that  time  desirous  of 
having  a  manor  in  Suffolk ;  he  is  very  fond  of 
shooting,  and  I  thought  that  this  estate  might 
suit  him.  Kr.  Welch  sent  me  drawings  and  plans 
of  the  estate,  and  I  remember  showing  them  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  his  asking  me  to  whom 
the  estate  belonged,  and  to  get  him  all  the  parti- 
culars about  it.  I  said,  '  The  estate  belongs  to  a 
gentleman  at  the  bar,  who  is  a  candidate  for  office 
before  you.'  He  said,  '  What  is  he  a  candidate 
for  V  I  said,  '  He  wants  to  be  a  registrar  in  bank- 
ruptcy.' The  Lord  Chancellor  then  made  tfaif 
observation,  *  Poor  fellow,  tell  htm  I  am  afraid 
there  is  very  little  chance  for  him.' " 

Is  it  possible  that  such  a  recomnaeodatioo 
by  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  could  have  escaped 
his  Lordship's  memory  ?  And  when  the 
Lord  Chancellor  remembered  that  Mr. 
Welch  had  been  originally  recommended 
to  him  by  his  son,  the  fact  should  hafs 
made  him  pause  and  hesitate,  however  higb 
the  testimonials.  I  do  not  mean  to  saj 
that  he  must  have  known  that  any  corrupt 
means  had  been  employed  to  obtain  those 
recommendations,  but  he  should  have 
searched  and  investigated  the  matter  tho- 
roughly before  appointing  Mr.  Welch. 
Question  460  is  thus  answered  by  Mr. 
Miller— 

"  Had  he  been  a  registrar  before  then  f — Yes, 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  appointed  registrar  in 
March,  1862,  and  he  resigned  in  Kaj,  1864.  On 
the  Uth  of  May,  1864, 1  received  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  a  letter  which,  if  the  Committee  desire 
it,  I  will  read.  ^This  is  the  Lord  Cbanoellor's 
original  letter ;  it  directs  me  to  prepare  an  order 
for  Hr.  Bethell's  instant  removal  — 


lOBl  iMtU  Ba»kniptef  {July  B,  1866]         Ctmrt—S4»ol»iim.  lOeS 

"•S»tnrdi7.  M»y  U,  188*.  inferenoe   I  draw  from   thai  il  thitt  ther* 

"•Str-UhMJn.t  coffielorajknowledgBin  ,„  g^^,   important  fact   prMent  to   tim 

tha  dimt  laJden  nnd  oTerirhelminiF  omnner,  that  t      j  r<i  ii      <        ■    j      ■  l  >  .     i  ' 

Dir  eldMt  -ra,  Mr.  Betholl,  h..  Wn  guUtj  of  ^^^  CliHn«ll<.r  .  mu.d  with  regard  to  hi| 

Ita  moit  Sagnnt  mltoondiiot.    He  ii  utUi  to  *oa    wliicli    IB,    perhaps,   cotsred    b;    th« 

niB  (and  the  fiet  kdmitsof  no  doubt)  to  hnrn  loit  wordi  I  haTS  read — "raining  money  and 

during  the  laat  twelfemonlh  rerjr  Urge  aanu  of  |o,n»   in  eferj  quarter  "—which   indiiccil 

none;  bj  belting  .t  «oe.    and  to  h.re  r.i»d  j,      Lord    Chancellor  to  tlii.ik  that  it  wm 

noner  to  |»j  thew  dsbts  by  billi  of  exohang*  ,  .  .  ,-       i        ,  -  in 

•Ml  lout  1q  erery  qB.rter.'    [I  oall  pariicolir  ^"e  lo  the  pubho   that   hii  ion  should  re- 

aUralion  to  tbew  word).]    •  He  l>  alio  «t>ted  to  ngn  hia  office.      IF  that  were  the  case — if 

kavebeeii  (br  Hima  timein  thebabitornegleoling  be   were   awake   to  (he  proceedinas  of  hia 

BWwnal  a(tondano«  at  bia  offloe,  and  to  luiTe  had  ,„„   ^i,^,,   (],g    ^^mg   ^f   y^^    Welch   waa 

«  ^".""i'  ^'it^.^'^^ri  KLI'^J^!!!..!.^  I^'  submitted  to  him-he  ouxht  to  ha.e  r«ool- 

mt  OBly  inMantly  to  remO'O  nlm  iroin  his  oflloe.  .  'l  ,    ,  .  , 

I  begyoa  to  prepare  an  oHer  without  a  mompnfa  l«'ed    that    hia    ion    had   used    his   good 

delay,  iiatlng  ■  It  hai  been  proTed  to  my  utiaFao-  ufGces  OH  behslf  of  tlr.  Welch  )  he  ought 

tion   that   Mr.   Riahird   Ad^ubCui    Beihell   haa  (o   have  searched    more   aniioualy  to  die- 

Mgl«t^  the  dutin  of  hi.  oOoo.  and  I.  onBt  to  ,.„„,  if  his  ion  had  had  any  corrupt  de«l- 
IM  ooDtinncd  therein,  and  that  I  theretore  remove  .l  n      ur  i  l        t  j  .    -  .      . 

Wm(™«lheoffloeorot.Bofthor.gJrt™r.ofthe  '"g -'lb  Mr.  We  ch.      1  do  not  luipute  to 

OMirt  •■  from  this  day.     Ilwould  be  idle  to  apeak  '"o  I"""d  Chanoelliir  more  than  tliia — I  do 

to  you  of  tha  atnle  of  mind  I  am  in :  bnl  I  am  not  boheve  that  he  had  any  knowledge  that 

dsterraiard  that  he  aball  be  inaUDtly  removed,  there  was  a  corrupt  bargain  ;  but  the  cir- 

aad  that  ID  the  manner  whiobjaatioe  require*.  oiimatanoes  were  so  auspicious  that  it  waa 

"' Tour  Ihilhfnl  servant,        Wistbubt,  l.      .         .         .   .  .  .     l  .    .l  » 

—  To  tha  Chief  Rapitrar.'"  "'•    0°^"°^°    au'J   "">'  ^   «»"   P»t    "•* 

unr  111)  XI     u-11       ...I  .  •         •  name  into  the  blank  in  the  appoiotmeitt 

"Well      ..,.  Mr   M.lkr,  "tl.l  ,.  ..  m.  „„i,  .  „.„n      ;       i      ^  X.  pl.«>. 

.iifcunl  r...on  -h.oh  ™  .•.igned  bj  th.  j^,  ,,,„, ,,  ^.^^,^^^^  BilWl'.  o.n  i.r.lon 

Lori   Ck.|,™llor  (or   lb!  r.mo..l  of   h..  .f  |,i,  „.„„  ,j,  „,i,„i„  ,     Al  QoMlion 

son.     lie  had  been  losing  money  at  races,  n  345  he  saTS^ 
and  had  been  raiaing  money  by  bills.     It      ',,.,,      , 

u  .0. .  »„„  ,0  bjVp™..d  of,  bot  i.  i.  ,„-.£;  ,,frs;„s°»~™s  "z'^i 

not   a  reason   for  diamissmg  an  official.  fnend  of  hia  wife,)  ■■oama  to  ma  >Dd  said.'Do 

What  Is  the  Lord  Chancellor's   answer  to  pray,  Riohard,  reaign.     The  Lord  Cbanoellor  ii 

that !      His   answer  to   that  was  that  "  it  in  auch  a  alate  of  indignation  that  1  cannot  tall 

was  duo  to  the  public  that  bis  son  should  "'"*  ^T  "^p  ?°  ■,  ''L"''^'i' m -^i.™**'"*" 

1     T?  •!.   .    I  •.       L      J  .  Tou,  thoagh,    (adds  Hr.  Bettaall) "  thtra  was  no 

r.aigo."     From  that  letter  be  does  not  ^  ^^  dUiaLl." 

Ml.,  „...  j,.,.»koo.,  th..  .b,„  „.  .j.';',.rr™;.r»K,rr^ri:'i 

good   cause   for   dismiaiing    Mr.    Bethell.  remain  in  tbU  country  aaless  some  arraDgmnent 

With  regard  to  the  eipression,  "  It  has  oonld  be  made." 

come  lo  my  knowledge  in  a  sudden  and  f^ad  he  goes  on— 

OTerwhetming   manner."  I  should  wish  to       .,  m,  own  privata  reason  (or  tendermg  my 

refer  to  another  partof  the  evidence — that  reaignatian  «ai  that   the   Lord    Cbancellor  bad 

of  Mr.  3kirrow,  whose  name   I   shall  hare  m»de  me  acquainted  with  the  proceedings  which 

to  mention   again.      At  Question   2,672  a  'o™  pending  apiin.t  Mr    Witde.  and  f  felt  in 

1..1        >L  JL      >       I    nL  II        .      i(  my  own  mind  that  1  oould  not,  with  any  juatioe, 

iMter  f^om    ibe  Lord    Chancellor   to   Mr.  ^  him  to  eit.nd  any  favour  ti  me  or  tiat  wi 

Skirrow  is   read,  in  wliiob   be  says  of  bit  la   any  manner  di9er«Dt  from  that  in  which  1 

tfia  —  knaw  he  waa  going  to  treat  Mr.  Wilda." 

"  I  am  sure  be  must  be  indebted  to  you ;  I  will  That  seents  a  romantic  sentiment  ootning 

It  lend  any  more  money  to  from  a  man  who  was  BO  iOTtilved  that  he  had 


H™.  for  it  la  a  direct  encourage m^t  to  evil.    If   ^^  j^^,^  j^j^  ^^^^  ^^^         abroad   to  a»oid 
hia  win  and  bit   little  nhildren.  afnction  for  hia  ,.  .      i  i    ■  -  «  - 

Ins  creditors,  and  whose  debts  were  si 


[  little  ohildren,  affection  for  hli 
father  and  brothers  and  aiatera,  and  regnrd  For  hli 


own  oharacter  and  position,  havo  not  h«in  luffl-  be     something     between      £2W,000     and 

cient  to  lieep  him  lium  plunging  a  fourth  time  £2S,000  ;    but    it   seems  to    me    there  it 

iniothese  mad  and  evil  oouraea,  nothing  will."  faheiiood  on  the  face  of  it.      1    liaie  HOW 

On  thii  I  may  remark  that  if  running  into  nearly  dune  with  the  ease  of  Mr.  Wilde 't 

■Til  courses  three  times  did  not  prevent  retirement  and  Mr.  Welch's  appointment, 

the  Lord  Chancellor  originally  appoinnng  What  I  impute  to  the  Lord  Chaiicellor  waa 

this  son  to  the  office  of  Registrar  in  Bank-  tliat  he  was  guilty  of  culpable  n^ligenoe, 

ruptoy  ID  ltS62,  why  should  a  fourth  time  that  be  did  not  read  the  ovrliGoate,  sad 

aak^  it  nBQWHtrr  to  iwBove  hin  t    Tha  that  he  did  not  ouka  »  aearebing  inqeir; 
3H3 
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before  he  put  Mr.  Welch  into  Mr.  Wilde's 
place,  rememhering  the  connection  of  the 
name  with  his  Bon.  I  do  not  believe  in  mj 
own  mind  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
aware  of  any  corrupt  sale  of  office.  But 
the  circumstanceft  were  suspicious — the 
manner  in  which  Mr.  Wilde  had  been  hus- 
tled out  of  the  office  by  Mr.  Miller — who 
he  must  have  known  was  in  his.  son's  in- 
terest— was  a  reason  why  he  should  have 
delayed  long  before  he  acted  in  so  hasty 
and  unwise  a  manner. 

We  come  now  to  another  plot.  Mr. 
Welch  being  instituted  into  office  at  Leeds, 
and  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  having  been 
compelled  by  his  father  to  resign  his  Re- 
gistrarship,  it  so  happened  that  the  case 
of  the  Edmunds'  defalcations  arose.  It 
appears  that  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  pressed 
his  father  to  fill  the  vacancy  then  created 
with  his  own  name ;  but  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor declined,  and  then  it  was  de- 
termined to  fill  up  the  vacancy  with 
Slingsby  Bethell 's  name.  Mr.  Slin^sby 
Bethell  was  at  that  time  a  Begistrar  in 
Bankruptcy  in  London.  As  that  office 
could  not  be  held  simultaneously  with 
the  Reading  Clerkship  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  friends 
thought  that  a  fine  opportunity  for  get- 
ting him  a  snug  berth.  Then  comes  ano- 
ther actor  on  the  stage— Mr.  Skirrow — 
Mr.  Skirrow,  who,  I  suppose,  knows  well 
what  will  pass  muster  with  the  public  and 
what  will  not — evidently  thought  it  was 
too  strong  a  thing  to  put  Richard  Bethell 
into  a  Registrarship  in  London  ;  but  he  [ 
thought  if  some  country  Registrar  were 
brought  to  London  Mr.  Bethell  could 
take  the  country  Registrarship.  Any- 
thing was  good  enough  for  the  country. 
That  was  the  scheme.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
was  to  be  appointed  to  Leeds,  and  Mr. 
Welch  was  to  be  transferred  to  London. 
But  there  was  the  difficulty  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  be  got  over.  He  was  reluc- 
tant to  appoint  his  son  to  any  place  what- 
ever ;  and  though  one  may  make  every 
allowance  for  his  feelings  as  a  father,  his 
reluctance  was  certainly  well  grounded. 
I  must  recall  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  as  soon  as  Mr.  Slingsby 
Bethell  took  his  seat  as  Reading  Clerk  in 
the  House  of  Lords  Mr.  Welch  lent  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  £300  more.  That  was  on 
the  20th  February.  On  the  18th  February 
Mr.  Skirrow  had  an  interview  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  of  which  he  gives  the  fol- 
lowing account.  He  is  asked  (2,711)— 
**Had  you  any  communication  with  Mr. 
Jfr.  Bunt 


Welch  about  that  time  ? 


tf 


And  he  re- 


plies— 

<*  Towards  the  end  of  February,  about  tbe  nth 
or  18th,  1  mentioned  that  the  Lord  Chanodlor  in- 
tended, or  had  made  up  his  mind,  to  appoint  Mr. 
Slingsby  Bethell  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I 
saw  at  once  that  there  would  be  a  yacancy  in 
London  among  the  registrars.  I  then  thought  it 
would  be  worth  while  to  appeal  to  the  Lord  Chin- 
oellor  again — I  was  always  averse  to  Mr,  Bethell 
coming  to  London,  because  I  thouglit  lie  would 
be  with  his  friends,  and  that  a  country  appoint- 
ment might  very  properly  be  given  to  blm,  eonii- 
dering  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been  compelled 
by  his  fiither  to  resign.  Accordingly,  on  Sator- 
day,  the  18th  February,  I  proceeded  to  Linoohi's 
Inn,  where  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  sitting.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  had  risen  for  the  day,  and  when 
I  went  in  I  announced  to  him  what  I  had  corns 
about.  The  Lord  Chancellor  was  very  angry.  He 
said  I  had  taken  a  very  great  liberty  in  pressing 
upon  him  any  appointment  for  bis  son." 

On  the  22nd,  however,  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow  to  come  to  his 
house  directly ;  and  this  is  what  Mr.  Skir- 
row says  took  place  at  that  interview  and 
in  consequence  of  it— 

^I  therefore  pointed  out  to  the  Lord  Cfaia- 
cellor  that  it  really  was  impossible  she  (mean- 
ing Mrs.  Bethell)  could  leave  the  country  ibr 
three  or  four  months,  and  I  again  urged  him 
to  re-consider  his  views  about  his  son.  I  am 
ready  to  admit  that  I  put  it  to  him  in  the 
strongest  and  most  aflSBctionate  manner,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  listen  to  me  ;  but  be  told 
me  he  would  do  nothing  and  coold  do  nothing  on- 
til  I  had  laid  before  him  a  statement  of  the  mbts, 
and  how  they  would  be  compromised  and  arranged. 
1  did  not  see  much  advantage  in  that,  but  the 
Lord  Chancellor  certainly  received  me  more  kindly 
and  he  gave  me  permission,  after  seeing  his  son, 
to  talk  to  him  again  on  the  subject ;  but  he  never 
said  that  he  would  appoint  Richard  to  any  place, 
and  he  never  authorized  me  to  say  so.  On  the 
morning  of  the  22nd,  after  leaving  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, I  saw  Mr.  Bethell.  Spealdng  to  him,  of 
course,  without  any  reticence,  and  without  any 
caution  (and  I  am  afraid  that  I  did  it  in  a  very  in- 
cautious way),  I  have  no  doubt  I  told  Mr.  BetbeU 
that  I  thought  his  wife's  letter  had  done  a  great 
deal  of  good,  and  that  the  Lord  Ghano^or  cer- 
tainly was  more  courteous,  and  I  told  Mr.  BetheU 
that  he  must  immediately  set  to  work  and  prepsra 
a  list  of  all  the  debts,  how  they  were  situated, 
and  what  could  be  done  with  them." 

Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  told  by  Mr. 
Skirrow  that  he  ought  to  make  an  arran^ 
roent  with  his  creditors.  The  reply  which 
1  have  been  quoting  is  continued  in  these 
words — 

'*  I  should  state,  perhaps,  which  I  had  forgotten, 
that  at  the  interview  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  on 
the  Wednesday  morning  my  view  was  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  transfer  some  person  to 
London,  and  give  Mr.  Bethell  a  country  appoint- 
ment, and  my  mind  was  very  much  <lireoted  to 
Bristol,  as  Mrs.  Bethell's  famUy  lives  in  that 
county.    When  I  saw  Mr.  Bethell  lie  said  be 
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■bonld  prefinr  Leeds,  and  I  think  be  said  he  was 
going  on  a  visit  to  Leeds,  and  that  he  would  look 
about  there  and  see  if  he  could  get  a  house  for 
his  wife." 

It  is  quite  clear  that,  in  this  interview  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  Mr.  Skirrow  pressed 
on  his  Lordship  the  arrangement  which 
Mr.  Richard  Bethel!  wished  for,  and  that, 
while  making  no  distinct  promise,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  said  he  would  consider  it.  Mr. 
Skirrow  communicated  this  to  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  ;  and  what  was  his  impression  of 
what  had  taken  place  between  Mr.  Skirrow 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor?  In  Answer 
2,463  he  says— 

"  I  was  naturally  very  unwilling  to  oome  baok 
and  serve  again  in  the  London  Court  where  I  had 
served  so  recently,  and  I  thought  that  I  would 
rather  go  out  of  London,  and  live  quietly  in  the 
eountry,  and  I  suggested  to  my  wife,  as  she  was 
going  to  pay  a  visit  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that 
•be  should  endeavour  to  get  him  to  consent  to 
bring  up  Mr.  Welch  from  Leeds  and  allow  me  to 
aucoeed  him  at  Leeds,  and  that  we  would  live  at 
Harrogate,  and  that  I  should  be  able  to  go  in  and 
out  by  train  and  perform  my  duties." 

Again,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Miller,  he  says — 

"I  had  not  time  to  call  on  you  previous  to 
leaving  London,  but  I  suppose  you  have  heard 
that  the  Chancellor  intends  to  transfer  Mr.  Welch 
from  the  Leeds  distriot  to  London,  and  to  appoint 
jne  to  the  district." 

It  it  quite  clear,  therefore,  that  the  im- 
presaion  left  on  the  minds  of  both  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Skirrow  was  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  consider  the 
proposal,  and,  further,  thej  were  to  far 
convinced  of  their  ability  to  bring  him 
round  that  they  got  Mr.  Miller  to  make 
out  two  appointments.  By  whose  direc- 
tions ?  Mr.  Skirrow  himself  waa  a  credi- 
tor of  Mr.  Richard  Bethell.  The  latter 
had  owed  him  a  large  sum  of  money,  and 
at  this  particular  time  he  owed  him  £600. 
fie  had,  therefore,  a  direct  personal  interest 
10  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  receiving  a  vala- 
able  appointment.  Was  Mr.  Skirrow  aware 
of  the  advances  made  by  Mr.  Welch  to  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  ?  Let  him  speak  for  him- 
self. The  question  was  twice  put  to  him. 
In  Question  2,687  he  was  asked — 

'*  Were  yon  at  all  aware  of  Mr.  Bethell  having 
any  money  transaction  with  Mr.  Welch  in  May, 

1864  r 

What  is  his  reply  ?— 

«<  I  should  say  not ;  but  I  heard  of  so  many 
people  who  had  bills,  and  so  many  debts,  that  I 
eould  not  positively  swear  that  I  never  heard  the 
name — ^but  certainly  it  was  never  brought  pro- 
minently before  me." 

Now,  I  call  that  fencing  with  the  question. 
In  Qaestion  2f756  he  is  again  asked-— 
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"Were  yon  ever  aware  that  Mr.  Welch 
creditor  of  his  f  " 

The  answer  is  remarkable — 

"  I  saw  many  people  in  May,  1864,  but  it  never 
was  prominently  brought  before  me.  I  had  a 
great  many  personal  interviews  with  people,  but 
I  never  saw  Mr.  Welch." 

I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge  from  these 
two  answers  to  a  simple  question  whether 
Mr.  Skirrow  was  or  was  not  aware  of  what 
was  passing  between  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch.  Well,  while  Mr.  Skirrow, 
Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  are 
en^raged  in  this  part  of  the  tinnsaction,  Mr. 
Miller,  who  is  not  affected  by  the  evidence 
with  any  share  in  that  corruption,  takes 
a  most  extraordinary  step.  He  has  two 
appointments  engrossed.  By  whose  direc- 
tions were  those  appointments  engrossed  ? 
Mr.  Miller  says  by  Mr.  Skirrow's ;  Mr. 
Skirrow  positively  contradicts  him.  That 
almost  leads  to  the  supposition  that  the 
contradiction  had  been  previously  arranged. 
Mr.  Miller  says  he  engrossed  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  direction  of  Mr.  Skirrow. 
The  latter  says  he  never  gave  him  such 
a  direction.  Be  this  as  it  may,  Mr.  Miller 
took  the  extraordinary  step  of  preparing 
the  two  engrossments,  and  submitting  them 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  is  asked,  whe- 
ther he  ever  did  such  a  thing  before  ?  His 
answer  is,  *•  Once."  "  In  whose  favour  ?** 
••  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's."  When  Mr. 
Slingsby  Bethell  was  appointed  to  the  office 
of  reading  clerk  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  vacated  his  registrarship  in  the  London 
Court,  Mr.  Miller  thought  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor could  be  prevailed  upon  to  appoint 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  to  the  latter  office, 
and,  without  any  directions  from  his  Lord- 
ship, proceeded  to '  make  out  the  engross- 
ment. Looking  at  all  this,  can  any  one 
doubt  that  Mr.  Miller  was  in  this  plot  ?  No 
one  who  reads  the  evidence  carefully  can 
have  any  doubt  of  it.  On  the  22nd  Mr. 
Skirrow  left  the  Lord  Chancellor  under  the 
impression  that  he  would  be  prevailed  upon 
to  make  the  arrangement.  What  is  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  own  account  of  this 
matter  ?     In  Answer  3,375  he  says — 

"  But  In  the  month  of  February  of  the  present 
year  his  fHends  surrounded  me,  and  his  wife  wrote 
to  me,  and  I  ascertained  that  there  was  no  re- 
proach attaching  to  him  on  the  ground  that  he 
had  neglected  his  duty ;  I  found  that  it  was  a 
fiilse  imputation.  I  was  then  entreated  to  give 
him  some  appointment,  provided  he  got  a  release 
from  all  his  creditors.  What  I  said  upon  that 
occasion  was  this,  that  I  would  make  no  promise, 
but  that  I  would  consider  the  matter  when  the 
release  was  obtained." 
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Taking  the  Lord  CliiinceUor's  own  aeooant 
of  the  matter,  as  ^ifen  in  that  answer,  I 
do  not  think  Mr.  Skirrow  and  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  were  very  far  wrong  in  thinking 
that  if  the  latter  gentleman  could  get  a 
release  from  his  creditors  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  consider  the  arrangement,  and 
I  do  not  think  Mr.  Skirrow  very  much 
misreprosented  bis  Lordship's  feelings. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  continues — 

«  This  was  some  time,  if  I  reoolleot  rightly,  in 
the  month  of  FebruarT  in  the  present  year.  lu- 
formation  then  reached  me  that  there  was  so  littlo 
hope  of  his  being  weaned  from  these  courses  that 
I  found  he  hadl^ursued  the  same  thing  at  Paris. 
I  then  sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow,  and  I  begged  him 
never  to  mention  the  subject  to  me  again,  for  that 
I  had  determined  never  to  appoint  him." 

He  is  asked  again.  Question  3,399 — 

'*  lias  your  Lordship  ever  given  Mr.  Skirrow 
reason  to  suppose  tbat  you  would  be  willing  to 
appoint  Mr.  Bethell  to  Leeds  and  Mr.  Welch  to 
London  f  " 

He  replies — 

<<  Mr.  Skirrow  was  the  gentlenum  who  solicited 
me  to  appoint  my  son  to  an  office  in  the  country. 
Two  places,  I  think,  were  mentioned  to  me  by 
him  on  that  occasion  ;  one  was,  I  think,  Leeds, 
and  the  other,  I  think,  was  Bristol.  I  never  told 
Mr.  Skirrow  anything  more  than  this — that  if 
my  son  succeeded  in  getting  released  from  his 
oraditors  I  would  consider  the  matter." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  expresses  himself  in 
these  terms  on  the  22iid  of  February.  On 
the  24th  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  writes  to  Mr. 
Miller  that  the  transfer  is  going  to  take 
place ;  and  on  the  26th  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  ultimately  made  up  his  mind 
that  he  will  not  make  the  appointment. 
In  answer  2,724  Mr.  Skirrow  says — 

"  On  Sunday  morning,  the  26th,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor sent  for  me.  The  moment  1  entered  the 
room  he  was  excessively  violent,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  had  deeply  regretted  that  he  had  sent  for 
me  on  Wednesday,  as  I  had  taken  advantage  of 
tbat  interview,  and  had  misrepresented  to  Richard 
what  had  taken  place.  He  was  very  angry.  I  re- 
peated  to  him  exactly  the  conversation  which  had 

rkssed  between  Mr.  Bethell  and  myself,  and  which 
have  stated  here,  but  he  positively  told  me  that 
be  would  never  listen,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
any  application  about  his  son." 

I  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  tliis  change 
of  mind  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor between  the  22nd  and  the  26th.  It 
occurred  to  me  that  something  must  hnve 
happened  between  those  dates,  and  I 
turned  to  Parliamentary  Papers  and  to  the 
public  journals  of  the  time  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  would  tl»row  any  light  on 
the  matter.  I  will  ask  the  House  to  look 
at  the  dates  connected  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Lord  Chanci'llor's  son  to  the 
post  of   Reading  Clerk  to  the  House  of 

Mr.  JSunt 


Lords.  On  the  14th  of  Fehniarj  the  Lo^ 
Chancellor  presented  a  petition  from  Mr. 
Edmunds,  asking  to  be  allowed  to  retire 
upon  a  pension.  On  the  1 7th  the  Lord 
Chancellor  appointed  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell. 
On  the  20th  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  took  his 
seat  as  Reading  Clerk  in  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  and  it  was  on  the  22nd  that  Mr. 
Skirrow  endeavoured  to  induce  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  appoint  his  son  to  the  office 
at  Leeds,  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  said 
he  would  consider  of.  On  the  25th,  which 
was  Saturday,  an  article  appeared  in  one 
of  the  Saturday  papers  denouncing  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  filling  up 
the  place  vacated  by  Mr.  Edmonds  with  his 
son,  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell.  Now,  I  beliefe 
that  article  in  the  Saturday  paper  recalled 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  a  aense  of  his 
duty.  The  learned  Lord  opposite  (the 
Lord  Advocate),  I  see,  dissents,  but  can 
he  explain  upon  any  other  auppoutioa 
the  sudden  chahge  of  mind  on  the  part 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ?  I  believe  tbat 
the  Lord  Chancellor  was  actuated  on 
the  22nd  by  kindly  feelings.  I  believe 
that  Mr.  Richard  Betheirs  wife  had  sp- 
pealed  to  those  feelings  which  we  rejoies 
to  see  in  the  Lord  Chancellor  aa  a  maa. 
His  private  feeling:)  for  the  moment  over* 
powered  his  sense  of  duty  to  the  public, 
but  I  believe  that  when  thoae  remarks  sp* 
peered  in  the  public  papers  he  very  properly 
overcame  those  kindly  feelings,  and  de- 
ferred to  the  sense  of  duty  to  the  *pnblie 
which  had  actuated  him  before  those  in- 
fluences were  brought  to  bear  upon  him.  I 
believe  this  is  the  history  of  the  suddeo 
change  of  mind  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  I  believe  that  but  for  those 
remarks  in  the  public  presa— >and  not  only 
in  the  public  press,  for  the  Edmunds  scandal 
was  the  talk  of  the  whole  town — this  se- 
cond job  would  have  been  carried  ont.  I 
believe  that  Mr.  Welch  would  hare  been 
transferred  to  the  Court  in  London,  aad 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  would  have  been  seat 
to  the  Court  in  Leeds,  in  accordance  with 
the  corrupt  bargain  made  between  those 
two  men.  I  do  not  impute  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  any  knowledge  of  the  corrupt 
bargain  between  Mr.  Welch  and  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell,  but  when  we  have  said  that  we 
have  said  all  we  can  say  for  him.  I  do 
not  think  any  one  can  say  that  he  has  io 
these  transactions  shown  that  rigilance  for 
the  public  interests  which  the  public  hare 
a  right  to  expect  from  him.  But,  I  ask, 
does  the  evidence  show  that  he  was  shocked 
at  the  notion  of  havin|[^  appoiated  a  iMIi  !• 
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Ml  pffite  who  wat  fi  ereditor  of  his  son  ? 
I  am  Mtifified  on  the  efidence  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  not  aware  of  it, 
but  the  question  is  put  to  him  (No. 
3.370)— 

**  HaA  yoor  Lordihip  anj  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Welch  had  lent  money  to  Mr.  Bethell  before 
this  appointment  was  made  ? — Answer.  Not  the 
least." 

Then  the  next  question  is — 

"  If  your  Lordship  had  been  aware  of  it,  wonld 
the  appointment  have  been  made  f — It  is  diflScult 
to  say  what  I  should  have  done,  but  I  think  I 
should  not  have  appointed  him.'* 

Now,  I  ask  the  House,  was  there  that 
high  sense  of  honour  in  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  have  listened  to  the  notion  that 
he  would  appoint  a  man  to  an  office  who 
had  made  an  advance  to  his  son,  and  that 
•on  having  recommended  him  to  his  post  ? 
I  should  have  thought  that  if  such  a  question 
had  been  put  to  the  Lord  High  Chancellor 
of  England  he  would  have  scouted  the  no- 
tion as  an  impossibility.  I  think  that  one 
sentence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  goes  more 
to  condemn  him  than  the  whole  of  the 
evidence. 

I  have  asked  the  House  to  judge,  not 
upon  the  one  case  only,  but  upon  the 
two — the  Edmunds'  case  as  well  as  the 
other.  The  Committee  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  have  reported,  in  substance, 
that  Mr.  Edmunds,  having  been  guilty  of 
defalcations  in  the  several  offices  he  held, 
amounting  to  want  of  personal  integrity, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  he  would  not 
stand  in  the  way  of  his  retiring  upon  a 

Ginsion.  He  presented  a  petition  to  the 
ottse  of  Lords  from  Mr.  Edmunds,  ask- 
ing for  a  pension*  and  did  not  apprise  the 
Committee  who  took  that  petition  into  con- 
aideration  of  what  Mr.  Edmunds'  irregu- 
larities had  been.  In  the  case  of  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court  the  Lord  Chancellor 
himself  signed  the  order  for  Mr.  Wilde's 
pension  after  having  called  upon  him  to 
ahow  cause  in  open  court  why  he  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  his  office.  In  the  other 
case,  it  not  being  in  his  province  himself 
to  grant  the  pension,  he  connived — I  do 
not  wish  to  use  a  harsh  expression — he 
was  privy  to,  and  allowed  the  Committee 
to  grant  that  pension,  he  himself  being 
cognisant  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  not 
granting  it,  without  informing  the  Com- 
mittee of  those  reasons.  The  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  acquitted  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  any  improper  motive.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ac- 
quitted him  of  OTerything  bat  haste  and  want 


of  caution  iu  granting  the  retiring  pension, 
I  say  that,  putting  these  cases  together, 
they  show  a  moral  obtuseness  on  the  part 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  whichi  in  my  judgi* 
ment,  and  I  think  in  the  judgment  of  the 
House  and  the   country,  disqualifies  him 
from  discharging  those  grave  duties  that 
belong  to  his  office.    Sir,  when  this  retiring 
pension  had  been  granted  under  these  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  to  Mr.  Edmunds 
— thnt  pension  now  most  righteously  re- 
scinded—  who  was  put  into  the  place  vacated 
by  Mr.  Edmunds  ?    The  Lord  Chancellor's 
son.  Now,  I  have  not  a  word  ^o  say  against 
Mr.   Slingsby  Bethell 's  character.     I  be- 
lieve that  he  is  quite  a  proper  person  to 
hold  that  office.     But  I  say  that  a  man  of 
nice  sensibilities  would  have  paused  before 
he  filled  up  with  his  son  a  place  that  had 
been  vacated  in  such  a  way.     I  impute  no 
improper  motives  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
this  case,  but  I  say  that  it  has  had  a  bad 
effect  in  the  country.     It  has  led  people  to 
think    that  the  object  to  he  attained  in 
granting  a  retiring  pension  was  a  vacancy. 
It    has  given  rise  to  the   suspicion  that 
the  object  was  a  vacancy.     I  do  not  im- 
pute that  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  it 
has  induced  people  to   think  so.     When 
these  facts  come  before  the  public  they 
do  not  enter  into  the  evidence  so  nicely 
as  we  do  here.     They  do  not  temper  jus- 
tice with   mercy,  as  we  are  prepared  to 
do  now.      When   the   facts  came    before 
them  that  Mr.  Edmunds,  a  defaulter,  was 
allowed,  with   the   sanction  of   the   Lord 
Chancellor,  to  retire  from  his  office,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  second  son  was  put 
in  his  place  ;  that  Mr.  Wilde  was  allowed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  upon  an  insuffi- 
cient medical   certificate,   to  retire   from 
his  office  with  a  pension  ;  and  that  a  gen- 
tleman had  been  appointed  to  succeed  him 
who   had   lent   to    another  son    £1,050, 
can  we  wonder  that  the  public  should  draw 
their  own  conclusions  ?    I  acquit  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  any  corrupt  motives,  either 
in  making  the  vacancy  or  in  filling  up  the 
appointment ;  but  I  say  that  he  has  given 
great  occasion  of  scandal  in  the  country. 
He  has  led  people  to  think  that  places  cau 
be  obtained  by  corrupt  means,  and  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  does  not  stand  too  nicely 
upon  reasons  for  removing  one  man  and 
putting  in  another.     And  I  say  that  this 
state  of  things,  this  want  of  vigilance,  this 
supineness,  this  indifference— I  might  al- 
most say  this  fatuous  eimplicity,  if  such 
words  can  be  applied  to  such  a  man  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor — I  say  that  the  un|tts-. 
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pioiouBness  that  hM  enabled  his  Bnbordi- 
nates  and  those  around  him  to  practise 
that  corruption  irhich,  I  admit,  he  himaeW 
is  free  from,  is  almost  as  bad  for  the  coun- 
try, although  not  for  himself,  as  if  he  were 
personally  guilty  of  this  corruption. 

I  have  now  concluded  my  remarks.     I 
hope   I  have  satisfied   the   House  that  I 
have  not  brought  forward  this  matter  on 
light  grounds.     I  know  not  whether  the 
majority  of  this  House  will  affirm  the  Re- 
solution that  I   place  before  them,   but  I 
feel  satisfied  that  the  country  will  think 
that  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  to  it  to  pass  in 
review  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
This  House  will  shortly  be  dissolved.     At 
erery  hustings  and  place  of  election  in  the 
eountry  the  returning  officer,  in  obedience 
to  an  Act  which,  in  our  seal  for  purity,  we 
have  passed,  will  proclaim  the  pains  and 
penalties  that  will  accrue  to  any  elector 
who  may  be  engaged  in  corrupt  proceed- 
ings.     And   I    ask,    when    that    is  read 
to    the    electors,    will    they    not   ask  — 
Is  the  Legislature  of   this   country    sin- 
cere and  earnest  ?     Is  it  only  the  corrup- 
tion of    £10  householders,  freemen,  and 
liverymen   that    they   are   so   anxious    to 
punish,  or  will  they  punish  corruption  per- 
vading the  functionaries   of   the    highest 
Court  of  the  kingdom,  and  unchecked  by 
the  highest  Judge  of  the  land  ?     I  have 
done  my  part  towards  finding  an  answer  to 
these  questions.     I  now  ask  the  House  to 
consider  this  question  calmly  and  judicially, 
as  I  have  endeavoured  to  do.     I  ask  them 
to  do  so  without  reference  to  party.    I  ask 
them  to  give  to  the  Resolution   which  I 
have  the  honour  to  propose  such  considera- 
tion as  may  satisfy  their  own  consciences 
and  the  houour  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  this  House,  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court,  discloses  that  a  great  facility  exists  for  ob- 
taining Public  Appointments  by  corrupt  means ; 
and  that  such  Evidence,  and  also  that  taken  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
ease  of  Leonard  Edmunds,  and  laid  before  this 
House,  shows  a  laxity  of  Practice  and  want  of 
oaution,  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  Pub- 
lic Officers  over  whose  heads  grave  charges  are 
impending,  and  in  filling  up  the  vacancies  made 
by  the  retirement  of  such  Officers,  whereby  great 
encouragement  has  been  given  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices ;  and  that  such  laxity  and  want  of  caution, 
even  in  the  absence  of  any  improper^motive,  are, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  highly  reprehensible, 
and  calculated  to  throw  discredit  on  the  adminis- 
^tion  of   the  Digh  Offices  of   Stote."— (ifr. 

Hr.JIunt 


Thb    lord    ADVOCATE:     Sir.   I 
very  gladly  acknowledge  the  tone  of  mode- 
ration and  temper  in  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  dealt  with  this  very  important 
subject.     It  may,  perhaps,  be  not  without 
significance  to  consider  for  a  moment  what 
the  effect  of  laying  the  evidence  before  the 
House  and  the  public  has  been — for  if  we 
had  come  to  a  Resolution  on  this  very  grave 
question  some  days  ago  upon  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mallow 
(Mr.  Longfield),  we  should,  upon  the  ad- 
mission of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt), 
have   proceeded  upon  grounds  for   which 
there  was    not  a  shadow   of    foundation. 
Sir,  the  other  day  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Viscount  Cranbourne)  seemed  to  suggest 
that  I  ought  not  to  take  any  part  in  this 
discussion,  and  that  I  could  not  do  so  with- 
out an  appearance  of  partiality.     I  suppose, 
because  the  House  did  me  the  honour  of 
putting  me  on  the  Committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  examining  the  witnesses,  the  noble 
Lord  assumed  that  I  could  not  give  my 
opinion  of  the  case  without  prejudice.    I 
am  surprised  at  such  an  objection  coming 
from  the  noble  Lord.     I  am  surprised  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  recollect  that  on  a  former 
occasion  he   occupied   an  exactly  similar 
position.     This  House,  urged  thereto  verj 
much  by  the  noble  Lord,  had  driven  another 
very  eminent  Member  of  the   Government 
from  ofiice,  by  a  vote  which  I  rather  think 
now  every  Member  of  this  House  who  voted 
upon  the  subject  regrets.     The  noble  Lord 
sat  upon  the  Education  Committee  of  last 
year  ;    but,    notwithstanding,    he  did  not 
think  it  unsuitable  for  him  after  the  Report 
I  had  been  made  to  the  House  to  take  a 
great,  a  strong,  and  a  leading  part  in  the 
discussion  of  the  Report.     Therefore  I  do 
not  think  I  can  be  justly  accused  of  entering 
upon  this  matter  with  prejudice.     Having 
had  the  great  advantage  of  hearing   the 
evidence  from  day  to  day,  of  seeing  the 
witnesses  under  examination,  and  of  hesr- 
ing  the   discussions  which  took«  place  in 
Committee,  1  now   offer  on  behalf  of  one 
who  if  he  had   been  present   would  have 
needed  no  such  assistance — on   behalf  of 
the  Lord    Chancellor    in  hia   absence,  to 
state  to  the  House  the  views  which  occur 
to  me  upon    the  evidence.     In    the  first 
place,  I  quite  admit  that  the  House  should 
be  sensitively  jealous  of  that  which  ia  up- 
permost in  the  minds  of  men  in  oonnection 
with  this  subject — namely,  the  purity  of 
official  administration.     But  there  are  otlier 
matters  also  which  the  House  will  do  well 
to  consider.     There  ha4  been  laid  open 
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ihe  Lord  Chaneellor  a  great  Tarietj  of  iro- 
putations,  tome  of  them  not  of  the  moat 
eoDsistent  kind.  He  has  heen  aceuBed  of 
undue  leniency  one  daj  and  of  undue  boto- 
ritj  the  next.  It  has  turned  out  that  the 
orif^inal  imputation  made  in  this  Houae 
with  regard  to  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court  rests  on  no  foundation  whatever. 
The  suggestion  was  that  Mr.  Wilde  had 
been  called  on  to  resign  and  had  refused, 
and  that  Mr.  Welch  had  been  appointed  to 
occupy  his  office  until  Mr.  Bethell's  out- 
lawry should  be  reversed.  That,  however, 
has  turned  out  to  be  quite  false.  Now  we 
have  had  certain  other  imputations  made, 
which  have  been  withdrawn,  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  those  impu- 
tations are  not  now  made  ;  but  it  is  well 
to  remember  thnt  they  have  been  made, 
and  that  it  is  difficult  for  the  most  impartial 
man  to  shake  himself  free  from  the  preju- 
dices  which  have  been  raised.  I  approach 
the  consideration  of  this  question,  there- 
fore, with  great  anxiety,  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  give  that  indulgence  which  a 
judicial  tribunal  alwnys  gives  to  statements 
which  are  made  in  behalf  of  a  person 
against  whom  grave  charges  have  been 
made. 

Now,  this  Resolution,  or  series  of  Reso- 
lutions, seems  to  me  to  allege  nothing  that 
I  quite  understand,  but  to  suggest  a  great 
deal  which  it  does  not  express.  The  Com- 
mittee chosen,  and  most  properly  chosen, 
from  the  Members  of  this    Bouse,  have 

f'ven  their  deliverance  in  this  matter,  and 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
would  have  done  well  to  content  themselves 
with  the  verdict  of  that  Committee.  How 
far  the  Resolution  before  the  House  goes 
beyond  the  Report  of  the  Committee  I  shall 
not  now  stop  to  say ;  I  will  come  to  that 
afterwards.  But  1  wish  to  recall  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Wilde 
and  the  appointntent  of  Mr.  Welch  took 
place.  I  wish  to  consider  this  question 
under  two  separate  heads.  I  will  inquire, 
firsts  into  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Wilde  and 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Welch  in  July, 
1864  ;  and  then  into  the  entirely  separate 
and  unconnected  proceedings  in  the  month 
of  February,  1865.  There  appears  to  be 
an  idea  that  there  was  some  connection 
between  the  two  ;  hut  they  are  entirely 
distinct.  What  led  to  the  proceedings 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Wilde  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  seems  to  think  that 

tbeee  proceedings  arose  from  some  sort  of 


corrupt  bargain  between  Mr.  Welch  and 
Mr.  Wilde.  [Mr.  Hunt:  I  distinctly  dis- 
claimed any  such  idea.  ]  At  all  events,  the 
real  nature  of  the  transaction  was  this  : — 
In  the  year  1864  very  great  complaints 
had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  local  Bankruptcy  Courts.  A 
Committee  was  appointed  in  that  year,  and 
has  been  again  appointed  this  year  to  in- 
quire into  the  justice  and  truth  of  those 
complaints.  So  numerous  had  the  com- 
plaints become  that  in  April,  1864,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  found  it  necessary  to  make 
an  inquiry,  not  alone  into  4he  Court  at 
Leeds,  but  into  all  the  Courts  ;  and  he 
appointed  Mr.  Ayrton,  Commissioner  of 
the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  Mr. 
Harding,  an  accountant  of  London,  to  go 
over  all  the  Courts  to  inquire.  Mr.  Miller 
was  the  Chief  Registrar,  and  he  was  exa- 
mined before  the  Bankruptcy  Committee 
on  the  3rd  of  May,  1864.  His  evidence 
will  be  found  at  page  8  of  the  Report 
of  that  year.  Mr.  Ayrton's  first  Report 
on  these  proceedings  is  also  now  printed. 
H  is  second  Report  will  be  found  at  page  36 1 . 
Therefore  the  Bankruptcy  Committee  had 
full  cognizance  of  what  was  going  on.  Mr. 
Harding  was  examined  on  the  30th  of  June 
1864,  and  he  gave  an  account  of  his  pro- 
ceedings. He  stated  that  he  went  to 
Leeds,  Birmingham,  Newcastle,  and  Not- 
tingham, and  in  all  these  places  he  found 
very  serious  grounds  of  complaint.  With 
regard  to  Leeds,  he  found  there  were 
grounds  of  complaint  against  both  the  Re- 
gistrars, the  official  assignees,  and  the 
messengers,  and  so  reported  ;  and  without 
detaining  the  House,  it  will  be  enough  to 
say  that  if  they  look  to  Mr.  Harding's 
evidence  on  the  30th  of  June,  1864,  pages 
256  and  253,  they  will  find  that  with  re- 
spect to  Newcastle,  Nottingham,  and  other 
places,  very  similar  evidence  was  given. 
Mr.  Miller  was  asked  — 

"Id  all  these  oases  are  the  persons  charged 
offered  an  opportunitj  of  making  their  defence 
and  giving  in  their  own  statement  ? — Tes,  before 
we  oonolude  any  case,  we  giro  the  examination  to 
the  individual  to  look  at,  and  ask  whether  he  has 
any  obserTation  to  make  upon  it,  and  whether 
there  are  any  corrections  which,  in  his  opinion, 
should  be  made,  and  he  has  also  an  opportunity 
of  sending  his  remarks  to  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

I  find  also,  that  the  complaints  with  regard 
to  Leeds  were  very  much  matters  of  pub- 
licity in  July,  1864.  In  the  proposed  Re- 
port on  the  22nd  of  July,  1864,  it  is 
stated  — 

'*  As  to  the  Registrars,  these  gentlemen  appear 
to  hold  an  anonialoas  position,  ocoasionall/  dis- 
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charging  the  funotioni  of  t^e  Commisaionen,  and 
when  not  so  occupied  their  duties  appear  to  be 
Buoh  as  would  be  better  discharged  by  experienced 
aeoountants  ;  their  utility  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem appears  to  be  of  an  extremely  limited  charac- 
ter :  as  to  the  control  which  should  be  exercised 
by  the  Registrars  over  the  messengers  of  the  court, 
it  appears  that  in  one  of  the  district  courts,  two  of 
the  Registrars  were  actually  under  pecuniary  obli- 
gations to  the  messengers  of  the  court,  and  had  been 
80  for  many  years.  The  Registrars  are  intrusted 
with  tho  audit  and  taxation  of  the  messengers' 
bills  of  costs  against  the  bankrupt  estate,  and  in 
the  cases  referred  to,  each  of  the  messengers  are 
reputed  to  have  overcharged  sums,  amounting  in 
one  case  to  £1,423,  and  in  the  other  to  £1,666  in 
two  years,  which  overcharges  had  been  allowed 
by  the  Heglstrars,  and  retained  by  the  messen- 
gers." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  then  engaged  in 
a  great,  an  arduouB,  and  a  thankless  task 
—one  which  was  sure  to  be  questioned, 
and  the  discharge  of  which  has  been  ques- 
tioned. He  has  found  it  his  duty  to  reflect 
upon  the  conduct  of  a  great  number  of 
individuals.  There  is  not  one  of  those 
individuals  or  one  of  their  relations  who 
does  not  feel  aggrieved  by  these  proceed- 
ings ;  and  the  House  should  take  care  not 
to  be  led  by  fine-drawn  suspicions  to  weaken 
the  hands  of  a  man  who  was  thus  address- 
ing himself  in  the  public  interest  to  a 
task  of  great  difficulty,  who  was  hampered 
by  obstacles  of  all  kinds,  and  who  was 
certain,  if  successful,  to  bring  down  upon 
himself  obloquy  from  the  friends  of  all  those 
against  whom  he  was  proceeding.  That 
was  the  duty  upon  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  engaged  when  these  affairs  be- 
gan, and  we  have  had  laid  before  the  House 
a  Return  showing  the  results  which  were 
attained.  Here  is  a  list  of  the  sums  which 
have  been  recovered  from  official  assignees 
and  messengers  in  the  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  they  amount  to  over  £20,000 
— money  recovered  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's direction  from  persons  who  had 
improperly  retained  it,  and  against  whom 
he  was  obliged  to  use  the  powers  which 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  gave  him.  It  may 
be  said,  how  does  that  bear  upon  the  pre- 
sent inquiry  ?  In  thia  way — that  it  is 
utterly  absurd  to  suppose  that  tho  Lord 
Chancellor  was  only  looking  for  Mr.  Wilde's 
place  in  instituting  these  proceedings.  The 
fact  is  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  deal- 
ing with  a  large  question,  affecting  others 
as  well  as  Mr.  Wilde  ;  and,  having  sat  upon 
the  Bankruptcy  Committee,  I  appeal  to 
every  Member  of  it  whether  the  evils  that 
had  to  be  redressed  were  not  of  the  moat 
crying  character.  In  regard  to  the  Leeds 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  did  the  Lord  Charl- 
ie iford  Advocate 


cellor  mark  out  Mr.  Wilde  aa  a  Victim  •im* 
ply  because  he  wanted  hia  ofllce  for  some- 
body else  ?  Let  us  see  what  took  place,  and 
in  doing  so  it  will  be  seen  that  the  dates 
are  very  material,  and  that  they  for- 
tunately show  that  the  accusations  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  this  head  are  en- 
tirely baseless.  On  the  7th  May,  Mr.  Miller, 
who  for  twenty  years  had  been  the  Chief 
Registrar,  and  in  whom  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor,  like  his  predecessors,  was  ac- 
customed to  repose  considerable  confldence, 
wrote  to  Mr.  Tern  pier,  one  of  the  mes- 
sengers at  Leeds,  requiring  him  to  pay 
£1,600.  The  other  messenger  and  the 
two  official  assignees  received  similar 
notices.  They  paid  the  sums  found  due 
from  them,  and  so  did  the  other  messenger ; 
but  Mr.  Templer  refused.  He  was  accord- 
ingly served  with  a  notice  to  come  into 
court  and  defend  himself,  and  on  the  2nd 
of  July,  1864,  he  was  suspended  until  be 
should  come  in.  He  came  on  the  23rd  of 
July,  three  days  before  the  letter  wu 
written  to  Mr.  Wilde  ;  he  was  heard  by 
counsel  ;  the  case  was  fully  considered, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  gave  judgment, 
ordering  him  to  pay  the  balance  ;  hut  when 
the  balance  was  paid  the  suspension  vu 
removed,  and  Mr.  Templer  was  allowed  to 
retain  his  office.  It  has  been  aaid  that, 
because  the  Lord  Chancellor  required  Mr. 
Wilde  to  do  what  he  required  Mr.  Templer 
to  dO|  it  is  evident  that  his  Lordship  de- 
sired Mr.  Wilde's  office,  and  that  Mr. 
Wilde  had  no  chance  of  a  fair  hearing. 
But  Mr.  Wildo  knew  what  had  heen  done 
in  Mr.  Tempter's  case,  and  knew  that  Mr. 
Templer  had  not  been  dismissed,  but  had 
simply  been  obliged  to  pay  over  the  balanee. 
Mr.  Wilde  was  only  one  of  numerous  de* 
linquents  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  against 
whom  proceedings  were  taken.  Mr.  Payne 
was  in  the  same  position.  He  has  made 
a  communication  to  me  with  regard  to  my 
observations  the  other  night.  All  I  cao 
say  is  that  I  have  no  desire  to  make  ac- 
cusations against  him,  and  only  use  his 
case  as  illustrative  of  the  views  and  motives 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter.  On 
the  16th  of  May,  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde 
received  communications  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  effect  that  unless  they 
could  explain  certain  charges  made  against 
them  by  Mr.  Ayrton,  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, they  would  be  served  with  notice 
to  show  cause  why  they  should  not  bo 
dismissed.  These  charges  were  substanti- 
ally as  follows: — First,  that  they  had  nn- 
duly  certified  tha^  OiN:^Mi^  j^iscoumLa  bad 
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bean  •anotioned  bj  Mr.  AyrtoQ  whieb  bad 
not  been  so  sanctioned  by  him  ;  secondly, 
that  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taxing 
the  bills  of  the  messengers  without  calling 
for  the  production  of  the  necessary  Touch- 
ers ;  and  thirdly,  that  they  had  borrowed 
money  both  from  the  official  assignees  and 
messengers,   thereby  destroying  their  in- 
dependence  and   efficiency.      Mr.    Payne 
and  Mr.  Wilde  totally  denied  the  truth  of 
these  charges.     With  respect  to  the  bor- 
rowing of  money,  they  said  that  this  was 
an  old  story,  and  that  they  were  sorry  they 
had  done  so,  but  that  the  money  was  now 
repaid.    As  to  the  auditing  by  Mr.  Ayrton. 
Mr.  Wilde  explained  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  state  that  the  Commissioner  had  sanc- 
tioned these  identical  accounts,   but  thai 
be  had  sanctioned  accounts  with  similar 
charges  in  them,   and  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  proceed  upon  that  footing.     As 
to  not  requiring  vouchers  from  the  mes- 
sengers, Mr.  Wilde  said  he  did  not  think 
he  could  go  wrong  in  auditing  his  accounts 
as  his  predecessors  had  done.     This  ex- 
planation went  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  abont 
the  20th  of  May.     Before  deciding  whe- 
ther he  would  require  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr. 
Wilde  to  show  cause  why  they  should  not 
be   dismissed,  the  Lord  Chancellor  asked 
for  a  second  report  from  Mr.  Ajrton,  which 
was  given  on  the  3rd  of  June,  and  sent  on 
the  9th  of  June  to  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr. 
Wilde.     There  is  some  dispute  as  to  whe- 
ther copies    of   that   second   report  ever 
reached  them.     The  point  is  of  no  great 
moment,  but  these  facts  do  appear — that 
eopies  were  made  of  this  additional  report 
on  tlie  9th  of  June ;  that  both  Mr.  Payne 
and   Mr.  Wilde  knew  that  such  a  report 
had  been  ma<]e,  for  Mr.  Wilde  had  said  so 
before  the  26th  of  July;  and  that  they 
had  both  received  a  blank  envelopo  coming 
from  the  Registrar's  office,  and  had  never 
Inquired  what  that  envelope  contained.     I 
think    we  may   assume   that  this   report 
reached  them  about  the  9th  of  June — at 
all  events,   the  Lord   Chancellor  had   no 
reason  to  suppose  it  had  not  —  and  that 
down  to  the  26th  of  July  they  had  given 
no  reply.     Now,  up  to  the  26th  of  July 
there  was  no  suspicion  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
eellor's  motives  in   this  matter,  and  it  is 
not  enough  to  acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  corrupt  motives — the  question  is,  whether 
he  was  not  proceeding  in  the  ordinary  dis- 
charge of  a  public  duty  ?  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  Hunt)  said,   that  at  that  time 
there  were  relations  between  Mr.  Welch 
and  Mr.  Richard  BetbelL    3ut  what  were 


the  relations  between  father  and  son  at 
that  date  and  two  months  before  ?  On  the 
13th  of  May,  1864,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
received  information  which  led  him  on  the 
14th  to  write  to  Mr.  Miller  stating  that  his 
son  could  no  longer  be  allowed  to  hold  his 
office.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr. 
Bethell  could  not  have  been  fit  for  his 
office  in  1863.  But  if  hon.  Members  will 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Skirrow 
(Question  2,665)  they  will  find  that  al- 
thouj^h  Mr.  Bethell  had  previously  been  a 
source  of  discomfort  to  his  father,  he  hnd 
for  a  considerable  time  previous  to  1863 
been  living  quietly,  and  had  given  hopes 
that  his  former  errors  had  been  repented 
of.  His  father,  therefore,  thought  he  might 
be  appointed  to  his  office  in  1863,  and 
the  duties  of  that  office  he  continued  to 
discharge  without  complaint  down  to 
1864.  It  seems  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  have  made  in- 
quiry into  something  as  to  which  he  bad 
no  suspicion.  But  did  he  hesitate  for  a 
moment  as  to  his  course  of  proceeding  ?  I 
shall  not  read  the  letters,  but  I  must  say 
they  are  creditable  to  the  sternness  and  re- 
solution of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  al- 
though Mr.  Miller  begged  for  leniency,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  show  none.  It  is 
said  that  Mr.  Bethell  went  abroad  because 
he  was  abliged  to  fly  from  his  creditors. 
But  that  is  not  the  fact — it  was  the  Lord 
Chancellor  who  insisted  that  he  should  go 
abroad.  Surely,  it  is  enough  to  show  the 
utter  folly  of  the  imputations  that  Mr. 
Wilde  was  to  be  driven  out  of  his  office  for 
the  benefit  of  Mr.  Bethell,  when,  at  the 
moment,  proceedings  were  going  on  against 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  Lord  Clianoellor  had  meted 
out  much  more  rigid  apd  speedy  justice  to 
this  son  of  his,  whose  interests  it  was  sup- 
posed he  was  promoting  by  the  sacrifice  of 
Mr.  Wilde.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Miller's  re- 
monstrance the  Lord  Chancellor  wrote, 
stating  that  he  would  accept  an  act  on  Mr. 
Richard  Betheirs  resignation,  and  these 
were  the  terms  in  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor wrote  to  Mr.  Skirrow — 

*<  After  a  sleepless  night  I  can  think  of  nothing 
better  than  the  oonolusions  I  meritioned  yesterday. 
It  is  useless  to  attempt  to  make  any  arrangoment 
founded  on  his  retaining  his  oflBce.  It  would  be 
discreditable  to  me  his  being  allowed  to  remain. 
He  must  leave  the  coantry  immediately ;  Germany 
will  be  the  best  place  of  residence,  but  care  must 
be  taken  to  fix  it  in  a  country  where  the  foreign 
holder  of  one  of  his  acceptances  could  not  sue 
him.  All  that  he  can  do  is  to  devote  himself  to 
the  education  of  his  children  abroad.  It  will  be 
greatly  for  the  future  benefit  of  his  sons  if  they 
become  good  German  and  Frsnoh  Soholars.    I 
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thall  not  listen  to  any  proposal  for  his  return  to 
this  country  for  some  years." 

That   was   the    wav   in    which   the  Lord 
Chancellor  wrote  about  a  son  who,  it  is 
now  assumed,  had  so  much  influence  over 
him    that  he  was  listening  to   that  son's 
opinion  as  to  how  public  offices  should  be 
filled.     It  is  not  fair  that  a  great  reputa- 
tion should  be  imperilled  on  suspicions  and 
surmises  like  these.     That  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  sincerely  indignant  to  the  heart's 
core  nt  what  had  occurred,  and  that  he 
was  determined  that  no  parental  feeling 
should  prevent  him  from  dealing  out  jus- 
tice to  his  son,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  and 
I  cannot  understand  how  it  could  possibly 
be  imagined  that  Mr.  Bethell,  who  at  that 
time  was  under  a  cloud  so  dark,  should 
have  the  slightest  influence  in  regard  to 
the  proceedings  which  the  Lord  Chancellor 
took.     Mr.  Bethell  went  abroad,  and  came 
back  in  September  without  the  leave  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  never  heard  of 
him  excepting  upon  one  occasion  bj  letter. 
If  there  is  justice  in  this  House — and  I 
am  sure  there  is — I  am  sure  that  not  a 
single  man,  laying  his  hand  upon  his  heart, 
would  say  that  from    the   13th  of  May, 
when  the  thunder-cloud  broke   upon  the 
Lord    Chancellor,    down    to    the    present 
time — at   all   events   down    to   February, 
1865,  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  influence  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  filling  up  of  these 
offices.     But  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Welch  had 
some  influence,  and   it  is  insinuated  that 
that  was  the  reason  why  Mr.  Wilde  was  so 
summarily  dismissed  and  that  Mr.  Welch 
obtained   the  office.      The    hon.   Member 
•tates  that  Mr.  Miller  was  Mr.  Bethell's 
friend.       He    was,   and    he   did,   whether 
wisely  or  not,  his  best  to  keep  Mr.  Bethell 
in  office;  but  from  the  15th  of  May,  1864, 
until  February,  1865,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
never   saw    or    heard   from    Mr.   Bethell. 
Therefore  Mr.  Bethell's  influence  could  not 
have  operated  in  his   mind  ;  and,  as  for 
Mr.  Welch,  he  knew  nothing  about  him 
except  that  in  December  he  heard  that  Mr. 
Welch  was  applying  for  office.     The  hon. 
and    learned    Member    for    Mallow    (Mr. 
Longfield)  stated  the  other  night  that  be- 
tween the   15th  of  May  and  the  26th  of 
July,  Mr.  Bethell    and   Mr.   Welch  were 
applying  to  Mr.  Miller  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  a  vacancy  in  Mr.  Wilde's  office; 
but,  unless  my  memory  deceives  me,  there 
is  not  a  word  to  that  effect  in  the  evidence. 
The  evidence  is  conclusive  that  Mr.  Miller 
had  no  communication  with  Mr.  Welch  ; 


with  Mr.  Welch  the  Lord  Chanoellor  had 
no  means  whatever  of  suspecting  their  ex- 
istence.    The  hon.  Member  who  has  pro- 
posed  the   present    Motion    (Mr.    Hoot), 
pressed  by  the  necessities  of  his  position, 
says  he  does  not  mean  to  charge  the  Chan- 
cellor with  knowing  anything  about  tliese 
proceedings  ;  but  that  he  ought  to  have 
guessed  what  was  going  on.    Why  ?    The 
Lord  Chancellor  received  testimonials  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Welch  from  leaders  of  the 
Northern  Circuit.     But  then,  aaid  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  these  testimonials  are  easily 
given  in  favour  of  any  member  of  the  Bar. 
I  hope  not ;  bnt,  if  so,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Resolutions  had  much   better  have 
been  directed  against  the  leaders  of  the 
Northern  Circuit  than    against   the  Lord 
Chancellor.     Those  gentlemen   were  per- 
sons of  great  name,  and  if  their  testimo- 
nials are    misleading,  how    is    the    Lord 
Chancellor  to  protect  himself  against  being 
deceived  ?      I,  however,  am    eertain  that 
not  a  single  gentleman  would  have  pot  his 
hand  to  these  testimonials  while  entertain- 
ing a  different  opinion.     The  Lord  Chsn- 
cellor    gave    these    recommendations   the 
weight  he  thought  they  deserved,  and  the 
testimonials  were  to  be  found  entered  opoo 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  patronage  book,  on 
the  21st  of  May,  1864.  after  the  disgrace 
of  Mr.  Richard   Bethell,  and  after  he  bad 
ceased  to  have   any  communication  with 
his  father.     With  regard  to  these  transae- 
tions  Mr.  Miller's  conduct  does  not  appetr 
very  satisfactory,  though  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  there  is  any  ground  to  impute  to 
Mr.  Miller  the  slightest  motive  as  regards 
his  own  personal  advantage.    He,  honrever, 
seems  not  to  have  exercised  hia  fonetiom 
with  prudence  in  so  important  an  affair, 
.being  acted  upon  by  the  sorrow  he  felt  for 
the  young  man  whose  name  was  so  moeh 
mixed  up  in  these  proceedings.     Be  that 
as  it  may,  it  is  plain  that  Mr.  Miller  wu 
not   actuated    by   any    motivea    with  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Wilde's  office,  because  it  wu 
on  the  1 6th  of  May  that  he  states  head- 
vised  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  dismiss  both 
Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  together  on  the 
ground  of  Mr.  Ayrton's  report.     Now  we 
come   to  the   26th   of  July.       The  Lord 
Chancellor  had  waited  for  nearly  six  weeks, 
or  from  the  9th  of  June,  the  date  when 
he  supposed  that  copies  of  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner  Ayrton's  report   had  been  sent  to 
Mr.  Wilde  and   Mr.  Payne  ;    and  in   the 
meantime  he  had  been  considering  the  ease 
of  Mr.  Tempter,  who  manfully  came  fbr- 
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and  to  shoir  eanse  why  he  should  not  be 
dismissed.  He  did  show  such  cause,  and 
he  was  not  dismissed.  If  Mr.  Wilde  and 
Mr.  Payne  had  taken  the  same  course, 
they  would  have  received  an  equally  fair 
hearing.  But  on  the  26th  of  July,  no 
answer  being  returned  by  them,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  felt  that  that  could  not  be  al- 
lowed to  go  on  inde6nitely,  and  said  to 
Mr.  Miller,  "  You  must  write  and  tell  Mr. 
Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde  that  they  must  come 
and  show  cause  in  open  court  why  they 
should  not  be  dismissed."  I  believe  that 
Mr.  Payne  holds  that  he  has  been  very 
illused,  that  there  was  no  ground  for  his 
dismissal,  and  that  he  had  not  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  heard.  Far  be  it  from  me 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  on  that  point ; 
buty  be  that  as  it  may,  was  there  any 
motive  in  regard  to  Mr.  Wilde's  case  that 
did  not  equally  exist  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Payne's  ?  Was  there  any  proUgi  of  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell's  waiting  for  Mr.  Payne's 
place  also  ?  We  know  that  Mr.  Payne, 
like  Mr.  Wilde,  applied  for  his  retiring 
pension;  we  know  that  Mr.  Miller  prepared 
the  petition  for  the  retiring  pension  for  Mr. 
Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne,  doing  precisely  the 
same  thing  for  the  one  as  he  did  for  the 
other,  and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
filling  up  Mr.  Payne's  place  as  he  did 
Mr.  Wilde's,  did  not  proceed  upon  any  per- 
sonal grounds,  but  appointed  Mr.  Stephens, 
whom  he  had  never  seen  in  his  life,  but 
whom  he  knew,  as  the  editor  of  a  profes- 
sional work  of  some  merit,  to  be  a  fit  per- 
son for  the  vacant  office.  No  doubt,  Mr. 
Miller  wrote  in  a  strain  which  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  approve,  and  1  entirely 
concur  in  their  opinion  on  that  point.  In 
his  letter  he  confused  two  matters  which 
ought  to  have  been  kept  entirely  distinct 
—namely,  the  question  of  Mr.  Wilde's 
showing  cause  why  he  should  not  be  dis- 
missed, and  the  question  of  a  retiring  pen- 
sion. I  think  the  two  things  are  so  dis- 
tinct that  they  ought  to  be  in  separate 
hands.  But,  be  that  as  it  may,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  gave  no  authority  for  this  part 
of  Mr.  Miller's  conduct.  It  is  said  that 
Mr.  Miller's  letter  was  couched  in  threaten- 
ing and  startling  language — that  he  said 
Mr.  Wilde  must  reply  by  return  of  post  as 
to  whether  he  would  resign  his  office  or 
not.  At  first  sight  it  does  seem  strong  ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  matter 
was  no  new  one  to  Mr.  Wilde;  he  had  had 
information  that  such  a  notice  would  be 
served  upon  him  as  far  back  as  the  16th 
of  May.    Aeoording  to  his  own  statement 


Mr.  Miller  had  waited  six  weeks  for  an 
answer,  and  was  quite  entitled  to  one.  Be- 
sides this,  Mr.  Miller's  letters  are  all  per- 
emptory—  his  is  not  the  polite  style  of 
letter  writing.  If  you  look  to  the  Report 
of  the  Bankruptcy  inquiry,  you  will  find 
that  Mr.  Miller  adopts  a  similar  style  in 
other  portions  of  his  correspondence.  He 
wrote,  for  example,  to  Mr.  Templer  about 
jS  1,100  which  Mr.  Templer  owed;  and, 
although  that  may  be  a  sum  not  always 
at  the  command  of  a  messenger  in  bank- 
ruptcy at  an  hour's  notice,  Mr.  Miller  pen* 
emptorily  required  it  to  be  sent  by  the 
next  morning.  With  regard  to  the  medical 
certificate,  the  Committee  express  the  opi- 
nion that  the  Lord  Chancellor  acted  with 
undue  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  allowing 
Mr,  Wilde  to  retire  upon  a  pension.  I 
will  not  dispute  that  proposition,  although 
I  think  the  words  are  rather  stronger  than 
is  necessary.  It  is  very  easy,  when  yon 
have  the  whole  surrounding  circumstances 
before  you,  and  are  arguing  this  matter 
with  something  of  the  bias  of  certain  quar- 
ters— it  is  very  easy  to  apply  the  plummet 
and  the  rule,  and  to  say  it  was  not  right 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  allow  a  retiring 
pension  under  such  circumstances.  In  my 
opinion  that  letter  was  sufficient  if  it  were 
right  to  allow  Mr.  Wilde  to  retire  at  all. 
But  we  have  seen,  not  only  in  this,  but 
also  in  the  Edmunds'  case,  how  facile  is 
the  transition  from  the  accusation  of  driv- 
ing an  innocent  man  out  of  his  office  to  the 
accusation  of  granting  a  guilty  man  a 
pension.  Whether  the  Lord  Chancellor 
gave  this  case  all  the  consideration  which 
it  demanded  is  quite  a  different  question. 
But  you  must  look  at  how  the  matter 
stands.  The  charges  against  Mr.  Wilde 
have  been  brought,  more  or  less,  against 
the  officers  of  all  these  Courts.  They  have 
all  failed  sufficiently  to  audit  their  accounts 
— they  have  all,  or  at  least  a  great  many 
of  them  have,  certified  accounts  without 
the  proper  vouchers.  What  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  with  Mr.  Wilde  he  must  have 
done  with  them  all.  If  he  was  prepared 
to  dismiss  Mr.  Wilde  without  a  pension, 
he  must  be  ready  to  deal  in  the  same 
manner  with  Mr.  Payne,  an  old  public 
servant  of  eighty-two.  If  that  was  just, 
of  course  he  was  bound  to  do  it ;  but  in 
carrying  out  a  great  reform  of  a  system 
like  that,  was  it  not  a  fair  matter  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  whether  he 
should  proceed  with  an  amount  of  severity 
towards  individuals  with  which  public  opi- 
nion might  not  sympathiae»  and  against 
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which  local  opinion  onquestionablj  would 
Btrongljr  rebel  ?  I  say  that  that  was  a 
point  which  a  Btatesman  waa  entitled  to 
consider.  What  were  the  circumstancea 
themaelves?  The  Edmunds'  case  has 
no  analogy  to  this.  That  was  a  oaaa 
of  personal  defalcation,  where  the  party 
was  accused  of  failure  of  duty  for  his 
own  personal  advantage.  There  was 
no  such  charge  against  Mr.  Wilde. 
He  was  accused  of  borrowing  money 
from  his  subordinate  officer,  but  the 
amount  was  small,  and  he  had  repaid  it; 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  might  haf  e  been 
content  to  administer  a  reprimand.  Mr. 
Wilde  said  that  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton 
had  certified  accounts  when  he  really  had 
not;  but  his  explanation  was,  that  he 
meant  that  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton  had 
certified  the  same  charges  in  the  accounts 
of  the  previous  year.  He  was  accused  of 
not  examining  sufficiently  into  the  vouchers 
of  the  messengers;  and  his  answer  was, 
that  that  was  true,  but  that  he  had  only 
followed  the  example  set  him  by  Mr.  Payne. 
We  know  that  it  is  not  so  very  long  ago 
since  charges  for  travelling  expenses  wore 
made  as  a  matter  of  course — that  is  to  say, 
that  officers  who  had  not  actually  incurred 
them  claimed  and  obtained  payment  for 
them.  I  am  glad  that  the  public  officers 
are  now  better  regulated.  Well,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  to  ask  himself  the 
question,  "  Am  I  to  turn  this  man  out  of 
his  office  without  any  allowance,  or  am  I 
simply  to  let  him  remain  in  office?*'  I 
think  it  would  have  been  a  harsh  sentence 
upon  Mr.  Wilde  to  have  turned  him  out 
summarily.  The  Lord  Chancellor  thought 
so,  and  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  that  if  he 
had  acted  with  the  rigour  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  now  seem  to  ap- 
prove, they  would  not  have  turned  round 
and  accused  him  of  undue  severity,  and 
have  found  just  as  good  reasons  in  their 
own  estimation  for  imputing  to  him  im- 
proper motives  or  the  exercise  of  undue 
influence  over  him.  Whatever  excuses, 
however,  might  have  been  pleaded  by  Mr. 
Wilde  for  bis  conduct,  they  might  not 
have  justified  his  being  permitted  to  retire 
on  the  allowance  awarded  to  him;  and 
certainly  no  intention  to  permit  him  to  do 
so  was  expressed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  Mr.  Miller  when  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  directed  the  latter  to  order  Mr. 
Wilde  to  appear  and  defend  himself.  There 
was  a  question  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor said  might  possibly  be  enterUined — 
BA^sly,  whether  Mr.  Wilde  should  be 
^^  Zord  AthocaU 


allowed  to  resign ;  bat  the  Lord  Chaneol* 
lor  distinctly  says  he  never  suggested  ts 
Mr.  Miller  that  Mr.  Wilde  should  be  al- 
lowed to  retire  upon  a  pension.  Whether 
Mr.  Bond,  a  solicitor  at  Leeds,  is  altoge- 
ther a  more  impartial  judge  than  the  tri- 
bunal which  I  am  addressing  may  be 
greatly  doubted;  but  he  states  that  Mr. 
Wilde  brought  him  the  letter  directing  bim 
to  appear  and  show  cause  wlty  be  should 
not  be  dismissed.  Mr.  Bond  says,  **I 
knew  that  it  was  a  foregone  conclusion." 
How  did  he  know  that  ?  Did  Mr.  Tempter 
get  a  letter  of  that  kind,  and  did  he  not  go 
and  defend  himself  like  a  man,  and  did 
he  not  come  back  restored  to  his  office  ? 
How  did  Mr.  Bond  jump  so  rapidly  to  his 
conclusion.  It  is  plain  from  the  evidence 
that  Mr.  Bond,  to  justify  the  sentence 
which  he  passes  on  that  letter,  recom- 
mended Mr.  Wilde  to  become  a  party  to 
that  which  he  knew  to  be  a  fraud,  upon  the 
pretence  that  Mr.  Wilde  woold  not  get  jos* 
tice  if  he  went  to  defend  himself  in  open 
court.  Mr.  Hey  had  recommended  Mr.  Wilde 
to  retire  on  his  pension,  because  he  thought 
his  eyesight  had  so  much  failed.  Does 
not  that  prove  that  Mr.  Miller  was  quite 
correct  when  he  says  that  he  knew  that 
Mr.  Wilde  was  in  a  position  to  obtain  s 
certificate  to  retire  ?  Why  Mr.  Hey  wsi 
not  called  before  the  Committee  I  do  not 
know;  neither  was  Mr.  Payne,  although 
both  might  have  given  important  evidence. 
There  was  not  the  same  suggestion  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Payne;  he  was  over  age, 
and  could  retire  on  that  ground  alone.  It 
is  quite  true  that  when  the  certificate 
came  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  be  knev 
that  Mr.  Wilde's  accounts  had  been  in  so 
unsatisfactory  state.  The  Lord  Chao- 
oellor  says  so  himself.  At  the  same 
time  there  was  not  only  a  certificate,  bat 
an  affidavit  and  a  petition.  Mr.  Wilde 
says  that  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Miller. 
That,  undoubtedly,  shows  that  be  wu 
very  keen  and  absurdly  officious;  bat  Mr. 
Miller  did  for  Mr.  Payne  the  aaaie  that  ht 
did  for  Mr.  Wilde.  The  certificate  is  in 
these  terms — 

«<  Leeds,  July  38,  1864. 
**  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  beea  ooDsaltsd 
by  Mr.  Henry  S.  Wilde,  oa  aooount  of  a  frilors 
in  hiB  sight,  which  was  a  serious  hindrance  to  him 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  ofllee. 
Mr.  Wilde  first  consulted  me  in  Angnst,  186S. 
At  his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  improvemant  ia 
his  vision.— Samuu.  Hit,  F.ELG.S." 

That  was  written  by  a  man  who,  as  Mr* 
Wilde  says,  had  advised  him  to  reiirot  aad 
the  House  will  find  that  whiok  is  fei|  im« 
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Sortant  stated  in  aniwv  to  Queaiions  947, 
48.  949,  and  950— 

'*  How  would  you  reconcile  that  statement  with 
what  you  aay  in  your  petition,  that  you  hatf  for 
■ome  time  past  been  afflicted  with  a  failure  in 
your  sight,  and  that  it  has  now  become  so  serious 
that  yon  are  no  longer  able  to  perform  satisfitc- 
torily  the  duties  of  your  office  f — If  I  had  had 
work  to  execute  at  night,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
■ay  that  I  could  not  have  performed  it ;  that  I 
ibould  not  have  been  able  to  have  continued  ;  I 
haTe  had  as  manv  as  twenty  bills  to  do  by  candle- 
light, and  I  could  not  do  it.  I  may  state  that 
sometimes,  when  I  have  gone  from  Mr.  Hey's 
•teps,  I  hare  had  difficulty  to  find  my  way  down. 
And  yet  it  has  never  occurred  to  you  to  make  any 
claim  for  retiring  ? — I  did  not  do  so  ;  Mr.  Hey 
BDggeeted  to  me  that  I  should  get  relaxation,  but 
I  did  not  .find  the  inoonyenience  so  great  as  to 
induce  me  to  do  so.  Chairman:  Mr.  Hey  did 
snggost  ?— Tes,  he  did.  Colonel  Pennant :  When 
was  that  f — Some  time  before." 

It  was  merely  an  accident  that  we  disco- 
vered that  f  but  if  the  House  look  at  Mr. 
Bond's  OTidence  thej  will  find  that  he  un- 
derstood from  Mr.  Wilde  he  nerer  had  that 
advice  from  Hej.  Mr.  Wilde  himself,  in  his 
petition,  swears  to  the  following  effect. 
The  petition,  no  doubt,  was  prepared  by 
Mr.  Miller,  but  it  would  have  been  a  very 
odd  thing  for  him  to  do  so  unless  he  had 
some  reason  to  know  how  the  facts  stood. 
The  petition  is  to  this  effect — 

"  That  your  petitioner  has  for  some  time  past 
been  afflicted  with  a  failure  in  his  sight,  and  that 
the  same  has  now  become  so  serious  that  he  is 
BO  longer  able  satisfactorily  to  perform  the  duties 
of  his  office,  as  appears  by  the  certificate  of  Samuel 
Hey,  a  Fellow  of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons, 
practising  at  Leeds,  hereunto  annexed,  and  is  con- 
sequently desirous  of  retiring." 

It  that  not  true  ?  Mr.  Wilde  swears  it  is 
true  in  the  affidavit.  He  came  before  the 
Committee,  and  said  it  was  true.  It  may 
be  that  he  intended  to  struggle  on  ;  but 
that  will  make  the  affidavit  and  the  peti- 
tion false  ?  And  even  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  not  given  his  mind  to  it,  is  he 
to  be  liable  to  the  eensure  of  this  House 
because  he  permitted  Mr.  Wilde  to  resign  ? 
Payne  had  been  permitted  to  resign.  I  do 
not  ask  the  House  not  to  concur  in  that 
part  of  the  Committee's  Report,  that  it 
would  have  been  better  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  directed  his  mind  to  the 
character  of  the  certificate ;  but  I  deny 
that  the  offence  committed  is  of  that 
grave  nature  represented  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite.  It  is  not  a  condonation 
of  corrupt  practices.  The  resignation  was  a 
deserved  punishment  inflicted  on  Mr.  Wilde. 
The  two  things  are  entirely  distinct.  I 
hare  sometimes  bad  matters  of  this  kind 


to  consider,  ^nd  I  cannot  help  thinking  I 
should  have  acte4  in  the  same  manner. 
More  consideration  should  have  been  given 
to  the  nature  of  the  certificate ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
to  allow  Mr.  Wilde  to  retire  on  a  pension, 
holding  it  best  for  the  public  that  he  should 
resign.  He  was  punished  by  resigning  his 
office.  It  would  have  been  a  severe  sen- 
tence to  have  sent  him  adrift.  Corruption 
extended  to  other  Courts  as  well  as  Leeds, 
to  other  officials  as  well  as  registrars  ;  and 
I  do  not  know  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  called  upon  in  the  case  of  Wilde  to 
make  so  very  strong  and  stringent  an 
example.  But  that  is  matter  of  opinion. 
I  do  not  justify  the  Lord  Chancellor;  but 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt)  was 
himself  obliged  in  candour  to  admit  that 
you  must  deal  with  public  men  and  offices 
according  to  the  views  of  practical  life. 
Public  business  could  not  go  on  for  a  single 
day  if  a  Minister  could  not  take  for  granted 
that  a  particular  subordinate  officer  had 
performed  his  duty  and  signed  particular 
documents — if,  for  example,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  could 
not  take  Mr.  Waddington  s  word  for  a 
great  deal  that  goes  on  in  that  Office.  It 
seems  to  be  supposed  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  bound  to  suspect  Mr.  Miller. 
Mr.  Miller  had  been  for  twenty  years  at 
the  head  of  the  working  staff  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Courts,  which^  is  only  one  of 
the  onerous  duties  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
to  perform.  He  had  no  reason  to  suspect 
him.  I  have  been  most  anxious  to  see  if 
any  motive  was  attributable  to  Mr.  Miller 
which  he  was  ashamed  to  confess.  I  have 
found  none.  The  Lord  Chancellor  knew 
none ;  and  was  he,  therefore,  to  suspect 
him  of  a  gross  dereliction  of  public  duty, 
because  Mr.  Hey,  a  gentleman  well  skilled 
in  these  matters,  recommended  Mr.  Wilde 
to  retire  on  a  pension  ?  There  is  a  discre- 
pancy, I  admit,  as  to  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor's attention  having  been  called  to  the 
certificate ;  I  am  myself  inclined  to  think 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  memory  the  moro 
accurate  of  the  two.  But  when  you  have 
said  that  you  have  said  all.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  may  have  been  wanting  in  vigi- 
lance, but  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  give 
colour  to  the  idea  that  he  was  in  any  way 
cognizant  of  any  money  transactions  be- 
tween Mr.  Richard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Wilde. 
I  do  not  think  the  House  will  feel  dis- 
posed to  ffo  beyond  the  expression  of 
opinion  which  the  Committee  h^ve  placed 
on  record. 
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So  much  for  the  first  chapter  of  my 
speech.  I  have  dealt  with  the  retirement 
of  Mr.  Wilde,  and  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Welch.  When  we  are  told  that  there 
has  hcen  indecent  haste  in  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Welch,  I  ask,  how  is  that  shown  ? 
I  think  the  contrary  is  the  case.  We  all 
know  that  when  official  appointments  are 
to  be  made,  the  sooner  they  are  made  the 
better.  Then,  what  foundation  is  there 
for  this  attack  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 
It  never  had  any  foundation.  It  is  based 
upon  a  delusion.  The  money  transactions 
between  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch  could  have  no  influence  on  the 
appointment,  if  they  were  unknown  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  because  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell,  not  being  in  communication  with 
his  father  for  a  long  time,  could  not  have 
exerted  any  influence  in  the  matter.  With 
respect  to  the  transactions  between  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch,  I  think 
it  will  be  better  for  the  House  not  to  enter 
upon  that  qaestion,  especially  as  the  Com- 
mittee have  recommended  a  judicial  in- 
quiry. I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  de- 
fend Mr.  Welch  upon  his  own  statement ; 
but  still  I  cannot  accept  the  story  that  is 
told  against  him  without  some  further 
proof.  Mr.  Harding,  who  unblushingly 
comes  forward  to  confess  that  he  expected 
to  receive  a  bribe  of  £333  6<.  2>d  for 
being  the  go-between  of  Mr.  Richard 
Betliell  and  Mr.  Welch  in  the  perpetration 
of  a  corrupt  bargain,  is  not  a  wholly  reli- 
able witness.  He  is  unworthy  of  credit. 
His  story  may  be  true  or  it  may  be  false, 
but  until  he  and  a  witness  who  did  not 
think  it  prudent  to  attend  before  the  Com- 
mittee are  submitted  to  examination  upon 
oath  in  open  court,  I  cannot  consent  to 
condemn  Mr.  Welch,  although  I  cannot 
approve  his  conduct.  But,  putting  that 
aside,  and  admitting  that  Mr.  Welch  did 
advance  £500  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  in 
the  beginning  of  May,  and  that  there  have 
been  other  money  transactions  between 
them,  they  had  not  and  could  not  have  any 
connection  with  the  proceedings  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  instituted  against  Mr. 
Wilde.  I  therefore  shall  not  go  into  those 
matters.  Mr.  Welch  may  have  had  his 
own  opinion  of  what  would  follow  from  the 
advances  he  had  made  ;  but  I  say  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  not  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree implicated  with  those  transactions. 
Implicated  do  I  say  ?  There  is  not  the 
slightest  chain  of  evidence  to  connect  him 
with  transactions  of  which  he  was  pur- 
posely kept  ignorant.     The  curtain  falls 
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on  July  31.  Mr.  Wilde  had  reaigned.  He 
now  complains  bitterly  that  be  was  fright- 
ened  into  resignation  ;  but  it  waa  with  an 
alacrity  that  I  cannot  comprehend  that  he 
jumped  at  Mr.  Miller's  suggestion  and  de- 
clined to  defend  his  acts  in  coort.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  heard  no  more  onti!  Feb- 
ruary, 1865.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  went 
abroad  and  came  back  in  December,  1864. 
And  here  I  wish  the  House  to  listen  to 
two  letters  which  Mr.  Skirrow  produced 
before  the  Committee  —  thej  show  the 
strong  feeling  of  indignation  with  which 
he  looked  upon  the  career  of  hia  son.  The 
first  is  written  after  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
came  back  to  England,  and  in  which  the 

Lord  Chancellor  writes — 

*'Saiid^. 
"  My  dear  Charles, — I  am  much  disappointed 

at  your  not  coming  down  to-morrow 

At  to  Richard,  it  is  hopeless ;  let  him  onderrtaiid 
that  I  neither  can  nor  will  ask  for  any  place  lor 

him I  will  increase  his  lOlovaiioa 

to  £1,000  per  anoum  if  he  will  go  and  life  ia 
Dresden  or  some  other  proper  place,  and  edooato 
his  children  there,  where  they  can  be  well  bitmght 
up." 

I  appeal  to  all  the  Membera  of  the  Com- 
mittee whether  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Skir* 
row  did  not  produce  oouTiction  on  their 
minds.  Well,  on  the  4th  of  Janaary,  1865, 
Mr.  Skirrow  again  went  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor— and  this  is  the  account  he  gives  of 
the  interview.  He  says  that  whenever  be 
referred  to  his  son  the  Lord  Cbaneellor 
assumed  a  different  tone,  and  upon  his 
quitting  the  room  his  Lordship  put  into 
his  hand  an  envelope  containing  a  letter 
addressed  to  his  son,  which  he  told  him  to 
read.  Let  the  House  remember  that  this 
letter  is  written  by  the  man  who  on  the 
26th  of  the  same  month  is  aupposed  to 
have  been  influenced  in  the  bestowal  of  bis 
patronage  by  an  article  which  appeared  in 
some  weekly  paper.     The  letter  ran — 

**  Richard, — Nothing  will  induce  me  to  give 
you  the  place  of  Clerk  at  the  Table  if  it  shoald 
become  Tacant ;  you  have  been  a  disgraoe  and  a 
source  of  infinite  sorrow  and  reproach  to  me 
daring  the  last  ten  years.  I  have  ffifen  yoa 
eyery  opportunity  of  amendment,  bat  there  is  do 
hope  of  you,  nor  have  I  the  least  confideoee  ia 
your  ever  haTing  better  principles.  I  will  not  sss 
you  again.  Tour  best  coarse  will  be  to  go  to 
the  Continent,  and  try,  by  attention  to  yoor  wiis 
and  children,  to  make  some  amends  to  Uiem  for 
the  grievous  injury  yoa  hare  inflicted  oo  them." 

Mr.  Skirrow  did  not  deliver  that  letter,  and 
he  says  he  is  not  very  aorrj  that  be  did 
not.  On  the  18th  of  February  Hr.  Skir- 
row again  saw  the  Lord  Chancellory  who, 
so  far  from  relentingi  ahowed  atill  more 
determination — 
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-  AeoordiDg]7,  oo  Saturday,  the  18th  of  Feb-       The  onlj  thing  which  remains  for  me  to 

marj,  I  proceeded  to  Lmooln'i  Inn,  where  the  *ft„«i,  „-.«„  ;.  ♦lI  ««.♦:«:«.«  .ii^«..  ^  s,    \t 

Lord  Chiooenor  wu  ritting.    The  Lord  Chan-  Jjf  ^  T       )*"*  ^^»}^g  allowance  to  Mr. 

eeUor  had  risen  for  the  daj,  and  when  I  went  in  I  ^<>n>«nd8,  and  at   this   late    hour   of  the 

announced  te  him  what  I  had  come  about    The  Parliament  I  did  not  expect  this  matter 

Lord  Chancellor  was  Tcry  angry.    He  said  I  had  to  he  reTiTed.     It  has  heen  discussed  and 

taken  a  yeiT  great  liberty  in  pressing  for  any  ap.  aet   at  rest  in   another  place.     Now,   the 

SSn^^a%^iig"^:Ch'  LTe;rdirK  LordCbaneeHordidnotgLtMr.Bdminds' 

He  got  up  and  left  the  room,  and  went  to  his  oar-  Pension.     It  was  granted  bj  a  Committee 

riage  without  taking  any  notice  of  me.    I  think  of  the   Other  House.     The    Resolution,  I 

^  7^  ??^}^K  ^*^  A  ■*''  ^'*  Richard  Bethel!,  find,  censures  the  laxity  shown  in  granting 

edlor  at  aU."  obarge*  were  impending.    But  whj  is  that 

On  the  22nd  of  Febraary,  Mrs.  Richard  Committee  omitted  ?     Is  it  Mid  that  ther 

Bethell  made  a  heart-brealting  appeal  to  r/™  "°*  •'T*"  °^  *®  ??'*'"••  '»  "*''"'•» 

the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  which  he  so  far  ^'-  Edmunds  was  placed?     On  the  con- 

lUtened  to  that  he  said  if  Richard  Bethell  "»7'  '  '»**'«'■  «n»«8">«  that  it  has  been 

could  settle  with  his  creditors  he  would  "»?*  *»  «'«*'■  "  ?»y  *•"•*  .*''7;  *•"  «"•- 

consider  what  he  could  do  for  him.    But  **«^"""»  *>J  ^V  P^V '?  ?«"««*•"•  "'»»»«'. 

on  the  26th  he  sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow  and  "^^^  perfectly  well  informed  by  public  ru- 

told  him   that  he  regretted  even  saying  r"""x,'!"*  'T'*  «f  tl»e  P°*""*°  'I*  ''•"*''' 

■o  mnoh.  as  he  had  information  from  Paris  .**';  Edmunds  stood.     Why  are  they  not 

eoneerning  his  son's   conduct  there,  and  »n«'»ded.  then,  in  this  Resolution  ?    I  do 

nothing  should    induce  him  to  giro  him  "o* '"tend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  this 

any  place.     Then,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Miller  3"e»t'»»-     "  !»    ^    thought    worthy  of 

prepared  cerUin  appointments  in  his  office  f"""'."'*'"  **^""'?"'  other  person,  will  do  it 

in  the  confident  expectation  that  the  Lord  J"**',"®'    What  I  have  endeavoured  to  do  is 

Chancellor  would  forgive  his  son  5  but  it  ***  P'»~  ^'"^  ^l*."  ^°"."  }^^  ""*•  T'I"''; 

was  made  as  clear  as  day  before  the  Com-  oooo'to  ■"*  *"'.*'"!  Particular  case.    I  feel 

mittee  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  knew  no-  !*""«'?  "P'R  't.  because  I  think  that  the 

thing  whatover  of  this  until  he  heard  of  it  ^""^  Chancellor  has  been  subjected  to  most 

in  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee ;  that  nnwasonable  and  unfriendly  criticism  for 

it  was  entirely  Mr.  Miller's  officiousness.  ?«ts 'vhich  arose  out  of  the  purest  motives. 

How,  then,   can   that  derogate  from  the  ^nder    these  circumstances  I   feel    con- 

Lord  Chancellor's  position  it  the  matter?  ^"ced  that  the  House  wil  never  agree  to 

I  cannot  discover    the    smallest  taint  of  *H®.  J»^f?"'t«  •.•»<>  unintelligible    censure 

ignoble  motives  in  the  Lord  Chancellor's  "^'J'^  ^^l*  J*''*'^"?,  P."*®'  ^*"'.  *  °'"'  "» 

conduct;  hestondsperfectly  and  thoroughly  e«»°«"t  for  his  abilities,  who  is  an  oma- 

clear  not  only  in  my  own  mind,  but  in  nient  to  the  profession  to  which  he  belongs, 

the   minds  of  aU  who  have  studied  the  *""*  r.*"**  '°  "i"  P?*"''"  "•'1*'°  '«"  '""'"^' 

facto  of  the  case.    The  proceedings  in  re-  *'°"*'*'y   conferred  great  benefits  on  the 

gard  to  Mr.  Wilde  are  perfectly  pure  ;  the  *'*»"""■{•     ^  ''*'«  detained  the  House  at 

eonnection  between  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr.  wmewhat  greater  length  than  I  intended, 

Welch  had  no  concern  with  them.    The  •""  ^  shidl  conclude  by  moving  an  Amend- 

■ame  thing  would  have    been  done    had  "*'"•     Though  I  admit  such  an  Amend- 

their  names  never  been  mixed  up  in  the  "aent  might  have  come  more  properly  from 

affair.  Fortunirtely  for  the  Lord  Chancellor,  <>°*  '••^  7"  "«»*•  Member  of  the  Cora- 

the  coincidence  of  events  makes  it  impos-  5'?tee.yet.  as  neither  my  hon.and  learned 

■ible  that  the  charges  which  have  been  made  ^"•"">'  "»'"  "^'^'^k     .•  ^     r  'fi,  "n""' 

ean  be  true :  for  It  the  moment  the  Lord  P'.«"°*  /»  ^'^  deliberation  of  the  Com- 

Chancellor  is  representod  as  interfering  for  ^'V^'-J  "T*""!       *      ."".  v       T 

his  son's  benefit  he  was,  in  fact,  compelling  ^y  "'«'  Report,  and  am  free  to  take  such  a 

him  to  resign  his  office,  and  driving  him  ?°""«„  ^»"'  Amendment  which  I  propose 

from  the  country.    I  am  ready  to  admit  that  "  *'  '<»"0''»  '• 

the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt)       "  That  tUsHooie  having  eoniidered  the  Report 

has  treated  the  subject  with  much  more  ofthe  Select  Committee  on  the  I-oedt  Bankruptcy 

taste  and  moderation  than  was  manifested  l^^^^^  irlh^^nt'lLa  fSTwd 

on  a  prefious  occasion;  but  his  fine-drawn  are  esUblishedaoquit the  Lord  Chanoellor  from aU 

theories  as  to  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  charge  in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,  exoept 

ought  to  have  done,  are  just  as  unfounded  as  ^<^^  of  haste  and  want  of  cantion  in  granting  a 

the  direct  accusations  of  the  other  night.  P«>a<"^  to  Mr.  WUde ;  but  this  House  is  of  opinion 
YOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  sums.]  2  K 
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that  tomB  firiher  check  should  be  placed  b j  law 
upon  the  grant  of  pensioiis  to  the  holders  of  legal 
offices. 

As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  say  much.  It  is 
qnite  plain  that  it  is  not  convenient  that 
tne  granting  of  retiring  allowances  and  the 
exercise  of  patronage  should  be  placed  in 
the  same  hands.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment  is  that  the  Treasury  should  hare  a 
control  o?er  these  retiring  allowances,  as 
they  have  o?er  superannuations,  and  it 
will  relieve  the  administrators  of  patronage 
of  all  misconstructions.  Had  such  an 
arrangement  been  in  force,  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  impossible  that  such  a  charge 
as  this  should  ever  have  been  made  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  first  word  '*  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  House  having  considered  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Oourt, 
and  the  evidence  taken  by  it,  agrees  with  the 
Committee  in  the  opinion  that  the  fitots  which  are 
established  acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  all 
charge  in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,  except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  granting  a 
pension  to  Mr.  Wilde ;  but  this  House  is  of  opi- 
nion that  some  further  check  should  be  plac^ 
by  Law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions  to  the  holders 
of  legal  offices,"— (T^  Lord  Advocate,) 

•^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  that  the  House 
had  now  before  it  two  Motions — the  Reso- 
lution of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt),  and  the 
Amendment,  of  which  notice  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  E.  P.  Bou- 
yerie).  The  main  difference  between  the 
two  consisted  in  the  circumstance  that  the 
Resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend  set  out  with 
the  preamble  that — 

"  The  evidence  taken  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court 
discloses  that  a  great  facility  exists  for  obtaining 
public  appointments  by  corrupt  means." 

And  then  went  on  to  declare — 

"  That  such  evidence,  and  also  that  taken  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  case  of 
Leonard  Edmunds,  and  laid  before  this  House, 
shows  a  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  sanctioning 
the  grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  public  officers 
over  whose  head  grave  charges  are  impending, 
and  in  filling  up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retire- 
ment of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encourage- 
™*?*i^  ^«n  given  to  corrupt  practices  ;  that 
•non  laxity  and  want  of  caution;  even  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  hnproper  motive,  are,  in  the  opinion  ' 

^^J^d  Advocate 


of  this  Hoase,  highly  reprehensible,  and  eakolaied 
to  throw  discredit  on  the  administration  of  the 
high  offices  of  Sute." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman*'the  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  E.  P.  BouTerie)  omitted 
the  paragraph  which  stated  that  corrupt 
practices  had  existed,  for  the' hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  did  not  charge  then 
on  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
only  subject  matters  before  the  House  are 
the  original  Motion  and  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lord  Advocate.  No  other  Motion 
has  been  put  before  the  House. 

Mr.  HENNESST  said,  that  a  notice 
had  been  given. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  in  order  in  discussing  a  Motion  of 
which  notice  has  been  given,  but  which  is 
not  yet  before  the  House. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said, that  the  Amend- 
ment  which  the  learned  Lord  had  moved  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  related,  as  far 
as  he  could  hear— for  no  notice  had  been 
given  of  it — only  to  the  case  of  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court.      Not   one  word   was 
said  in  it  about  the  Edmunds'  case  ;  and  the 
House    would    have    observed    that    tlie 
learned   Lord  had  referred   to  that  case 
very  slightly  in  his  speech,  and  not  at  all  in 
his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Hennessy)  would  take 
the  liberty  of  recalling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  that  case,  because  it  was  one 
with  which  other  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  mixed  up,  and,  as  far  as  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Edmunds  was  contrasted 
with  that  of  Mr.  Wilde,  it  was  a  far  worse 
case  than  that  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court.     The  circumstances  attending  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  dwelt 
upon  by  the  Report  of  the  other  House  in 
language  which  was  almost  severe  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  worthy  of  no- 
tice that,  although  that  Report  was  only 
carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chair- 
man, an  Amendment  on  thai  Report,  which 
was  negatived  by  the  Chairman's  casting 
vote,  was  much  more  severe.     He  found, 
also,  that  among  the  six  Peers  whose  votes 
negatived  that  Amendment  were  the  Lord 
President  of    the   Council,  the  Dnke  of 
Somerset,  the  Earl  of  Clarendon^  and  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  so  that  four  out  of 
the  six  Peers  were  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
He  would  further  endeavour  to  show  that 
whatever  blame  was  attached  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  reference 
to  this  matter  attached  equally  to  many 
other  Members  of  the  Government.     One 
of   the  gravest    accusations  against  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  ChaDoellor  was  that 
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be  had  permitted  Mr.  Edmunds  to  resign 
two  offices  he  held,  and  to  retire  with  a 
pension  after  he  had  been  charged  with 
compounding  a  felony,  and  with  appropri- 
ating public  money.  Now,  who  besides 
the  Lord  Chancellor  knew  of  these  charges 
against  Mr.  Bdmunds,  and  of  all  the  proofs 
which  eonld  be  adduced  in  support  of  them, 
and  yet  sanctioned  his  resignation  ?  In 
the  first  place,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
listen  to  what  the  Attorney  General  stated 
before  the  Lords'  Committee  as  to  his 
knowledge  on  those  points.  The  Attorr 
ney  General  was  examined  on  the  last  day 
of  the  examination  of  witnesses  before  the 
Lords'  Committee,  and  he  informed  their 
Lordships  that  he  was  aware  of  the  trans- 
actions in  which  Mr.  Edmunds  was  con- 
cerned at  an  early  period.  It  appeared 
that  in  1862  it  was  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Attorney  General  that  a  clerk 
in  the  Patent  Office  named  Smith  had  ap- 
propriated public  money  to  his  own  use,  and 
that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  assisted  him  in 
hiding  the  proofs  of  his  offence.  It  further 
appeared  from  the  evidence  of  the  Attorney 
General  that  the  first  Report— the  Report 
of  1863 — of  Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Hind- 
march  was  submitted  to  him  not. in  his 
capacity  of  Commissioner  of  Patents,  but 
in  that  of  Attorney  General.  **  and,"  added 
the  Attorney  General,  "  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor desired  me  to  frame  charges  upon 
that  Report."     He  was  then  asked — 

*'  Toa  aooordingly  framed  the  charges  which  we 
haye  before  us  f — Tes  ;  it  was  a  sort  of  notice  to 
•how  cause.  And  you  were  aware  that  he  was  sum- 
mooed  to  show  cause  (so  to  speak )  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  two  Vice  Chancellors  ? — Yes.  You 
knew  the  daj  when  it  was  intended  that  he  should 
appear,  did  you  not  f — I  have  no  doubt  I  did,  but 
I  have  not  any  distinct  recollection  of  it.  It  was 
the  1st  of  August  ? — Yes.  No  doubt  1  knew  what 
day  was  filed.  Before  that  day  arrived  was  any 
communication  made  to  you  as  to  Mr.  Edmunds 
haTing  expressed  a  wish  to  be  allowed  to  resign 
his  office  on  paying  all  moneys  due  from  him  to 
the  Treasury  ? — I  remember  that  before  the  time 
bsd  arrived  when  tho  hearing  would  have  taken 
place,  it  was  mentioned  to  me  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  proposed  at  once  to 
give  up  that  office.  I  do  not  recollect  anything 
about  payinff ;  but  I  understood  that  he  was  to  give 
sach  an  undertaking  as  would  leave  the  question 
of  subsequent  payment  entirely  unprejudiced  by 
the  acceptance  of  his  resignation  ;  that  was  what 
I  understood  at  the  time.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  form  of  any  document  came  under  my  notice. 
I  wanted  to  know  whether  you  were  consulted  as 
to  the  propriety  of  allowing  him  to  resign  ? — I 
baTC  no  doubt  I  was.  My  own  personal  recollec- 
tion would  hardly  have  enabled  me  to  say  whether 
the  thing  was  actually  resolved  upon  before  it  was 
mentioned  to  me,  or  whether  It  was  mentioned  to 
me  first ;  it  was  about  the  same  time,  certainly ; 
bat  I  and«rstaad  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's  re- 


collection upon  the  subject  is  mors  distinct  thiM 
mine.  I  hare  no  doubt  that  it  was  mentioned  to 
me  before  the  resolution  to  accept  the  resignation 
was  taken.  The  Lord  Chancellor  says  that  yom 
concurred  in  opinion  with  him  and  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  that  Mr.  Edmunds  ihight  be  permitted 
to  resign,  upon  his  paying  his  money  over  f^M^ 
Yes;  I  had  not  the  least  doubt  about  it.  It  appeared 
to  me  that  exactly  the  same  object  vras  accom* 
plished  by  his  resignation  as  we  had  in  view- 
namely,  to  get  him  out  of  the  office ;  and  the 
ulterior  question,  as  to  the  payment  of  the  money 
or  any  further  proceedings,  appeared  to  me  to  be 
kept  precisely  as  it  stood  previously  ;  perhapa  it 
was  in  rather  a  more  favourable  position  than  if 
there  had  been  a  kind  of  rehearsal  of  the  charves 
on  that  occasion,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  &• 
missing  him  from  that  office.** 

There  was  a  very  remarkable  phrase  made 
use  of  by  the  Attorney  General  in  answer 
to  a  subsequent  question — 

*<  Our  first  object  was  to  get  rid  of  him,  and  we 
might  not  have  been  able  to  do  that  for  months^ 
perhaps,  if  we  had  not  accepted  his  resignation^ 
because  he  would  have  had  it  in  his  power  to  make 
the  usual  delays  which  any  one  can  make  who  is 
not  ready  with  his  defence,  and  all  the  time  everr- 
thing  would  have  been  in  a  state  of  confusion  in 
the  office.  I  daresay  I  may  be  wrong ;  but  t 
cannot  present  to  my  mind  a  case  in  which,  undM 
such  circumstances,  the  object  of  the  dismissal 
not  being  criminal  justice,  but  the  sole  object 
being  to  obtain  a  vacancy  in  the  office,  there  would 
have  been  sufficient  reason  for  insisting  upon  a 
form  of  trial  for  that  purpose,  when  the  man  said, 
'  I  will  give  yon  no  more  trouble  about  it ;  I  will 
resign  myself.' " 

Therefore  they  found  that  the  Attorney 
General  supported,  and  even  went  beyond 
the  view  taaen  by  the  Lord  Chancellor^ 
that  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Edmunds  was 
preferable  to  his  dismissal.  He  would 
proceed  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  the  Committee  of  the  Lorda  said 
upon  the  subject.  In  page  0  of  their  Re* 
port,  the  Committee  said— 

"  The  Committee  are  compelled  to  express  thehr 
regret  that  he  was  allowed  to  resign,  and  thereby 
withdraw  himself  from  the  impending  inquiry  be- 
fore the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellors. The  Attorney  General,  indeed,  stated 
that  in  his  opinion  it  was  desirable  at  once  to  re- 
move Mr.  Edmunds  from  his  office,  and  that  tho 
acceptance  of  this  enforced  retirement  was  pre- 
ferable to  the  delay  which  most  have  taken  place 
in  the  inquiry.  Motwithstonding  this  high  autho* 
rity,  the  Committee  are  still  of  opinion  that  the 
inquiry  ought  to  have  proceeded,  and  if  the  charffes 
which  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  formerly  called 
upon  to  answer  had  been  proved  (as  it  will 
be  presently  seen  that  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  the  principal  part  of  them  must  have 
been),  he  should  at  once  have  been  dismissed, 
leaving  it  open  to  future  consideration  whether 
ulterior  proceedings  ought  to  be  taken  against 
him." 

It  would  thus  be  seen  that  the  Committee 
differed  with  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  to  the  propriety  of  their 
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haring  allowed  Mr.  Edmonds  to  resign. 
So  far  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Attorney  General.  Bat  was  no  other 
Memher  of  the  GoTernment  cognizant  of 
what  was  going  on  ?  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, in  his  eyidenoe  before  the  Lords* 
Committee,  over  and  over  again  said  that 
he  had  informed  the  Members  of  the  Ca- 
binet of  what  he  was  doing,  and  that  he 
had  consulted  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  course  he  should  pursue 
in  the  matter ;  and,  therefore,  all  the 
Members  of  the  Government  must  have 
been  fullj  aware  of  all  the  transactions 
that  had  taken  place  in  connection  with 
Mr.  Edmunds.  One  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment must  have  been  particularly 
well  aware  of  what  was  taking  place.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  only 
as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  had  heard 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  what  had  been 
going  on,  but  he  must  have  also  heard 
of  the  transaction  at  the  Treasury, 
because  Mr.  Greenwood,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Hindmarch  sent  in 
their  reports  from  time  to  time  to  that 
department.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
oheqoer  had  also  another  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  ;  for  Mr.  William  Brougham,  in  a 
paper  laid  before  the  Committee,  made  the 
following  extraordinary  statement : — 

"When  the  dreadful  discovery,  that  he  had 
for  years  been  using  public  money  for  his  pri- 
vate purposes,  first  came  to  light,  Leman  begged 
me  to  come  up  to  London  to  assist  and  advise. 
I  at  once  took  the  journey,  and  got  to  Lon- 
don on  the  10th  of  August  last.  X  did  all  in 
my  power  to  help,  especially  by  using  my  in- 
fluence with  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  successfully ; 
from  that  time  forwards,  both  Lord  B.  and  myself 
supported  Bdmunds,  contending  and  fully  be- 
lieving that  he  had  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the 
charges  against  him." 

That  letter  was  written  long  before  the 
public  were  aware  of  the  dreadful  scandals 
which  were  then  hatching.  Mr.  William 
Brougham,  acting  as  the  friend  of  Mr. 
Edmunds,  was  striving  to  get  the  matter 
hashed  up  and  to  arrange  the  matter  so 
that  Mr.  Edmunds  might  be  allowed  to 
resign  and  not  be  dismissed;  and  he  strove 
"  successfully,"  which  word,  strange  to  say, 
was  printed  in  the  Report  in  large  capitals 
—and  perhaps  to  show  the  ability  and 
seal  with  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  carried  out  his  wishes.  HoW' 
ever  that  might  be,  at  all  events  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  must  have  been 
perfectly  well  aware  of  what  was  taking 


place.  But,  besides  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  Attorney  General,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  he  found  that  some  re- 
ference was  made  in  the  evidence  to  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  a  letter  from  James  Leman  to 
William  Brougham,  the  former  suggested 
that  something  should  be  done  as  speedily 
as  possible  to  hush  up  the  whole  affair — 
and  who  was  to  be  applied  to  in  the 
matter  ?     Mr.  Leman  said  in  that  letter — 

**It  is  of  the  greatest  possible  consetpieoeo 
that  they,"  (the  Members  of  the  Government), 
'<  should  be  got  at  without  delay,  and  for  this 
purpose  particularly  I  do  entreat  yoa  will  come 
to  town,  and  as  speedily  as  possible.  In  dealing 
with  the  Treasury  it  will  be  necessary  to  get  at 
Lord  Palmerston ;  and  we  do  meet  urgently  re- 
quest your  advice  and  help  In  the  whole 


It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  but  for  that 
letter  being  laid  before  the  Committee  Mr. 
William  Brougham  would  never  have  beea 
asked  whether  he  did  go  to  Lord  Palmer- 
ston  in  order  to  get  him  to  hush  the  matter 
up.     Mr.  William  Brougham  had  told  tbem 
that  he  had  gone  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  had  succeeded  with  him; 
but  there  the  evidence  stopped  short,  sod 
they  were  not  told  whether  Mr.  William 
Brougham  went  to   the  residence  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  that  the  noble  Lord 
showed  him  the  door.     This  reference  to 
the   noble  Viscount  reminded    him  that 
Lord  Palmerston  was  also  mentioned  in  the 
Leeds  inquiry;  and  upon  this  point  he  must 
say  that  some   inquiry  should  have  been 
made,  not  with  reference  to  the  noble  Vis- 
count, but  with  reference  to  some  person 
to  whom  Mr.  Welch  said  he  was  to  pay 
the  sum  of  £8,000;  but  not  a  single  woid 
was  asked  of  Mr.  Welch  as  to  whom  that 
mysterious  person  was.     But  going  back 
to  the  Edmunds'  case,  it  appeared  that 
though  the  Government  were  fully  cogni- 
zant of  all  that  had  taken  place,  and  that 
the  gravest  charges  were    made  against 
Mr.  Edmunds,  that  gentleman   resigned, 
but  was  not  dismissed.     Then  came  the 
question  of  the   retiring  pension  on  Mr. 
Edmunds  resigning  his  office  aa  Reading 
Clerk  in  the  House  of  Lords.     Did  the 
Government  know  of  that  retiring  pension  \ 
In  the  first  place,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
very  kindly  promised  Mr.  Edmunds  to  do 
all  in  his  power,  with  propriety,  to  obtain 
that  pension.     It  was  very  remarkable  he 
should  have  done  that,  for  in  several  letten 
which  were  published  in  the  blue-book  he 
endorsed  the  words  of  Mr.  Greenwood  that 
the  charges  against  Mr.  Edmunds  were  of 
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a  ''fearful  eharaeter;"  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself  used  the  words  **  com- 
pounding a  felony"  in  reference  to  Mr. 
fidmunds'  case.  Not  only  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, but  the  GoTcmment,  must  have 
known  all  about  the  retiring  pension  ;  for 
two  Members  of  the  Cabinet  —  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Lord  President — were 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  which  decided  pension  questions. 
It  was  a  singular  coincidence,  that  neither 
of  those  noble  Lords  attended  the  Commit- 
tee while  Mr.  Edmunds'  pension  was  under 
consideration,  yet  they  were  both  fully 
aware  of  what  had  taken  place.  Lord 
Bedesdale,  another  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, subsequently  stated  that  the  Com- 
mittee knew  nothing  about  the  charges 
against  Mr.  Edmunds  when  they  were 
deciding  on  his  claim.  The  Members  had 
heard  rumours  of  charges,  but  it  had  been 
stated  that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  paid  back, 
Dot  only  the  amount  in  which  he  had  been 
a  defaulter,  but  a  still  larger  sum  ;  and 
an  opinion  prevailed  that  he  was  very 
badly  treated,  inasmuch  as  he  had  been  got 
out  of  his  office  in  the  House  of  Lords  for 
some  purpose  or  other.  Every  Member  of 
the  Committee  decided  on  the  question  in 
total  ignorance  of  the  criminality.  The 
two  Cabinet  Ministers  who  were  Members 
of  the  Committee  did  not  attend,  though 
they  had  been  regularly  summoned.  Of 
course  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  pro- 
mised to  do  all  he  could  with  propriety  to 
obtain  the  pension,  knew  what  was  taking 
place  in  the  Committee ;  and  yet  the  pen- 
sion was  granted  in  the  dark,  the  Cabinet 
concealing  from  the  Committee  a  material 
fact  which  it  ou^ht  to  have  known.  But, 
in  addition .  to  this,  did  not  the  fact  of  the 
granting  of  the  pension  come  to  the  know- 
lege  of  Lord  Granville  the  next  day  ?  Did 
it  not  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ?  [The  Cham- 
OBLLOR  of  the  Exchequer:  How  did  I 
know  it  ?]  It  was  in  all  the  papers.  Every 
one  knew  it.  He  would  be  out  of  order  in 
referring  in  detail  to  what  had  taken  place 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
notorious  from  a  debate  which  had  taken 
place  there,  that  every  Member  of  the 
uovemment  was  aware  of  the  fact  of  the 
pension  having  been  granted.  And  what 
did  the  Qovernment  do  then  ?  Simply  no- 
thing. But  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  was  sub- 
■equently  appointed.  Unfortunately  for  the 
reputation  of  the  Government  there  were  too 
many  of  them  on  that  Committee,  for  they 
were  idl  on  their  trial  as  well  aa  the  Lord 


Chancellor ;  and  the  Committee  adopted  a 
Report  condemning  what  had  been  done, 
and  acting  on  that  Report,  the  House  of 
Lords,  without  the  slightest  hesitation, 
withdrew  the  pension  that  had  been  so 
improperly  granted  to  Mr.  Edmunds.  The 
Cabinet  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  fully  conversant  with  what  was  taking 
place,  and  every  word  in  that  Report  which 
condemned  the  Lord  Chancellor  applied 
also  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
every  one  who  agreed  with  the  bon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  thinking  there  was 
laxity  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  calculated  to  throw  discredit 
on  the  administration  of  the  high  offices 
of  the  State,  must  feel  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  share  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  that  serious  imputation. 
Throughout  every  step  of  the  Edmunds' 
case  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  were 
aware  of  the  circumstances,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  instructed  to  draw  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Edmunds.  He  was 
sorry  the  learned  Attorney  General  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  he  (Mr.  Hennessy) 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  the  learned  Attorney  General  said 
and  did  in  that  House  in  reference  to  the 
Question  put  to  him  a  short  time  since  in 
connection  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon  port 
(Mr.  Ferrand).  On  that  occasion  his  hon. 
Friend's  statements  were  met  with  ironical 
cheers,  in  consequence  of  their  having  been 
blown  to  pieces  by  the  answers  given  by 
the  Attorney  General.  But  what  were 
the  circumstances  ?  On  the  15th  of  May 
the  Member  for  Devonport  asked — 

**  Whether  Mr.  Wilde,  when  Registrar  at  Leeds, 
was  called  upon  by  one  of  the  Bankruptcy  officers 
to  resign  his  office ;  whether  Mr.  Welch  was  to 
make  way  for  Mr.  Richard  Bethell ;  and  whether 
Mr.  R.  Betheirs  appointment  was  made  out ;  and 
whether  he  attended  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at 
Leeds,  and  stated  to  officials  that  he  was  i^ 
pointed  registrar  ?  " 

In  reply,  the  Attorney  General  said— 

"  Mr.  Wilde  was  not  called  upon  by  any  official 
to  resign.  As  to  the  alleged  arrangement  for  be- 
nefiting the  Hon.  Richard  Bethell,  the  answer  is 
that  no  such  arransement  was  ever  made  or  pro- 
posed, or  thought  01." 

Whereas,  in  the  blue-book  now  before  the 
House,  they  found  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  the 
chief  officials  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
writing  to  Mr.  Wilde,  saying,  ••  You  must 
resign  by  return  of  post  So  much  for  the 
Attorney  General's  reply  to  the  first  aues* 
tion  of  hi&  hon.  Friend.  As  to  his  reply  to 
the  second  questioui  eorely  euoh  an  ar- 
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tmicmmt  wu  thnoght  of  by  Ur.  Uiller,  HmmtUId  thUMr.  BotlidlhUiatthamnoiifr 

the  Chiaf  Ri*gi»tp«r  ;  it  wu  thought  of  bj  ™'"*  "  ^*^'- 

Mr.   Skirrow,  a  oonfidential  friend   of  lh<  The  Houw  would,  therafor»,  remark  that 

Lord   Ohenoellor'a    faoiily,    and   a    moat  it  w«e  on  tbB  authority  of  Mr.  Weleh  inJ 

reapeeuble  gentleman;  it   waa  thonglit  ol  Ur.  Betbell,  in  Bupport  of  hia  own  itate- 

by  e»ery  one  around  the  Lord  Cbanoellor  ;  njent,  that  the  Attorney  QMieral  ao  flatly 

It  i»ai  efen  thouRbt  of  by  the  Lord  Ohan-  contradicted  the  hon.  Member  for   DeToa- 

•ollor  himself,  thougb  he  repented  him  ol  port-     Neitber  did   Mr.  Weloh  agree  wilb 

the  thought.     Notwithstanding   all    that,  'ho  Attorney  General)   for.  in  page  85  of 

the  reply  of  the  Attorney  General  wai  re-  'he  blua-book,  there  waa  a  letier  from  Mi. 

«ei*ed    with  ironical  eheera  frum  the  Go-  Welch  to  Mr.  Miller,  in  which  heewd— 
vemmenl,  directed  againit  the  hon.  Mem-        "My  dear  Sir,— I    take  (be    liberty  te  write 

ber  for  De»onp«rt :  and.  not  aali.fled  with  to   jw  m   the    Lord    Chineellor-.    mieirta'  ia 

bi.  triun.ph,   the  Attorney   Gene^l  een.e  )^ ;^':^1^,i,  J,':;;,!^:j,'^''ZlJZ 

down  to  the  Houee  the  next  aveniog  and  Ooart   in  the    Hon.   S,    Bethell's    plum,   ud 

made  thia  atatement —  which  I  vu    infermed  on   thii   day  week    tint 

-  Wilb  r,p,ri  U,  Mr.  B.ft.J.  .h.m  I  .rJn~  '''•  'i:'t"S^';'^;'"  STSJ.'T.S 

*.i,dlolu..l»..on.prl,.l.,l,ilU,M,,W,l.b,  !,°°;*S  *"  'T        S  ^  '.'r\r^ 

.t  Lanl.    in  Pebramrr  luL    Mr   W.loh  UTi  th.l  ^*"""   ""  ''"™  *'"'  ">•   0°    '■■*  Fnd.J  Ukd 

lb.  B.IW  jid  „..  7«..d'..  ti.  t-1.  co«  ol  !:'""''';.'"1.i,'°".TS.°/»l'"iJ",St: 

B..tr.,t.,  m  F.l.ru.r7  ar  .0,  olk.r  tin...  .id  Jf' "f,  •PI'i'l.d   m.  :.  Locdni.   ud    tbU  b. 

Mr.  B«thsll  erer  uid  he  W.I  .pwintud  irgiilnr,  gg  (J,.t_   ;„  fa^t.  ererj  word  .Uted  fcy  hi, 

«  tb.i  ,b.,  ....•  uld  .0  :  ^d  .W  i|dd  ib«  lb.,  !,„  p,i„ J  ,1,,  Member  for  DeTonport  m. 

OD  not  BTen   know  bii  pgreoaBl  ipiiearaaae.     1  .  ,  n        ..  ,  "^i        ■ 

B.J  add  Ibat   I   bar.  ^a  a  letiTfttim  Mr.  »■■"«•    "n**    ^^ry  allegation    made   by   tbe 

Betbell  himielftubiteotUIl}  to  the  MmattTeot."  Attorney  General  was  untrue.      But  it  did 

Loud  cheers  from  the  Gorernoienl  Benchea  "<»' end  there.     On   the   1 8th  of   May  tke 

ef  eouraa   greeted  the   boo.    a<id    learned  '">"-  Member  for  Devonporl  asked  the  At- 

Gentleman  for  haring  ihue  diapoied  of  the  tornej  General— 

■Utements  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Deron-        "Whether  he  would  Uy  upon    the  Uble  tbe 

■t.     But  what  did    the  blue-book  say  I  If' J*"  "/  "^L.^^"'''  '»'«"?»'"'■   '^'^_^ 

....  f  II       n       ■  .        '  had  tewj  to  tbs  UoiiM  on  TocMlaT  kaat,  u  wdl 

the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lamsi,   at  paae  „  j^,  letter,  of  the  Hon.  Riehard  BetbeU  eoo- 

118.    there    was   a  rery    sigmacant  com-  arming  tbe  wune." 

venlary   on  the   replies  of  the   Attorney  w^at  was  the  reply  of  the  Ute  Atfa»Mr 

General.     Among  the  queetiona  and    an-  g^ner^i  j_ 

■were   in    Mr.  Carriaa'  eiamination   were       u,  .    ,■     .     _j  „  .v         t    i.  n    j    i_ 
.     ,  ,,      .  "I  decline  t*  prodaoa  them.    I  wholly  dealin*, 

tin  loMowing  :—  „„  „j  „,„  respomihillt^.lo  prodoce  them.  Upsa 

"Do  you  Temember  on  Friday,  tbe  S4th    of  my  own  reeponiibilily  and  ^xid  Ulb  1  gara  te 

February,  attending  tbe  Court  before  Hr.  Regie-  the  llonw  the  inforaution  I  had  acqaired  fttai 

trar  Weloh  t— I  do.    Did  aeytbing  take  plaoe  be-  what  I  oouajdered  to  be  the  proper  quarter." 

tWHD  TOD  and  Hr.  Welch  on  that  day,  with  re-  ,       .       ,  ,         ■  . 

fcrence  to  hiin«lf  or  Mr.  Bethel],  and  if  so,  he  *«»">  '"ere  was  great  oheenng;  but  aO* 

kind  enough  to  itate  what  it  was  t— Tel.     Mr.  it  turned  out  that  the   whole  of    the  iafbr- 

Welch  asked  mo  on  that  day  if  I  bad  any  objeo-  mation  supplied  to  the    bon.   and  learnei 

Uon  to  arijoun.  business  which  was  sCauding  for  Gentleman  waa  false.    He  (Mr.  HeDneisy) 
the  fol  awmtr   woek,  to  the  Fndsj  m  thai  week,  u         i  l  ,i     .  V   r     """""J' 

in  order  that  it  might  oome  before  Mr.  Bethell,  **•-"    ""'j    «'',«<>"•  '•'»'   »«fo">   *^  ^^ 

aa  he  himself  was  going  to    London,  and   Mr.  torney    GcLieral    lo    flatly    eonlradict«d  a 

Bethell  was  to  haie  the  appointment  of  regis-  Member  of  that    House,    he  OWglit    te  ho 

trarat  the  B.nkroptcjr  Court  at  Leeds.     Was  it  more  particular   about  bis   soureea  W  ia- 

meelianed  at  all  when  Mr.  Bethell  wonld  be  at  t .; re  i 1...1 i_ i    _  .    « 

Leeds,    or    when   he    would   Uke    the  buslneM  formation,      "he  had   only  spohwi  lo  Mr. 

there  f— Yes,  on  the   Friday  foUowing  the  31th  M"«r,    or    if  he  had   Uken    the   alighteat 

of  February,  wbieh  would  be  the  3rd  of  March,  trouble  lo    inquire,    be   might  hara  fbual 

Who  told  yon  that  f— Mr.  Welch  asked  me  if  I  that  the  itatemeut  of  the  boa.  Hi.-nk«r  for 

would  adjourn  the  business  I  h«™  mentioned  liU  DoTOuport  was  true,  and  that  hia  o«d  all*, 
that  day,  in  order  that  it  might  oome  belore  Mr.         ..     "^  .  „  -7  ^1 

Bethell,    Was  themMiertallTedofin  Leeds  gene-  P"'""?    were  untrue.      Now.    it   appeami 

tally  T-Tes,  certainly  :  and  I  saw  Mr.   Bethell  'hat  Her  Majesty  s  QoTeranent  were  btUj 

In  eonrt  that  day.     Did  Mr.  Weloh  state  that  to  alive  to  the  iuiquily  of  the  Edmund'  caae^ 

VS„yi  positire  certainty,  or  merely  aa  a  poe-  md  yet  allowed  hin  to  real  an  and  anbat- 

a:^''iritrurM' w"o:^rdfi  r"^rr  T'jfTr- Ji.'^^*^ 

aot  aa*  ha  had  lot  the  appointment  in  London,  "^-    ™^*    'ha   Lord   ChaneeUor,  not  ealy 

heaaidhe  wasgaJngioLoDdon,  bntlnnderstood  made   Her   Hajeetj'i    GoTenuaaDt    fiUy 
Jfr.^imnftiy 


C 


1101         JMk  Bakbrypie^ 


(JuLX  8,  1866)  Cmri^EmlmU(m. 


llOd 


awar^  of  the  prooeedingt  in  whioh  he 
aeted  with  great  wiBdoni,  but  it  also  ap- 
peared t  from  hii  own  evidence,  that  he 
Dimeelf  did  not  peruse  the  eharges  against 
Mr.  Edmunds.  His  Lordship  stated,  that 
as  he  might  have  to  act  judicially  when  the 
ease  came  before  him,  and  dismiss  him, 
he  accordinglj  afoided  looking  into  the 
ease;  he  handed  it  over  to  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Grown,  and  the  charges  were 
prepared  bj  the  Attorney  General;  and, 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Hen- 
DesBj)  that  so  far  as  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
personal  conduct  was  concerned  in  that 
case,  the  other  Members  of  the  Oofern- 
ment  had  acted  quite  as  badly  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
Therefore,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
should  be  glad  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kilmarnock's 
Amendment  came  before  the  House.  He 
should  vote  for  that  in  preference  to  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northamptonshire. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  that  since  he  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House  he  had 
sever  risen  to  address  it  under  a  sense  of 
deeper  responsibility  or  with  deeper  pain ; 
because  he  considered  it  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  that  had  come  before 
the  House  during  his  time,  affecting  the 
character  not  only  of  the  Government,  but 
of  public  men  generally.  The  question  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt)  in  a  tone 
and  spirit  hi|<hly  creditable  to  him  and  be- 
coming its  great  importance.  At  the  same 
time  it  was  all  the  more  incumbent  upon 
the  House  to  be  wary  lest,  owing  to  the 
Tcry  moderation  of  the  tone  and  temper  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  they  should  be  led 
to  adopt  a  Resolution  that  might  inflict 
the  gravest  and  cruelest  injustice  upon  the 
person  against  whom  it  was  directed. 
There  was^  perhaps,  no  man  in  that  House 
who  personally  had  less  reason  to  rise 
and  defend  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He 
had  scarcely  any  acquaintance  with  him, 
except  that  arising  from  a  formal  in- 
troduction as  a  member  of  the  profession, 
and  the  only  occasion  on  which  his 
public  duty  had  brought  him  into  close 
relations  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
in  that  House  was  once  when,  with  that 
haste  and  violence  of  manner  which  did 
not  render  him  a  popular  Member  of  that 
House,  the  noble  and  learned  Lcnrdy  then 
Attoniev  General,  told  him  that  a  certaia 
claim  which  he  (Ifr.  Denman)  advocated, 
aad  upon  whieii  he  contended  the  House 


ought  to  appoint  a  Committee,  ought  not 
to  be  brought  forward  to  trouble  the  House 
as  often  as  "  any  young  lawyer  "  could  be 
found  to  take  it  up.  Now,  a  man  who  had 
been  struggling  fifteen  or  sixteen  years 
at  the  Bar  did  not  like  to  be  called  "  any 
young  lawyer  "  ;  but  that  was  his  closest 
experience  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  When, 
however,  the  present  Resolution  was 
brought  forward  he  considered  it  his 
bounden  duty,  and  that  of  all  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  examining  testimony,  to 
read  and  study  from  beginning  to  end 
the  evidence  on  whioh  this  charge  rested. 
The  other  night,  wiien  the  matter  was 
brought  forward  in  an  unfair  way,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  stand  up  for  the  Com- 
mittee whose  Report  to  the  House  had  been 
prematurely  discussed.  That  Committee 
had  been  selected  in  the  fairest  manner  ; 
three  of  the  Members  sat  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  and  two  on  the  Minis- 
terial side,  and  they  were  assisted  by  two 
Gentlemen  skilled  in  the  examination  of 
evidence,  but  not  allowed  to  vote.  The  Re- 
port of  such  a  Committee  was  entitled  to 
the  highest  respect.  The  question  was  now 
brought  forward  again  in  another  shape— in 
a  shape  that  was  objectionable  on  every 
ground.  It  was,  in  the  first  place,  very 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  know  what 
the  Resolution  meant ;  and  in  the  next 
place  it  was  so  framed  as  by  its  apparent 
moderation  to  catch  as  many  votes  as  pos- 
sible, and  yet  so  framed  as  if  it  were 
carried  against  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  make 
it  impossible  for  hrm  to  continue  to  occupy 
his  seat  on  the  Woolsack  for  a  single  hour. 
The  Government  met  the  Resolution  by 
another.  He  wished  they  had  met  it  by 
a  direct  negative.  He  would  rather  have 
so  met  it,  because  be  believed  it  to  be 
unjust,  untrue,  and  brought  forward  in  an 
unfair  spirit,  with  the  objects  to  which  he 
had  alluded.  The  Resolution  contaiaed 
three  heads.     The  first  was— > 

•*  That  the  evidenoe  Uken  before  the  CommH* 
tee  on  the  Leeds  Bankmptoy  Court  discloses  that 
a  great  fiu>ility  exists  for  obtainiog  public  appoint- 
ments by  oorrapt  means:" 

Now,  he  asserted  fearlessly  that  the  result 
of  the  examination  before  the  Leeds 
Committee  showed  that  no  such  facilitj 
did  exist;  hut  that,  on  the  contrary^ 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  ap- 
pointments by  such  means.  Such  an  asser* 
tion  was  unjust  to  the  holders  of  public 
(^oes,  to  the  Government,  and  to  the  Lerd 
Chancellor,  as  far  as  anything  appeared  to 
Uie  contrary  in  the  Report  of  the  Leeds 
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Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire (Mr.  Hunt)  disclaimed  a  de- 
tire  to  attack  anj  one  but  the  Lord  Chan- 
eellor  ;  but  the  Honse  saw  the  cloren  foot 
in  the  mild  and  moderate  statement  of  the 
bon.  Gentleman  ;  and  it  was  still  more 
plainly  displayed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy),  who  might 
be  called — more  fairly  than  any  one  upon 
the  Benches  opposite,  except  perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bucks — the  true  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. That  hon.  Gentleman  had  dur- 
ing this  Session  made  more  speeches, 
argued  more  points  in  debate,  was  oftener 
in  his  place,  and  conducted  the  attack 
upon  the  GoTornment  ten  times  more  fre- 
quently than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  And  now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  evidence  upon  the  Edmunds'  case  af- 
fected not  only  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  the 
head  of  the  GoTemment,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  Attorney  General. 
Well,  but  if  that  were  the  case,  ought  not 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  move  a  direct 
TOte  of  censure  upon  the  whole  of  the 
GoTcrnment,  and  not  by  a  side-wind  to 
enable  the  real  leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  come  forward  and  make  a  covert  at- 
tack upon  the  Government  at  large? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
laid  very  little  stress  upon  the  Edmunds' 
case  ;  and  now  that  some  weeks  had  elapsed 
aince  the  Committee  on  that  case  had  re- 
ported, it  was  rather  too  late,  and,  indeed, 
unfair,  to  slip  into  a  Motion  brought  for- 
ward apropos  of  the  Leeds  Report  an 
allusion  to  the  Edmunds'  case,  contained  in 
a  book  as  thick  as  the  Leeds  inquiry,  and 
which,  he  would  venture  to  say,  not  one 
hon.  Member  in  a  hundred  had  read  through. 
The  second  assertion  in  the  Resolution  was 
as  false  as  the  first.     It  was — 

''  That  8uoh  evidenoe  and  also  that  taken  before 
a  Gommittee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  ease 
of  Leonacd  Edmunds  shows  a  laxity  of  practice 
and  want  of  caution  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring 
pensions  to  public  officers  over  whose  heads  grave 
charges  are  impending,  and  in  filling  up  the  va- 
cancies made  by  the  retirement  of  such  officers, 
whereby  great  encouragement  has  been  given  to 
corrupt  practices." 


He  would  admit  that  there  were  scraps  and 
glimpses  of  truth  about  this  part  of  the  Reso- 
lution. ["Hear!"]  Was  it  to  be  permitted 
that  the  House  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice was  to  laugh  and  treat  such  matters  as 
trifles  ?  Ho  would  undertake  to  show  that 
in  this  case  there  was  made  against  the  Lord 
Chancellor  a  charge  far  in  excess  of  any  cen- 
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sure  he  might  have  deserred,  and  if  this 

House  were  to  accept  it  they  would  overmle 

the  Report  of  the  Committee.  [•*  Hear  !'•] 

He  was  prepared  for  jeers,  for  he  knew  how 

difficult  it  was  for  that  House  to  act  jadi- 

cially  ;    but  he  trusted  there  were  men  on 

the  other  side  who  would  feel  themseWes 

bound  to  decide  in  a  spirit  of  justice.    The 

second   part  of   the  Resolution  declared 

that  there  were — 

**  Laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  oantion  on  the 
part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  Banctiooing  the 
grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  public  officers  over 
whose  heads  grave  charges  are  impending,  and 
in  filling  up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retirement 
of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encouragement  hu 
been  given  to  corrupt  pnustices." 

Now,  he  would  yenture  to  say  that  in  almost 
every  particular  that  second  charge  was 
false.  With  regard  to  the  Edmunds*  case, 
that  might  be  very  soon  disposed  of. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire spoke  about  the  Edmunds'  ease, 
all  he  said  was  that  he  thought  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  allowed  the  pension 
to  be  given  without  stating  the  facts,  and 
that  he  was  highly  reprehensible  for  so 
doing.  Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Ring's  County  had  sought  to  eoople 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  names  of  other 
persons.  That  other  persons  took  the  sane 
▼iew  of  the  case  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  a  ground  not  for  attack  on  them  but 
of  defence  for  him.  When  the  Lord  Cbin- 
cellor  was  supported  by  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral and  by  a  learned  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  whose  relations  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  were  commonly  said  not  to  be 
of  a  very  friendly  nature,  when  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  who  was  a  man  of  the 
highest  character,  took  a  view  of  the 
Edmunds'  case  substantially  the  same  as 
the  Lord  Chancellor's,  this  showed  the 
injustice  of  the  attack  that  was  made 
upon  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  picked 
out  a  letter  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  all  the  Members  of  the  OoTomment 
were  in  pari  delicto  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  and  that  was  a  sample  of  the  way 
in  which  men's  characters  might  be  blown 
away  in  a  matter  like  this,  in  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  could  not  be  expected  to  go 
over  all  the  documents  letter  by  letter. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  read  this  pas- 
sage : — "  It  is  of  the  greatest  possible 
consequence  that  they  should  be  got  at 
without  delay,"  and  he  commented  on  it  by 
saying  that "  they"  meant  the  GoTemment. 
[Mr.  Hennbsst  :  No  ;  I  said  Lord  Pal- 
merstOD.  Bead  on!]  The  hon.  QenlleoiMi 
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certainly  said  ''the  OoTernment/'  because 
he  (Mr.  DonmaD)  interrupted  him  at  the 
time,  and  he  had  the  strongest  recollection 
of  it.    Now,  that  passage  was  contained  in 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Leman  to  Mr.  Brougham, 
and  the  passage  immediately  before  the 
one  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
quoted  contained  the  following  words:  — 
''Lords  0.  and  K.  may  yery  probably  com- 
mit themselves  to  an  immediate  and  unfa- 
Tourable  opinion,  thereby  effecting  irretriev- 
able ruin  ;  '  and  therefore  Mr.  Leman  says 
'*  It  is  of  the  greatest  possible  consequence 
that  they  should  be  got  at  without  delay." 
So    that    it   was    Lords   C  ran  worth   and 
Kingsdown  that  were  to  be  got  at,  and 
yet  that  passage  had  been  read  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  show  that  the 
Government  were  in  pari  delicto  with  the 
Lord   Chancellor.     His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  also  the  boldness  to  bite  Mr. 
Welch,  whose  evidence  was  tainted  in  every 
possible  way,  to  show  that  he  had  lent  a 
thousand  pounds  to  a  relative  of  the  noble 
Lord     [Mr.  Hennesst:    1  said  it  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.]     It  was  competent 
for  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  move 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  next  Session  if 
be  thought  so  ;  but  upon  such  a  base  sus- 
pieion  it  was  an  unworthy  thing  to  assume 
that  there  was  any  complicity  between  the 
Government  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  if 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had   done  anything 
wrong.     But  it  was  idle  to  go  into  such 
arguments    as  these,    and   the   hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  merely  alluded  to  them 
m  the  capacity  which  he  had  lately  filled 
of  leader  of  the  Opposition.     Having  said 
quite  enough  about  that,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  itself  on 
the  Edmunds'  esse.     Nothing   could    be 
stronger  than  the  finding  of  that  Commit- 
tee acquitting  the  Lord  Chancellor.     Look- 
ing to  what  had  since  occurred  it  was  a 
misfortune  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  not 
taken  a  stern,  unpitying,  and  what  some 
might  call  a  cruel  view  of  that  case.     But, 
at  all  events,  in  accordance  with  the  opi- 
oions  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  of  Lord 
Cranworth,  and  Lord  Kingsdown,  and  of 
several  Members  of  the  Government,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  not  think  it  his  duty 
to  go  further  into  the  matter  of  the  Ed- 
munds' case.     They,  as  well  as  the  Com- 
mittee who  investigated  the  case,  felt  that 
they  had  got  rid  of  a  bad  public  servant, 
and  that  there  was  no  use  in  going  any 
farther  into  the  case  for  the  purpose  of 
raking  up  the  misconduct  of  an  unhappy 
public  aerrant  who,  in  coAseqaence  of  his 


misdeeds,  had  lost  his  situation.     It  was 
not,  therefore,  necessary  for  that  House  to 
go  one  whit  beyond   the  finding  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.     They 
would  be  not  only  acting  wrongly,  but  dis- 
courteously towards  the  other   House  of 
Parliament  if  they  were  now  to  overhaul 
the  decision  of  a  Committee  of  the  Upper 
House.     He  would  now  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  Report  of  the  Leeds 
Committee,  and  he  apprehended  that  the 
Resolution  was  quite  as  false  with  regard 
to  that  as  to   the  Edmunds'  Committee. 
The  Resolution  stated  that  the  evidence 
"  shows  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  cau- 
tion."    It  was  said  that  Mr.  Welch  ob- 
tained his  office  at  Leeds  by  corrupt  means, 
because  he  paid  a  sum  of  money  to  Mr. 
Bethell ;  but  the  evidence  proved  nothing 
of  the  kind.     Mr.  Welch  produced  testi- 
monials to  his  character  and  ability  such 
as  no  Judge  on   the  Bench  would  have 
hesitated  to  act  upon.     He  had  testimo- 
nials from  Mr.  Temple,  the  leader  of  the 
Northern  Circuit ;  from  Mr.  Edward  James, 
who  ranked  next ;  Mr.  Manisty,  who  had 
a  large  business  there ;    and   Mr.  Udall. 
These  were  four  gentlemen  whose  words 
would  be  taken  as  strictly  accurate.     He 
(Mr.  Denman)  had  seen  these  gentlemen 
since  ;  and,  of  course,  knowing  what  had 
since  happened,  one  and  all  of  them  re- 
gretted that  they  had  given   these  testi- 
monials, but  they  had  all  assured  him  that 
at  the  time  they  knew  enough  of  the  man 
to  know  that  what  they  said  of  him  was 
well  deserved.     To  say,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  had  said,  that 
those  were  testimonials  which  any  barrister 
on  any  circuit  would  get,  was  a  deliberate 
insult  to  the  leaders  of  every  circuit,  who 
would  give  no   such    testimonials   unless 
they  believed  what  they  said  to  be  true. 
Then  it  was  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
should  not  have  made  this  appointment, 
because  Mr.  Bethell  once  said  something  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Welch.    Now,  however  much 
a  father  might  disapprove  the  scampish- 
ness  of  his  son,  was  he,  when  a  man's 
name  was  mentioned  to  him  by  the  son, 
at  once  to  jump  to  the  uncharitable  con- 
clusion that  the  man  must  have  his  son 
deeply  in  his  books,  and  that  it  was  upon 
that  account  only  he  had  recommended  him 
for  the  situation  ?     But  that,  after  all,  was 
the  graiwimen  of  the  charge  against  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  regarded  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch.    Surely  in  this  respect 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  ample  justification 
for  his  conduct ;  and  if  he  was  to  be  judged 
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fairly,  and  not  by  intinaationiy  doubtSt  and 
inferences,  he  was  entitled  not  only  to 
an  acquittal  but  an  honourable  acquittal 
at  the  hands  of  this  House.  The  next 
point  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred was  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Wilde. 
Now,  he  had  looked  carefully  into  the 
papers  on  this  subject,  and  the  oTidenee  re- 
specting it  was  supplied  in  what  he  must 
call  the  candid  statement  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor himself.  The  Lord  Chancellor  ad- 
mitted that  he  felt  there  was  a  painful  in- 
consistency in  calling  npon  a  man  to  show 
cause  why  he  should  not  be  dismissed,  and 
in  afterwards  letting  him  retire  upon  a 
pension.  This  was  the  strongest  point 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor;  yet,  after 
all,  it  amounted  to  very  little.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  Mr.  Hey*8  certificate  was 
unsatisfactory.  Certainly,  if  the  surgeon's 
certificate  was  looked  at  upon  special  de- 
murrer with  a  Tery  critical  eye,  it  could 
not  be  thought  satisfactory,  fiut  reading 
it  in  good  faith,  might  not  CTcn  an  acute 
roan  be  deceived  by  it  ?  The  certificate 
as  to  the  failure  of  his  fision  was  dated 
'<  28th  July,  1864/*  and  went  on  to  say— 
"  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  been  con- 
sulted by  Mr.  H.  S.  Wilde."  Surely  any 
person  reading  that  would  understand  from 
it  that  he  (Mr.  Hey)  bad  been  consulted  at 
that  time  by  Mr.  Wilde.  It  would  nerer 
have  occurred  to  him  (Mr.  Denman)  to  sup- 
pose that  this  medical  man  had  ne?er  been 
consulted  except  a  long  time  before  by  Mr. 
Wilde.  It  was  true,  as  was  subsequently 
disclosed,  that  Mr.  Wilde  had  consulted 
him  as  far  back  as  August,  1863;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  the  certificate  to  show  that 
he  had  discontinued  consulting  him  between 
that  period  and  July,  1864.  Now,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  had 
his  attention  called  to  that  certificate;  but 
that  assertion  rested  upon  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Miller,  who  was  contradicted  over  and 
over  again  by  more  than  one  witness  as  well 
as  by  Mr.  Miller  himself.  Now,  he  appre- 
hended, if  they  were  called  upon  to  decide  as 
to  which  of  the  parties  was  telling  the  truth, 
they  would  naturally  take  those  witnesses 
against  whose  veracity  there  had  never 
been  any  impeachment.  Well,  then,  if 
they  were  to  act  upon  this  principle  in 
the  present  case,  they  must  believe  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  see  that  cer* 
tificate.  It  was  said  that  the  omission  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  read  the  certificate 
was  of  itself  a  very  grave  offence.  If  so, 
it  was  an  offence  committed  every  day  by 
tlM  fifteen  Judgea  who  sat  on  the  other 
M".  Jhnmm 


side  of  Westminster  Hall;  for  they  eon* 
stantly  decided  motions  founded  on  affi- 
davits referring  to  documents  annexed 
thereto,  and  drew  up  their  orders  without 
reading  the  affidavits  or  documents,  trust- 
ing to  the  accuracy  and  fairness  of  coonsd. 
That  was  the  offence  for  which  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  charged  to-night  with  a 
high  misdemeanor.  In  Mr.  Miller's  po- 
sition it  would  have  been  his  duty  to 
read  the  certificate,  and  state  whether 
it  was  regular;  it  would  not  necessarily  be 
the  duty  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  read 
such  certificate  himself.  But  the  certifi- 
cate was  a  mere  scrap  in  the  case,  in  the 
presence  of  the  petition  and  affidavit  upon 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  acted.  These 
were  drawn  up  most  improperly  by  Mr. 
Milter,  who  had  evidently  set  his  heart 
upon  doing  the  thing  almost  by  a  trick; 
and  this*  was  just  the  man  who  would  be 
likely  to  place  the  documents  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
prevent  him  from  exercising  his  judgmeot 
upon  them.  The  petition  and  affidstit 
stated,  on  the  oath  of  Mr.  Wilde,  that  he 
was  afflicted  bv  the  failure  of  his  sight* 
and  that  this  affliction  was  now  so  serioes 
that  he  was  no  longer  able  satisfactorily 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  oflice,  re- 
ference being  made  to  the  medical  certifi- 
cate annexed.  What  was  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  do  upon  such  evidence?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  was  con- 
tradictory evidence  upon  this  point,  snd 
called  attention  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Miller,  who  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
stated  he  was  of  opinion  that,  *'  conplisg 
the  language  in  the  petition,  and  the 
affidavit,  and  the  medical  certificate  toge- 
ther, there  was  a  sufficient  case  to  enable 
him  to  make  the  order."  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  not  contradict  this  statemeat 
point  blank.  His  Lordship 'a  evidente 
upon  this  was — 

"I  have  no  reoolleotion  of  any  such  thing. 
The  petition,  a£Sdavit,  and  certificate  were  prs- 
iented  to  me,  and  I  ought  in  striotneas  to  havs 
read  them  all;  I  do  not  think  that  I  did.  I 
probably  looked  at  the  petition  and  saw  the  ille- 
gation,  and  I  may  have  assumed  that  the  mediesl 
certificate  was  in  conformity  with  it." 

So  ought  the  Judges  in  Westmmiter 
Hall  in  strictness  to  read  every  document 
before  making  their  orders ;  bat  they  were 
not  in  the  practice  of  doing  so,  unless  they 
had  reason  to  believe  that  something  was 
wrong.  They  almost  invariably  actedl  apon 
the  information  of  counsel  or  the  officers  of 
the  Court,  and  no  one  ever  tboeghl  of 
blaming  them  for  the  ootirae  wUcb  tiiey 
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purtoed.  If  the  Lord  Chanoellor,  not  only 
Msmned  that  the  medical  oertificate  was  in 
oonformity  with  the  petition  and  allegation, 
but  was  also,  as  was  verj  probable,  in- 
formed by  Mr.  Miller  that  such  was  the 
ease*  he  eould  not  see  that —  . 

"  Saoh  laxity  and  want  of  oaation  were,  in  the 
opinion  of  tbU  House,  highly  reprehensible,  and 
oaloulated  to  throw  diseredit  on  the  administra- 
tion of  the  high  officers  of  State." 

He  would  now  ask  the  House  if  there 
was  anything  reprehensible  in  the  mode 
adopted  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  filling 
up  the  vacaney  caused  by  the  retirement 
of  Mr.  Edmunds  as  charged  in  the  former 
part  of  the  Kesolution.  Mr.  Slingsby 
Bethel!  who  was  appointed  to  the  post  was 
the  second  son  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
That  gentleman  had  filled  the  office  of 
registrar  with  the  highest  credit,  and  that 
fact  had  indeed  been  admitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  himself. 
[Mr.  Hhkt:  Hear,  hear!]  If  the 
House  laid  down  a  rule  forbidding  such 
appointments,  they  would  establish  a 
role  forbidding  a  practice  which  had 
always  existed,  and  which  would  be  con 
trary  to  the  known  aHpirations  of  Lord 
Chancellors  appointed  by  either  side  of 
the  House  for  hundreds  of  years;  be- 
oause  Lord  Chancellors  had  always  looked 
forward  to  exercising  the  valuable  pa- 
tronage intrusted  to  them  for  the  bene- 
fit of  their  relations  and  friends,  if  those 
relations  and  friends  were  qualified  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  offices  to  which 
tbey  were  appointed.  The  duties  of  Mr. 
Bdmnnds'  office  were  not  very  onerous. 
Tbej  consisted  partly  in  reading  docu- 
ments, and  he  believed  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  acknowledge  the  documents  were 
read  by  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethcll  as  well,  if  not 
better,  than  they  were  ever  read  in  the 
House  of  Lords  or  any  other  place,  where 
duties  of  a  similar  nature  were  to  be  dis- 
charged. The  Resolution  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  was, 
however,  as  direct  a  censure  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  as  it 
was  upon  that  of  Mr.  Welch.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  in  his  speech  referred  to  the 
qooatioo  of  a  **  plot,*'  the  object  of  which 
was  to  place  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  in  the 
Leeds  Court ;  but  upon  that  part  of  the  case 
the  defence  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  been  complete.  It 
was  true  that,  after  a  solemn  determina- 
tion never  again  to  appoint  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  to  any  employment  whatsoever,  the 
Lord  Cbancollor  appoared  for  a  moment 


to  relent ;  hot  how  f  The  terma  which 
he  suggested  might  be  regarded  as  abso- 
lutely impossible,  for  they  were  nothing 
short  of  an  entire  release  of  Mr.  Rich- 
ard Bethell  by  his  creditors.  They  heard 
that  that  gentleman's  debts  amounted  to 
£20,000,  and  they  heard  also  of  some 
attempt  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Skirrow  to 
procure  his  release  ;  but  there  was  not 
a  particle  of  evidence  in  the  Report  to 
show  that  Mr.  Skirrow  ever  could  or  did 
come  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and,  after 
stating  that  all  matters  had  been  settled, 
ask  him  to  re-consider  the  question  of  an 
appointment  upon  these  grounds.  Beyond 
that  statement  about  a  release,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  positively  refused  to  give 
his  son  a  vacancy,  and  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  the  pain  and  sorrow  which 
he  naturally  felt  was  increased  by  the  re- 
presentations of  his  nearest  and  dearest 
friends,  who  told  him  that  his  conduct 
towards  his  son  was  unnecessarily  harsh. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton- 
shire attributed  the  final  decision  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  upon  this  matter  to  an 
article  which  appeared  on  the  25th  of  Feb- 
ruary in  a  newspaper,  although  he*  did  not 
name  the  newspaper  to  which  he  referred. 
But  he  did  not,  in  fact,  alter  his  tone  be- 
tween those  dates,  for  he  always  said  the 
aame  thing.  The  Lord  Chanoellor  dis- 
covered, however,  between  the  22Dd  and 
the  26tli  of  February  that  his  son,  after  all 
his  promises,  had  -been  again  gambling 
at  Paris — for  he  believed  it  was  no- 
thing worse  — and,  on  ascertaining  this 
fadt,  his  Lordship  not  only  determined  to 
give  no  appointment  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell, 
but  was  angry  with  Mr.  Skirrow  and  Mr. 
Miller  for  saying  a  word  in  his  favour.  It 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  from  May, 
1864,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  absolutely 
refused  to  see  his  son.  The  conditions 
imposed  by  the  Lord  Chanoellor  were,  aa 
he  had  said,  nearly  impossible  ;  but,  snp- 
posiog  for  a  moment  that  they  had  been 
effected,  would  the  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  ought  to  have 
refused  his  son  an  appointment,  because 
he  had  compounded  with  his  creditors? 
His  hon.  Friend  might  be  right  in  hia 
argument ;  but  it  would  be  laying  down  a 
rule  of  strict  morality  which  would  reflect 
upon  Members  even  of  that  House,  who  in 
former  days  had  failed,  or  whose  youthful 
follies  had  clung  round  their  necks  like  the 
Old  Man  of  the  Sea.  Suoh  a  rule  would, 
to  Sindbad,  be  a  cruel  one  to  men  now  the 
orAamenta  of  the  party  in  whoso  favour 
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tbey  made  Bpeeohes  and  recorded  their 
Tote.  It  would,  in  fact,  be  regarding  a  man 
who  had  once  been  encambered  with  debt 
as  a  rogue  in  all  matters.  He  might 
remind  the  House  that  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
had  discharged  the  duties  of  his  office  in 
an  efficient  manner.  On  that  ground  Mr. 
Miller  had  stated  in  his  evidence  that  there 
was  no  cause  for  his  dismissal.  Though 
he  had  never  met  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
more  than  once,  no  one  could  be  in  that 
gentleman's  society  without  perceiving  that 
there  was  no  want  of  ability  on  his  part  to 
prevent  him  from  performing  the  duties  of 
any  such  office  as  those  to  which  it  was  said 
that  he  was  to  be  appointed.  There  was 
one  circumstance  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  laid  stress  on,  and 
which  he  should  hardly  have  thought  that 
any  one  would  have  pointed  to  as  a  proof 
of  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  hon.  Member  contrasted 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  statement  that  he 
had  not  the  least  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Welch  had  lent  money  to  Mr.  Bethell  be- 
fore the  appointment  was  made,  with  the 
answer,  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 

gave  to  the  Question — "  If  your  Lordship 
ad  been  aware  of  it,  would  the  appoint- 
ment have  been  made  ?"  Well,  a  dis- 
honest man  would  have  said,  "  Certainly 
not  ;"  but,  as  the  case  had  not  arisen,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  said,  ''It  is  difficult  to  say 
what  I  should  have  done,  but  I  think  I 
should  not  have  appointed  him."  The  hon. 
Member  quoted  that  as  a  suspicious  matter 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  whereas  it 
was  evident  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  wished  to  give  a  scrupulous  answer, 
intimating  that  he  could  not  reply  to  a  hypo- 
thetical question.     The  last  Resolution — 

**  That  such  laxity  and  want  of  caution,  even 
in  the  absence  of  any  improper  motive,  are,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  highly  reprehensible, 
and  calculated  to  throw  discredit  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  high  ofSces  of  the  State," 

was  undoubtedly  proposed  with  the  view  of 
forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  resign,  if 
it  should  be  carried.  But  that  Resolution 
ought  to  be  read  in  connection  with  the 
particular  cases  mentioned  in  the  two  pre- 
ceding Resolutions,  and  being  so  read,  it 
was  an  unjust  and  unfair  Resolution.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  King's  County  could  have  pointed 
out  any  facts  proving  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  been  guilty  of  anything  like 
gross  misconduct,  he  wonld  have  been  ready 
to  vote  for  the  Motion  ;  but  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not»  bj  a  party  vote,  insist 


upon  driving  from  office  an  illastrioiia  Judge 
and  a  great  law  reformer  on  acconnt  of 
certain  errors  of  judgment,  only  such  as 
many  others  had  committed. 

Mb.  E.  p.  BOUVBRIB  :  Sir,   I  have 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire, 
which,  in  consequence  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
having  proposed   another  Amendment,  I 
am  now  precluded  from  moving  ;  bat  should 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire be  negatived — as  I  trast  it 
will  be — the  question   for  the  House  to 
decide  will  be  what  words  abonld  be  substi- 
tuted, and  I  shall  then  propoae  my  Resolu- 
tion.    Hon.  Gentlemen  who,  with  me,  are 
on  this  side  of  the  House  stand  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.     They  cannot  be  expected 
to  place  any  confidence  in  Her  Majestj'i 
Government;  but,  as  forming  Her  Majesty's 
Opposition,  they  may  be   expected  to  be 
willing  to  express  want  of  confidence  m 
them.     But  Gentlemen  on  thia  side  of  the 
House  cannot  be  included   in    the  same 
category,  and  I,  for  one,  during  the  whole 
of  this  Parliament  now  about  to  expire, 
have  placed  my  confidence  in  the  present 
Government,  and  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
supporting  them  by  my  Totes  and  voiee. 
I  must,  however,  make  one  exception  in 
regard  to  my  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and   must  distinctly  declare 
that  I  have  no  confidence  in   the  Lord 
Chancellor's   administration    of   his    high 
office.     Such,  I  think,  must  be  the  feeling 
of  everybody  reading  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Committee,  respecting  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  with  an  impartial  desire 
to  arrive  at  a  sound  conclusion.      I  pot 
aside  all  question  of  corruption,  and  I  think 
the  Resolution  of  the   hon.   Member  for 
Northamptonshire  objectionable  because— 
though  not  perhaps  explicitly — it  does  more 
or  less  mix  up  the  Lord  Chancellor  with 
the  corruption  which,  undoubtedly,  exists 
among  other  people.     Now,  the  Committee 
which  was  as  impartially  nominated  as  any 
Committee  could  be,  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  imputation  of  personal  cor- 
ruption could  be  made  against  the  Lord 
Chancellor  with  respect  to  the  appoiotmeot 
of  Mr.  Welch.    I  concur  in  that  condiisioo, 
and  I  trust  the  House  will  also  concur  is 
it.     I  must  admit  that  the  facts  as  origi- 
nally laid  before  the  House  looked  ogiy 
enough,  and  were  calculated  to  east  a  sus- 
picion on  the  great  head  of  the  law  ;  bat 
the  examination  of  the  case  by  the  Com- 
mittee fairly  dispelled  those  impolalioDS ; 
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and  I  undentand  that  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Northamptonshire  himself  stated,  what- 
eyer  inference  might  he  drawn  from  his 
Motion,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  impute  any 

Eersonal  corraption  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
Mr.  Hunt  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  There  were 
two  qnestions  which  the  Committee  had  to 
eonsider — one,  the  imputation  of  corrup- 
tion ;  and  the  other,  .whether  in  the  admi- 
Distration  of  his  high  office  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor paid  that  proper  regard  to  the  puhlic 
interest  which  we  expect  to  he  shown  hj 
a  high  officer  of  State ;  and  I  must  say 
that  the  Besolution  mixes  up  the  two 
questions,  and  does  not  call  on  the  House 
to  find  a  distinct  Terdict  with  regard  to  each 
of  them.  In  my  judgment  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor must  he  hoDourahly  acquitted  of 
any  personal  corruption  ;  hut  there  were 
corrupt  practices  under  him,  connected 
with  his  office  of  a  gross  and  vile  character, 
which  the  House  should  condemn ;  and 
this  is  another  reason  why  I  object  to 
the  Resolution,  because  it  contains  no 
distinct  deelaration  that  those  corrupt 
practices  were  going  on.  No  one  could 
read  the  e? idence  and  compare  the  dates 
of  the  occurrences  without  arriving  at  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  a  corrupt  agree- 
ment between  parties  below  the  Lord 
Chancellor  with  respect  to  the  office  of 
registrar  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at 
Leeds.  There  is  a  misprint  in*  the 
Report,  the  correction  of  which  makes 
the  case  stronger.  It  is  stated  in  the 
Report  that  on  the  16th  of  April,  1864, 
Mr.  Welch  wrote  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
pressing  his  former  requests  ;  whereas  it 
appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  real 
date  of  the  letter  was  the  30th  of  April, 
and  the  date  of  the  check  for  £500,  proved 
to  haye  been  post-dated  a  few  days,  was 
the  6th  of  May.  Mr.  Welch  became  aware 
at  the  time  that  Mr.  Bethell  was  likely 
to  leave  his  office.  Mr.  Bethell  fixed  that 
date  himself  as  a  fortnight  before  his  own 
resignation,  which  would  be  just  concur- 
rently with  the  giving  of  this  check — so 
that  the  evidence  of  a  corrupt  agreement 
is  as  strong  as  possible.  But  is  not,  I 
would  ask,  the  fact  of  such  corruption 
notorious?  Notoriety,  however,  it  will 
be  aaid,  is  no  evidence ;  but,  then,  if  we 
are  at  all  to  listen  to  rumours  current 
throughout  society  in  London,  we  can 
have  no  doubt  that  this  is  not  a  solitary 
case.  And  what,  let  me  ask,  is  the  re- 
mit of  such  a  state  of  things  so  far  as 
the  public  is  concerned?  What  honest 
or  honourable  man  can,  onder  such  cir- 


cumstanceSy  hare  reason  to  believe  that 
he  may  trust  to  his  own  character  and 
services  to  obtain  office,  and  who  will 
risk  office,  who  relies  upon  his  merits 
alone  to  ground  his  claim  ?  I  could  not 
help  being  reminded,  when  I  read  of  those 
things,  of  lines  applied  by  one  of  our  Eng- 
lish satirists  to  times  of  notorious  corrupt 
tion  — 

** '  When  men  like  these/  the  patriot  ones, 
'To  honours  and  employments  rise, 
I  ask  no  faToar,  Mek  no  place. 
From  suoh,  employment  is  disgraoe.' " 

I  am  not,  I  may  add,  at  this  point  about 
to  enter  into  any  special  pleading  about 
the  minutiiB  of  evidence.  I  leave  that  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  have  got  a  brief  for 
the  defence,  and  who  may  be  prepared  to 
throw  doubt  and  suspicion  on  many  features 
of  the  case.  To  my  mind  the  main  allega- 
tion that  there  was  gpross  corruption  con- 
nected with  these  offices  is  not  to  he  shaken, 
although  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  not 
have  been  directly  cognisant  of  the  fact. 
Now,  when,  forsooth,  we  suppose  that  we 
are  purer  than  our  ancestors  a  new  mode 
of  obtaining  pensions  from  the  public  has 
been  discovered.  Bribe  a  Lord  Chancellor's 
son '  or  brother  with  money  or  promises  of 
money;  thus  obtain  the  office  you  desire, 
then  rob  the  public,  or  wink  at  its  being 
robbed  by  others  ;  then  get  found  out  as 
party  to  this  malversation  and  you  may 
apply  to  a  facile  Lord  Chancellor  for  a  retir- 
ing allowance,  and  in  that  way  you  may 
obtain  from  the  public  a  pension.  In  my 
opinion,  whatever  we  may  think  in  doors, 
these  things  going  on  round  the  Woolsack 
have  a  great  effect  on  the  public  mind. 
Men  are  shocked  to  find  that  transac- 
tions which  took  place  in  times  con- 
nected with  our  past  and  least  satisfac- 
tory annals  can  possibly  exist  in  our  own 
day.  Take  the  officers  of  the  Leeds  Court 
of  Bankruptcy— Messrs.  Wilde  and  Payne. 
We  now  Know  that  they  did  not  perform 
their  duty,  and  that  the  money  which 
ought  to  have  gone  into  the  public  purse 
was  appropriated  by  the  officers  of  that 
court.  Accounts  were  certified  as  having 
been  examined  when  no  examination  took 
place,  and  as  having  been  audited  when 
there  was  really  no  audit  at  all;  the  pro- 
ceedings of  those  officers  being  wound  up  by 
their  borrowing  money  of  others  subordinate 
to  them  whom  it  was  their  business  to  super- 
mtend.  Now,  whatever  colour  anybody 
may  try  to  put  upon  the  matter,  these  were 
gross  malpractices  deserving  of  the  ceosure 
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of  this  House.  Payne's  case,  to  which  the 
Lord  Advocate  referred,  was  fatlj  as  had 
as  that  of  Mr.  Wilde's.  He  was  guilty  of 
exactly  the  same  offence,  and  was  treated 
in  exactly  the  same  way.  After  having 
heen  called  upon  to  show  cause  why  he 
should  not  he  dismissed  from  his  office,  be- 
cause he  could  not  adequately  account  for 
his  malpractices,  he  receives  a  mild  sug- 
gestion that  he  should  retire.  He  is  sum- 
moned before  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  say 
why  he  should  not  be  dismissed,  and  in 
the  next  moment  he  reoeives  a  sugges- 
tion that  it  is  expedient  he  should  retire 
•—that  retirement  meaning  that  he  should 
receive  a  pension  from  the  public.  TTpon 
this  point  Mr.  Miller  was  very  distinct.  He 
states,  that  in  case  of  those  officers  who 
had  given  no  satisfactory  account  what- 
ever as  to  why  they  had  permitted  the 
malpractices  to  which  I  have  referred  in 
respect  to  accounts  which  they  were  bound 
to  superintend  the  suggestion  of  a  retire- 
ment on  pensions  came  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  himself.  The  Lord  Chancellor, 
however,  does  not  appear  to  have  recollected 
this  circumstance.  I  do  not  wish  to  rest  this 
statement  merely  upon  my  own  assertion. 
In  nnswer  to  a  question  put  by  Mr.  Bovill 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  this  must  have 
been  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Miller, 
and  that  he  could  hardly  have  understood 
what  he  said.  *'  I  most  unquestionably/' 
he  adds,  "gave  Mr.  Miller  no  sort  of  an- 
thority  to  say  anything  to  Mr.  Wilde  on 
the  subject  of  his  retirement."  Then  Mr. 
Miller  also  states  that  he  had  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  certificate  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Wi1de*s  health  ;  but  upon 
that  point  also  the  Lord  Chancellor  says 
he  has  no  recollection.  Now,  I  would  here 
observe  that  I,  for  one,  have  no  confidence 
whatsoever  in  the  memory  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  Upon  this  point  I  do  not  come 
to  a  decision  solely  from  the  immediate 
inquiry  under  our  notice,  but  also  from 
what  occurred  in  the  Edmunds'  case  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  important  for  that  Committee  to  as- 
certain whether  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Leman,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  or  about 
the  8th  of  November,  in  which  he  said  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  distinctly  told  him 
that  if  Mr.  Edmunds  wished  to  retire  on  a 
pension  he  would  have  no  objection,  was 
or  was  not  correct.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
hesitated  when  questioned  upon  the  point, 
and  said — 

2£r.  JE.  P.  Bouverie 


**  I  do  not  believe  I  ever  sent  for  Mr.  Leman 
exeept  on  the  4th  of  October.*' 

When  asked  whether  the  interview  had 
not  taken  place  on  the  8th  of  November, 
his  answer  was — 


"Mr.  Leman*B  memory  some  yean  ago 
much  better  tb&n  lately.  I  have  no  recoUection 
of  sending  for  Mr.  Leman  at  that  time,  nor  do  I 
think  I  did  so." 

Now,  the  Lord  Chancellor's  memory,  with 
respect  to  this  interview,  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  extremely  treacherous,  for  Mr. 
Leman,  in  answer  to  a  subsequent  questioa 
which  was  put  to  him,  said — 

"  Having  seen  the  statement  of  the  Lord  Chan« 
oellor  this  morning,  I  looked  over  my  papers  and 
found  one  dated  the  6th  of  November,  filing  a 
meeting  with  him  for  the  next  morning." 

I  contend,  therefore,  that  we  ought  to  pre- 
fer the  positive  statement  of  Mr.  Miller, 
confused  and  unsatisfactory  as  it  appears 
to  be,  to  one  which  rests  solely  on  the 
recollection  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  And 
I  maintain  that  in  this  instance  the  tioble 
and  learned  Lord  has  been  guilty  of  a 
dereliction  of  duty  in  giving  to  the  officers 
in  question  a  retiring  pension  without  any 
inquiry  into  the  malfeasances  which  were 
brought  to  light.  If,  however,  this  was 
the  only  case  against  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  the  grant  of  these  retiring  pensions 
might  be  attributed  to  haste ;  but  how  ia 
it  possible  to  get  over  the  case  of  Mr. 
Edmunds  ?  Is  it  not  startling  to  think 
that  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  England, 
knowing  this  man  to  be  a  public  defaulter 
of  the  very  worst  description,  and  that  he 
had  been  robbing  the  public  year  after 
year,  should  allow  him  to  come  before  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  present  a  petition  to 
that  august  body  for  a  pension,  and  say 
nothing  of  the  defalcations  and  delinqaen'- 
cies  within  his  special  knowledge  of  this 
man.  I  am  not  led  away  by  party  spirit 
in  this  matter,  and  I  aak,  is  it  possible  to 
say  that  the  country  can  have  confideDce 
for  the  future  in  the  mode  in  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  deals  with  these  matters  ? 
Can  we  feel  as  certain  as  we  should  do 
with  regard  to  many  members  of  that 
honourable  and  learned  profession  that  the 
same  circumstances  would  not  happen 
again  with  that  noble  and  learned  Lord 
still  holding  that  great*  post — supposing 
this  House  to  be  willing  to  condone  these 
acts  ?  I  say  that  I  am  not  satisfied,  and 
I  could  not  feel  satisfied  that  at  any  time 
something  fresh  would  not  be  discovered 
which  would  shock  us  quite  as  much  as 
these  things  have  done.     Well,   what   is 
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the  meaniDg   of  the    Amendment  of  my 
right  hoD.    Friend  the  Lord    Advocate? 
Vfhj,  that  there  has  heen  a  little  haste 
on  the  Lord  ChaDcellor's  part.     A  little 
haste  I     I  saj  there  was  something  worse 
than  haste  in  the  manner  in   which  he 
neglected  his  hoonden  duty  to  the  pnblic. 
And  then,  forsooth,  the  Lord   Adfocate 
suggests  that  a  change  is  reqiaired  in  the 
law.     I  say  that  the  law   itself  is  a  per- 
fectly right  and  good  law,  if  it  were  only 
properly  administered.     You    must  trust 
some  one  to  execute  these  high  functions, 
and  who  is  to  be  trusted  unless  it  is  the 
person  who  occupies  the  high  and  impor- 
tant   oost    of   Lord   Chancellor?     What 
possible  check  can  you  have —  quts  cvato- 
diet  ipiOi  custodes  —  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor  cannot  be  trusted  properly  to  dis- 
charge this  public  duty  ?     Sir,  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  at  this  late  hour  in  the 
evening,  but  I  say  that  this  is  a  question 
of  conndence  in  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
after  what  has  passed  I  beg  leave  to  affirm, 
for  myself,  that  I  have  no  confidence  in 
him.     I  doubt  whether  he  is  a  proper  per- 
son to  fill  these  high  offices.     His  ability 
none  of  us  dispute.    Many  of  us  have  been 
witnesses  of  it  here,  and  we  shall  all  agree 
that  it  is  of  the  first  order.     But  what  is 
the  value  of  that  ability  unless  it  is  guided 
bj  sound  discretion — and  is  possessed  by  a 
man  in  whom  we  can  place  confidence — a 
man  who  will  duly  discharge  those  grave 
duties  which  have  nothing  to  do  with  his 
political  functions,  but  which  are  commit- 
ted to  him  for  the  benefit  of  the  country  ? 
Mr.  hunt  :  Sir,  the   Lord  Advocate 
having  moved  an  Amendment,  I  believe  I 
am  entitled  to   make    an  observation.     I 
do  not  rise    to  occupy    the   time  of  the 
House  by  going  again  into  matters  with 
which  I  fear  I  have  already  wearied   the 
House  too  much  ;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Bouverie)  having  intimated 
his  intention    of  moving  an  Amendment, 
of  the  terms  of  which  he  gave  notice  early 
in   the  evening,    in   case  my    Resolution 
•hoold  be  negatived,  all  I  have  to  say  is 
that  his  Amendment  entirely  expresses  my 
own  views,   and  the  views  which  I  believe 
I  have  expressed  in  the  remarks   that  I 
made  at  the  opening  of  the  debate.     And 
AS  I  understand  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  and  certain  other  Members  think 
the   words   which  I  have  placed    on  the 
paper  do  not  with  sufficient   exnlicitness 
exonerate  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  the 
imputation  of  personal  corruption »  I  am 
■ore  the  House  will  feel  that  I  did  so  in 


my  speech.  If  there  is  any  ambiguity  in 
my  Resolution,  I  am  certainly  desirous  that 
there  should  be  none ;  and  I  am,  therefore* 
perfectly  willing  to  allow  my  Motion  to  be 
negatived  in  order  to  let  in  the  Motion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock, which  I  shall  have  much  pleasure 
in  supporting. 

Mb.  HOWES,  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  rose  to  express  his  strong  ap- 
proval of  the  course  just  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  in  accept- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  The 
announcement  which  that  hon.  Member 
makes  relieves  that  part  of  the  House  (the 
Opposition)  from  the  possibility  of  what 
might  be  a  serious  imputation — namely,  the 
possibility  of  its  being  supposed  that  that 
Motion  rested  upon  a  party  basis.  It 
relieved  himself  personally,  and  also  he 
believed  several  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  from  some  difficulty  ;  for  some 
of  them  could  not. have  agreed  to  the 
Motion  as  it  originally  stood.  The  Com- 
mittee were  absolutely  unanimous  in  all 
their  resolutions  and  decisions — there  was 
no  one  point  on  which  they  differed,  set- 
ting aside  those  minute  shades  of  difference 
which  must  arise  when  almost  any  question 
has  to  be  considered  by  different  minds. 
He  would  only  make  one  reference  to  what 
took  place  last  week.  He  had  left  London, 
as  other  Members  of  the  Committee  had 
done,  feeling  certain  that  no  notice  what- 
ever coufd  be  taken  of  that  matter  until 
the  evidence  was  printed ;  and  he  regretted 
deeply  that  any  notice  of  it  whatever  had 
then  been  taken. 

Viscount  CRANBOURNE  begged  to 
call  his  hon.  Friend  to  order.  He  was 
referring  to  a  past  debate,  and  that  was 
the  more  unjust  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  Longfield)  was  not  in  his 
place. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  made  a  reference  to  a  former  de- 
bate in  the  sense  of  animadverting  or  com- 
menting upon  it,  but  had  only  mentioned  it 
as  a  fact  tnat  had  taken  place. 

Mr.  HOWES  could  assure  the  House 
that  he  was  not  goiiiff  to  make  any  fur- 
ther reference  to  that  rormer  debate  except 
to  express  regret  that  it  had  occurred. 
Tliere  was  only  one  expression  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  Longfield) 
on  that  occasion  to  which  he  wished  to 
allude. 

Mb.  speaker  intimated  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  that  would  be  irregular. 
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Mr.  HOWES  would  then  only  say  that 
he  cordially  agreed  with  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock,  who  expressed 
fully  the  sentiment  of  the  Committee.  But 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate, 
because  it  simply  echoed  so  much  of  the 
Eeport  as  acquitted  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  took  no  notice  whatever  of  that  part 
which  condemned  him.  The  part  of  the 
Report  which  condemned  him  was  that 
which  stated  that  the  grave  duty  was  im- 
posed upon  him  of  seeing  that  certain  facts 
were  ascertained,  that  the  person  on  whom 
that  duty  was  laid  was  no  less  a  person 
than  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Bngland,  that 
the  object  for  which  that  duty  was  im- 
posed was  the  public  good,  but  that  that 
duty  was  not  done.  It  seemed  to  him  that, 
having  said  so  much,  whether  they  used 
the  word  "  haste,"  or  '*  want  of  caution," 
or  "  negligence,"  they  had  said  all  that 
was  needful,  and  that  the  same  High  Officer 
having  been  guilty  of  neglect  of  a  similar 
kind  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  some  notice  should 
be  taken  by  the  House  of  that  dereliction 
of  doty. 

Mb.  HUSSE7  VIVIAN  said,  that  as 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  he  unfor- 
tunately could  not  take  the  same  view  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  had  just  ex- 
pressed. The  Committee  were  entirely 
unanimous;  the  words  proposed  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  that  evening  were  copied 
from  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  he 
felt  bound  to  support  there  the  very  words 
which  he  had  supported  upstairs.  A  good 
deal  more  was  implied  in  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock. 
He  thought  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  continue  to 
occupy  his  high  office  if  that  right  hon. 
Member's  Motion  were  carried.  Now,  that 
either  was  or  was  not  based  on  the  inves- 
tigation which  the  Committee  had  made. 
As  a  Member  of  that  Committee  he  could 
not  for  one  moment  say  that  the  evidence 
was  in  any  way  sufficient  to  cause  him  to 
give  a  vote  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  resign 
his  office.  He  said  distinctly  that  neither 
in  the  case  which  was  investigated  in  ano- 
ther place  nor  in  the  case  which  was  in- 
yestigated  by  their  own  Committee,  could 
he  conceive  that  the  evidence  was  such 
as  to  warrant  the  House  in  adopting  such 
words  as  would  cause  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  resign  his  office.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
Mr,  Speaker 


wish,  nor  did  he  feel  anxioos  to  advocate 
the  cause  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  any 
shape  or  form.  Purely  judicial  functions 
had  devolved  upon  him  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee.  Those  functions  he  had  dis- 
charged to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  with, 
he  beliered,  strict  impartiality ;  and  the 
conclusion  to  which  he  now  came  was,  he 
thought,  equally  impartial.  In  the  evi- 
dence  submitted  to  the  House  he  saw  no 
ground  for  forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
quit  his  office,  and  it  was  his  determination 
to  support  the  words  of  the  Committee. 

The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL:  Sir, 
the  position   in  which  we  find  onrselrea 
placed    by   the    determination    just    ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire, appears  to  me,  I  confess,  some- 
what extraordinary,  and   is   perhaps  one 
that  is  not  very  convenient.     ["  Hear  I  "] 
Hon.  Gentlemen    opposite,  I   admit,  ean 
put  their  own  construction  on  my  words, 
but  my  meaning  was   simply  tins — ^that 
when  notice  is  given  of  a  Motion,  and  we 
have  an  opportunity  of    considering    its 
terms,  it  is  certainly  not  in  a  high  degree 
convenient  that  we  should  have  suddenly 
substituted  for  it  another  which  is  not  upon 
the  notice  paper,  and  the  terms  of  which 
we  have  had  no  such  opportunity  of  consi- 
dering.     But,  fortunately,   we  are  in   a 
great  measure  relieved  from  that  difficulty 
by  the  ten  our  of  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend    behind    me   (Mr.  Bouverie), 
who,  whatever  may  be  the  terms  of  his 
Motion,  distinctly  says  that  he  tenders  it 
to  the  House  as  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  express 
purpose  and  intention  of  driving  that  noble 
and  learned  Lord  from  office.     I  do  not 
wonder   that   under   these    circumstances 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should  so  willingly 
accept  it,  or  that  it  should  appear  to  them 
to  be  so  convenient   a  Motion.     But,  of 
course,  I  need  not  say  that  if  that  be  the 
case,  the  House  and  the  country  will  not 
be  misled  by  this  change  in  the  form  of 
the  Motion,  and  they  will  not  be  led  to 
think — whatever  any  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
say  who  in  this  House  are  no  longer  subject 
to  those  judicial  obligations  and  sanetiona 
to  which  they  are  sutgect  in  Committee — 
the  House  and  the  country  will  not,  I  say, 
be  led  to  think  that  this  is  the  mode  in 
which  we  shall  be  likely  best  to  support 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  which  we 
have  appointed.     The  House  has  a  duty 
on  this  occasion — a  very  grare  one — to 
discharge  to  its  Committee,  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  to  the  public.     Well,  Sir, 
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I  caoDot  accept,  even  from  so  very  honour- 
able a  Boarce  as  that  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee — I  cannot  accept  efen  from 
biro,  sitting  in  this  House,  and  being, 
donbtless,  not  willing  to  separate  himself 
from  those  among  whom  he  sits — I  can- 
not accept  the  interpretation  be  has  put 
on  the  plain  language  of  the  Commit- 
tee, however  convenient  it  may  be  for 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  What  is  the 
Amendment  submitted  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  ?  .  It  is 
expressly  an  affirmance  of  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  in  the  very  terms  in  which 
the  Committee  have  expressed  it.  I  beg 
leave  once  more  to  read  it — 

'*  Thjit  this  Iloase  having  considered  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  I^eds  Bank- 
rapt  cj  Court,  and  the  evidence  taken  by  it,  agrees 
with  the  Committee  in  the  opinion  that  the  fiicts 
which  are  established  acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor 
from  all  charge  in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers, 
except  that  of  huste  and  want  of  caution  in 
granting  a  pension  to.  Mr.  Wilde ;  but  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  some  further  check  should  be 
placed  by  law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions  to  the 
holders  of  legal  oflBoes." 

What  are  the  words  of  the  Committee? 
Towards  the  conclusion  of  their  Report, 
Bumming  np,  they  say — and  it  is  consistent 
with  everything  said  before— 

"  Thej  must  be  allowed  to  observe,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  while  the  &cts  which  they  believe  to  be 
eatabljshed  by  the  evidence,  acquit  the  Lord 
Chancellor  from  all  charge,  except  that  of  haste 
and  want  of  caution  in  granting  a  pension  to  Mr. 
WUde." 

Is  there  a  Member  of  the  Committee  in 
this  House  who  will  vote  against  that? 
And  is  there  anything  in  the  Report  affect- 
ing the  Lord  Chancellor  different  from 
that?  The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire says  the  pension  was  granted 
hastily  and  without  due  examination.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  show  the  wonderful 
acateness  with  whicli  they  can  distinguish 
in  these  matters.  They  see  one  meaning 
in  the  words  '*  hastily  and  without  due 
examination,"  and  another  in  "  haste  and 
want  of  caution  ;  "  but  I  apprehend  the 
country  will  not  be  able  to  discover  any 
difference  between  the  two  forms  of  expres- 
lion.  The  Committee  pronounce  their 
Terdict  in  terms  which  we  adopt  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  I 
take  these  words  and  ask  the  House  to 
express  their  assent  to  that  conclusion. 
And  I  take  the  liberty  of  adding  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
far  more  for  the  public  interest  than  that 
which  it  proposed  to  substitute  for  it ; 
because    the   public    interest   is   not    so 
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much  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  oon« 
duct  of  this  or  that  person,  unless  indeed 
he  is  seriously  considered  to  be  a  delin- 
quent against  whom  public  justice  de- 
mands severe  measnres  to  be  taken,  as 
that  advantage  should  be  taken  of  dis- 
closures made  on  this  as  on  other  occasions 
in  order  to  correct  defects  that  exist  in  the 
law,  and  that  errors  of  this  description 
should  not  be  committed  if  they  can  by 
any  means  be  avoided.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  says 
there  is  no  fault  in  the  law — that  the  law 
is  perfectly  right,  and  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  the  person  by  whom  these  pensions 
ought  to  be  granted.  The  Amendment  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  tokes  issue  on  that 
point,  and  I  ask,  is  it  right  that  pensions 
of  this  description  should  be  granted  by 
persons  not  ordinarily  conversant  with  the 
management  of  the  public  purse,  who 
ordinarily  have  in  view  only  professional 
and  legal  considerations?  or,  is  it  right 
that  this  class  of  pensions  like  all  others — 
those  of  the  civil  and  diplomatic  service* 
for  example  —  should  be  referred  to  the 
Treasury  and  be  under  the  entire  superin- 
tendence and  authority  of  the  Treasury  f 
I  own  I  should  have  thought,  but  for  what 
has  fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock,  that  there  could 
not  have  been  two  opinions  on  that  point,  and 
that  all  must  agree  that  the  present  ano- 
maly of  such  pensions  being  granted  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  other  judicial  officers 
ought  to  cease.  It  will  be  a  very  great 
benefit  to  the  public  and  a  relief  to  those 
intrusted  with  judicial  duties  that  such  re- 
sponsibility should  be  taken  from  them  and 
given  to  the  guardians  of  the  public  purse. 
The  Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
adopts  the  conclusion  and  verdict  of  the 
Committee,  and  recommends  an  altera- 
tion and  improvement  of  the  law,  for  the 
future,  providing  safeguards  against  the 
recurrence  of  anv  haste  or  want  of  caution 
leading  to  similar  results.  But,  having 
said  so  much  with  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  public  and  the  affirmance  of  the  con- 
clusions of  the  Committee,  I  beg  leave  to 
make  some  observations  on  the  duty  which 
I  venture  to  think  the  House  owes  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter.  Is  it  or 
is  it  not  the  duty  of  the  House  to  consider 
whether,  if  the  findings  of  this  Report  are 
correct,  the  Lord  Chancellor  ought  to  be 
subject  to  such  censure  as  that  proposed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  What  were  the 
different  points  referred  to  the  Committee  t 
First,    the  oircnmstances  connected  with 
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the  resignation  of  Mr.  Wilde.     It  has  been 
admitted  by  every   one  who   has  spoken 
that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Wilde  in  his  office 
was  such  that  it  was  for  the  public  benefit 
he  should  not  continue  to  hold  it.     Those 
who  heard  the  candid  and  able  statement 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  are  probably  also  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  a  greater 
degree   of  severity  than  had  been  meted 
out  in  any  similar  case,  if  Mr.  Wilde  liad 
been  absolutely  dismissed   and  not    per- 
mitted to  retire  with  a  pension.     The  facts 
are  very   simple.     Mr.    Wilde  made   the 
usual  statement,  verified  by  affidavit,  that 
there  was  sufficient  cause  from  the  failure  of 
his  sight  for  not  continuing  in  bis  office,  the 
duties  of  which  for  thirteen  years  he  had 
discharged  in  a  manner  which  no  one  would 
dispassionately  say  required  dismissal,  al- 
though most  persons  would  beof  opinion  that 
he  had  discharged  them  in  an  inefficient 
manner.  He  verifies  his  petition  by  affidavit. 
No  one  can  call  in  question  the  sufficiency 
of  the  cause  as  stated  in  these  documents, 
and  but  for  circumstances  that  directed  so 
much  attention  to  this  case  it  would  not 
have  occurred  to  any  one  reading  the  cer- 
tificate that  it  was  in  any  way  different 
from  the  certificate  and  petition  of  any  other 
applicant  for  a  retiring  pension.    The  Lord 
Chancellor  himself  is  the  principal  cause  of 
the  censure  which  is  brought  against  him 
on  this  point,  because  he  admits  he  did  not 
give  the  certificate  that  particular  exami- 
nation which  he  ought  to  have  done.     For 
the  rest  of  the  case  nobody  would  visit  him 
with  severe  censure,  because  the  statement 
of  the  petition  and  affidavit  would  naturally 
be  believed  by  every   one  reading  them. 
No  one  was  entitled  to  suppose  that  the 
certificate  was  not  honestly  given.     The 
Lord  Chancellor  says   he   did   not  parti- 
cularly  advert   to   the    certificate.      The 
busiuess  of  his  office  is  of  a  very  onerous 
and  overwhelming  kind.     I  cannot  for  a 
moment  believe  that  the  House  would  think 
there  was  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  vote 
of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor so  as  to  drive  him  from  office  because 
he  gave  credit,    in  this    respect,    to  his 
subordinate  officer.     If  this  part  of   the 
case  stood  alone,  would  the  House  think  it 
worthy  of  this  censure  ?    I  cannot  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  this  would  be  looked 
upon  as  sufficient  ground,  if  it  were  not 
for  those  other  matters,  as  to  all  of  which 
the   Lord   Chancellor  has  received    most 
complete  vindication  in  the  Report.     Is  it 
just,  in  a  case  where  matters  so  trivial  are 
mixed  up  with  matters  so  grave,  to  avail 
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yourselves  of  these  grave  matters,  though, 
in  themselves  not  substantiated,  so  far  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  concerned »  in  order  to 
give  the  more  trivial  matters  a  weight  which 
not  one  of  you  in  your  conacience  can  be- 
lieve attaches  to  it  ?     Is  that  reaaoiiable— 
is  it  just — is  it  candid — is  it  worthy  of  the 
House  of   Commons?     I    would    reqneftt 
every  hon.  Gentleman  to  aak  himself  this 
question — Would  you  have  been  prepared 
to  concur  in  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
if  there  had  been  nothing  but  this,  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  granting  a  pension 
to  an  officer   whose  contiaance   in  office 
was  undesirable,  but  whose  offences  were 
not   sufficient   to  warrant    his    dismissal, 
had  not  given  sufficient  attention  to  the 
form  of    an    affidavit?     That   I   do  not 
think   anybody    would    have    done.    Bot 
for  other    matters  a's  to  which    by  year 
lips  you  profess  to  acquit  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, you  allow  yourselves  to  be  drawn 
into  Resolutions  on   this    paltry   ground, 
which  you  would  not  have  thought  of  under 
other  circumstances.    I  believe  in  yonr  con- 
sciences you  cannot  deny  that,  and  I  must 
say  thai  I  heard  with  the  moat  profoood 
astonishment  something  that  fell  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bonverie).     Any- 
thing more  foreign  to  what  I  should  have 
thought   likely    to  receive  acceptance  in 
this   House   I   never  heard,    and   yet  it 
was    received    with     not    a    few    cheers 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.    He 
said    "  no    doubt,    notoriety   is   not  evi- 
dence."   But  he   went  on   to  say,   "If 
we  are  to   listen  to    rumours  current  in 
society    there    can   be   no  doubt   this  is 
not  a  solitary  case."     Is  that  the  ground 
on  which  hon.  Members  are  going  to  vote 
tonight  ?     Then,  what  a  farce  it  was  to 
appoint  a  Committee  upstairs  to  examine 
into  evidence  upon  which  the  Committee 
acquits  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  everything. 
[•*  Oh  !  "]   Why,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
made  the  Motion   (Mr.    Hunt)   distinctly 
disclaimed   any  imputation   of  corruption 
Against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  me  (Mr.  Bonverie) 
did  the  same.     But  we  are  told  of  whis- 
pers and  rumours  out  of  doors,  of  matters 
of  notoriety  which  are  no  evidence  at  all, 
and  we  are  therefore  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  this  is  not  a  solitary  case.     No  donht 
there  are,  and    have  been,    rumours  out 
of  doors  which  have  imputed  corruption ; 
but  when  these    rumours    have   come  to 
be  judicially   examined  by  a    Committee 
they  have   been  utterly  dissipated.    And 
yet  you  fall  back  now  upon  other  rnmonrs 
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— matters  of  notoriotj !  Is  that  tlio  way 
jastice  is  to  be  meted  out  to  persons  filling 
SQch  high  offices  as  that  of  Lord  Chancel- 
lor ?  I  apprehend  that  is  not  the  yiew 
which  the  Hoese  at  large  will  take.  But 
I  wish  to  make  an  obser?ation  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind me  (Mr.  Bouyerie),  which  I  was  as- 
tonished to  hear  was  to  be  supported  by 
Members  of  the  Committee.  He  thinks  it 
expedient  that  the  House  should  declare  by 
its  yote  that  there  haye  been  corrupt  prac- 
tices connected  with  officers  under  the  Lord 
Chancellor  which  the  House  should  con- 
demn. Now,  what  did  the  Committee  re- 
commend upon  this  subject  ?    They  said— 

**  The  statement  of  Mr.  Harding  is  irreconcil- 
able with  that  of  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch.  Mr. 
Harding's  statement,  if  true,  discloses  a  cormpt 
lNU*gain  between  the  three  parties ;  if  false,  it  is 
a  gross  attempt  at  extortion.  One  or  other  of 
these  conolosions  would  be  established  by  a  judi- 
cial inyestigation  of  the  facts  of  the  case ;  but,  as 
each  of  than  inroWes  the  liability  to  a  charge  of 
a  highly  penal  character,  your  Committee,  not 
having  the  opportunity  of  examining  witnesses 
upon  oath,  or  of  bringing  the  persons  inculpated 
to  a  formal  trial,  purposely  abstain  from  express- 
ing any  opinion  as  to  which  of  the  two  yiews 
alraye  mentioned  ought  to  be  adopted.  They  con- 
sider it  their  doty  to  obserre  that  the  indisput- 
able fiu3tB  are  such  as  to  render  it  essential  to  the 
public  interest  that  the  case  should,  as  soon  as 
possible,  be  made  the  subject  of  legal  inyestiga- 
tion." 

What  did  the  Goyemment  do  when  that 
Report  came  before  them  ?  They  deter- 
mined to  act  upon  the  Report.  They  con- 
sulted the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
whether  the  evidence  justified  the  institution 
of  legal  proceedings,  being  detertnined  to 
take  those  proceedings  unless  the  Law 
Officers  should  say  on  their  responsibility 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  to 
warrant  them  in  taking  that  course.  But 
the  Committee  did  not  say  that,  while  this 
eoDsoltation  was  proceeding,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  pr^udge  and  pre- determine  the 
ease  by  a  Hesolution  in  this  House.  If 
legal  proceedings  are  to  be  taken  I  would 
humbly  advise  the  House  to  adopt  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  invites  the 
House  to  do  that  which  the  Committee 
refused  to  do,  and  to  declare  beforehand 
that  the  evidence  establishes  a  case  of  cor- 
rupt practices.  I  will  not  deny  that  a  case 
might  be  imagined  in  which  it  might  be 
expedient  for  the  House  to  take  that 
course — a  case  where  it  had  been  shown 
that,  beliind  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  other 
high  officers  of  State,  there  were  persons 
with  frequent  access  to  him  who  were  in 


the  habit  of  selling  for  money  or  other 
corrupt  considerations  the  patronage  which 
it  was  his  duty  to  administer.     But  what 
does  the  eyidence  in  this  case  come  to  f 
That  a  spendthrift  son  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who,    a  year  before   these  things 
happened,  had  mentioned  casually  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  the  name  of  an  acquaint- 
ance as  a  person  he  recommended  for  a  par- 
ticular office,  that  son  being  in  difficulties, 
raising  money  whereyer  he  could  get  it, 
accepted  an  advance  of  money  upon  the 
understanding  that  he  would  use  his  influ- 
ence to  procure  for  the  same  person  the 
same  office — he  being  at  that  time  in  such 
circumstances  as  makes  it  obyious  that 
he  never  afterwards  did   use,   and  neyer 
could  use,  any  influence  for  that  purpose. 
It  is  clear  that   these  are  circumstances 
which  can  in  no  way  tend  to  cast  a  gene- 
ral suspicion  upon  the  purity  of  the  pnblio 
service — it  is  a  case  against  which  no  con- 
ceivable   safeguard    can    be    raised,    but 
which  may,  most  properly,  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  ordinary  methods  of  law. 
Who  are  the  persons   besides  the    Lord 
Chancellor    against  whom    the  charge  of 
corruption  is  made?     Much  has  been  said 
about  Mr.  Miller,  but  I  do  not  find  that 
any  charge  of  corruption  is  made  against 
him   or   against    any   person  except   Mr. 
Welch   and  the    unfortunate   son  of  the 
Lord    Chancellor.      Any    candid    person 
reading  the    evidence    would    adopt    the 
conclusions    of   the    Committee.      Refe- 
rence to  the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds  has 
been  made.  In   that  case,  I  must  say  that 
I  think  undoubtedly  the  Lord  Chancellor 
did  commit  an  error  in  not  taking  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  communicating 
the  facts  relating  to  Mr.  Edmunds*  case 
to  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
But  if  that  was  so  grave  an  error  as  to 
justify  a  yote  of  want  of  confidence  in  order 
to  remoye  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  his 
I  office,  the  time  has  gone  by  at  which  that 
I  course   might  have  been  expected  to  be 
'  taken.      It   is    some    months    ago    since 
'  that  was  discussed.     [Mr.  Hennesst  :     It 
was  May  17.]   Well,  we  are  now  at  July  3, 
There  have  been  abundant  opportunities 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  propose  a  Motion 
on  that  subject.     Do  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite expect  it  to  be  believed  that  they 
really  intended  to  make  any  Motion  con- 
cerning the  Edmunds'  case,  when  they  have 
postponed  it  until  now  ?  [  An  hon.  Membbr: 
We  did  not  expect  a  second  edition  of  it.] 
Just  so.     If  this  second  case  had  not  come 
out  we  should  haye  heard  nothing  of  any 
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Eueh  Motion.  I  ask  that  each  of  these 
eases  should  be  fairly  considered  upon  its 
own  merits;  and  if  it  is  clear  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  could  have  had  no  corrupt  mo- 
tive in  the  ease  of  Mr.  Wilde,  although  he 
may  be  open  to  slight  reflection  for  haste 
ftnd  want  of  caution,  yet  it  is  impossible  to 
make  it  a  more  serious  matter  by  importing 
the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds  into  the  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilde.  Of  the  other 
things  you  profess  to  acquit  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor,  but  you  take  advantage  of  them  to 
assist  in  this  attack.  As  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Edmunds,  the  House  will  remember 
that  it  was  not  the  Lord  Chancellor  who 
granted  the  pension,  and  that  the  facts  re- 
lating to  that  case  were  matters  of  noto- 
riety long  before.  I  know  that  I  read  a 
concise  account  of  the  general  facts  con- 
nected with  the  Edmunds'  case  in  a 
newspaper  in  the  autumn  of  last  year,  and 
they  were  notorious  to  most,  if  not  all,  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  who 
granted  that  pension.  Although  I  concur 
with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  it  was  an  error  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
not  to  officially  communicate  the  facts  to 
them,  yet  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  that 
many  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
not  as  cognizant  of  all  the  most  material 
facts  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  himself.  The 
Committee,  in  fact,  fell  into  the  same  error 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  did.  Will  the 
House  allow  me  to  ask  them  to  look  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question  ?  Is  it  true  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  not  had  at  heart 
in  all  these  matters  the  public  interest? 
Who  was  it  that  set  the  Patent  Office  in- 
quiry on  foot  ?  Who  discovered  the  gross 
abuses  by  which  the  public  had  been  de- 
frauded ?  The  Lord  Chancellor.  I  beg  to 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  those  abuses 
had  been  going  on  unsuspected  since  1832, 
under  two  Conservative  Governments,  as 
well  as  under  several  Liberal  Governments, 
and  it  was  reserved  for  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  to  ferret  out  the  abuses,  to 
remove  the  offender,  and  to  recover  for 
the  public  a  very  considerable  sum  of 
money.  Nor  was  there  any  secrecy  in 
that  inquiry.  It  was  known  to  many  per- 
sons. The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  his  zeal 
for  the  public  survice,  did  inflict  upon  that 
individual  a  very  severe  punishment,  and 
only  did  not  interfere  to  prevent  him  from 
receiving  a  pension  upon  his  retirement 
from  a  different  office,  in  which  no  mis- 
conduct had  been  imputed  to  him,  be- 
cause he  did  not  wish  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  deciding  upon  himself.  I 
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agree  that  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  that  re- 
sponsibility upon  himself;  but  those  who 
are  disposed  to  pass  a  fair  and  just — I 
will  not  say  a  generous — judgment,  will 
consider  in  some  degree  the  great  service 
done  to  the  public  in  instituting  these 
inquiries  and  exposing  those  abuses.  So 
it  has  been  in  the  matters  conuected  with 
bankruptcy.  We  know  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  incurred  odium  at  Leeds 
and  throughout  the  country  because,  on  its 
being  represented  to  him  that  there  were 
gross  abuses  prevalent  among  the  local 
officers,  he  insisted  on  searching  into  those 
matters  thoroughly ;  thus  he  oommoDi- 
cated  many  facts  (including  the  proceed- 
ings and  correspondence  in  the  partienlar 
case  of  Mr.  Wilde),  to  the  Committee  which 
sat  to  consider  the  subject  of  bankruptcy,  he 
corrected  many  abuses  and  punished,  al- 
ways mercifully,  many  offenders.  Can  any 
one  say  of  his  patronage  generally  that 
it  has  been  marked  by  any  want  of  con- 
sideration for  the  public  service  }  Ecclesi- 
astical patronage  has  been  spoken  of ;  bat 
be  it  remembered  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
is  the  first  who,  for  what  he  considered 
the  public  benefit,  surrendered  about  300 
livings,  many  of  them  of  no  inconsider- 
able value.  And  what  as  to  his  judicial 
patronage  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt)  justly 
said  that  it  would  be  a  most  serious  thing 
if  any  doubt  were  thrown  on  the  purity  of 
judicial  patronage.  But  has  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  advising  the  Crown  as  to  the 
higher  judicial  patronage,  done  nothing 
to  entitle  him  to  the  acknowledgments 
even  of  the  other  side  of  the  House? 
Has  he  not  recommended  men  to  sit 
on  the  bench  without  regard  to  party 
considerations  ?  Was  not  the  last  Judge 
who  now  does  honour  to  the  bench 
taken  from  the  ranks  of  the  opposite 
side  ?  Not  for  want  of  good  men  here, 
in  and  out  of  Parliament,  well  qaali- 
fiod  to  fill  that  office  ;  but  because  the 
Lord  Chancellor  desired  to  take  the  man 
who,  all  things  considered,  was  the  most 
qualified  and  the  best  fitted  for  the  office. 
The  other  night  it  was  suggested  that  if 
the  Office  of  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy 
had  been  established  by  Parliament  the 
Lord  Chancellor  might  have  made  some 
unworthy  appointment;  but  it  was  not  long 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
that  Parliament  passed  a  law  concerning 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  under  that  law 
an  office  of  some  value  was  created^  a  chief 
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registranhip  with  not  inoonaiderable  salary 
and  not  inconsiderable  responsibility.  Did 
the  Lord  Chancellor  consider  to  whom  he 
eoald  gi?e  that  office  on  grounds  of  personal 
or  prirate  favour  ?  No  ;  he  selected  for 
that  office  another  gentleman  who  had 
borne  a  distinguished  part  on  the  other  side 
— the  brother  of  the  late  Sir  William 
Follett — whose  appointment  has  given  uni- 
▼ersal  satisfaction.  But  has  his  desire  to 
consult  the  public  good  in  the  administra- 
tion of  his  patronage  been  confined  to 
offices  of  this  high  degree  f  I  venture  to 
say  that  all  who  have  observed  the  manner 
in  which  the  County  Court  Judgeships 
have  been  bestowed  will  agree  in  bearing 
testimony  to  the  anxious  desire  the]  Lord 
Chancellor  has  ahown  to  bestow  them  for 
qualification  and  merit,  vrithout  regard  to 
personal  or  party  considerations.  And  I 
nave  been  informed  from  many  quarters 
that  if  the  House  could  know  how  these  Re- 
gistrarships  in  Bankruptcy  have  generally 
been  bestowed,  they  would  see  no  reason 
to  believe  that  they  have  been  an  exception 
to  the  regard  for  the  public  benefit  which 
had  characterized  his  administration.  These 
are  matters  which  the  House  ought  to  con- 
sider before  it  agrees  in  a  vote  of  this 
kind.  If  this  is  all  that  can  be  brought 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  having 
severely  punished  Mr.  Edmunds  he  did  not 
like  that  his  own  hand  should  strike  the 
final  blow  ;  that,  when  he  had  determined 
that  Mr.  Wilde  ought,  on  public  grounds, 
to  retire,  he  did  his  duty  in  examining  the 
claim  of  that  individual  to  a  pension,  in  too 
cursory  and  perfunctory  a  manner — looking 
to  the  shining  merits  of  this  great  person, 
looking  to  his  eminent  and  long  public  ser- 
yices,  and  to  the  total  failure  of  the  attempt 
which  has  been  made  to  bring  against  him 
charges  of  a  graver  complexion  and  charac- 
ter, will  not  the  House  say — 

"  Non  ego  pauois 
Offendar  maoulis,  quae  aut  inouria  fndit, 
Aat  humana  pariun  oavit  natura," 

and  refuse  to  concur  in  this  unworthy  Mo- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ? 

Mr.  £.  C.  EGBRTON  said,  he  had  in- 
tended  to  remain  perfectly  silent  iu  this 
debate  until  he  heard  the  speech  which 
had  just  been  delivered  by  the  Attorney 
General.  He  sat  on  the  Committee  to 
which  had  been  referred  the  disclosures 
connected  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court,  and  which,  unanimously  absolving 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  any  corrupt  mo- 
tives, imputed  to  him  want  of  caution  in 
granting  retiring  allowances.     But  when 


the  House  was  asked  to  whitewash  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord — when  they  were 
asked  to  put  him  on  as  high  a  pedestal  as 
any  of  the  great  men  who  had  ever  sat  on 
the  Woolsack,  they  were  bound  to  take 
a  wider  range  and  consider  what  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  done  in  other  oases.  He 
had  not  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  the 
beginning  of  this  debate ;  but  when  he 
read,  being  in  the  country,  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North* 
amptonshire,  he  felt  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  say  <'No"  to  it.  He  felt  that, 
though  he  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  acquitted  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  any  corrupt  motives,  yet,  looking  at 
the  different  circumstances  connected  with 
the  Edmunds'  case,  looking  at  the  circum- 
stances which,  as  the  Attorney  General 
said,  were  matters  of  notoriety  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  he 
believed  the  House,  exercising  the  highest 
judicial  functions,  was  bound  to  see  that 
the  great  Officers  of  State  were  perfectly 
free  from  all  suspicion.  It  was  for  that 
reason  that  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  vaunt- 
ing speech  of  the  Attorney  General.  It 
would  have  been  far  better  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  left  the  matter 
where  it  remained  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  acquitted  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  corrupt  motives,  but  imputed  to 
him  a  want  of  caution,  which,  in  his  posi- 
tion, was  a  grave  matter.  Speaking  as  one 
who  had  never  shown  any  great  activity 
in  political  matters,  and  who  had  no  strong 
political  bias,  and  was  sorry  to  do  any- 
thing to  injure  any  public  man,  he  did  not 
see  how  he  could  refuse  his  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock. 

Mr.  HENLEY :  I  am  one  of  those  who 
were  unable  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Northampton,  because  I  thought  the  lan- 
guage was  so  obscure  that  it  might  possibly 
leave  the  sting  of  corruption  which  my  hon. 
Friend  did  not  intend.  But  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  has 
laid  down  such  strange  propositions  that  I 
cannot  help  commenting  upon  them.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  took  into  con- 
sideration the  whole  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  but  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  altogether  passed  by  what 
took  place  elsewhere,  and  confined  itself 
to  the  narrow  ground  of  what  passed  be- 
fore the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Committee.  It 
is  hardly  likely  that  the  House  would  so 
narrow  the  question.    But  the  Attorney 
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General  argued  in  the  Btrongest  and  in  the 
most  excited  manner  that  it  was  not  reason- 
able that  this  House  should  take  into  con- 
sideration two  sets  of  circumstances  ana- 
logous in  their  character  and  occurring  in 
the  same  Session,  because  their  disclosure 
did   not   take   place  within  two  or  three 
months  of  each  other.    [An  hon.  Member  : 
Six  weeks.]     This  is  a  position  so  extra- 
ordinary that  I  cannot  help   commenting 
upon  it.     Of  a  single  transaction  it  might 
be  said  that  it  would   not   occur  again  ; 
but  when  two  transactions  like  these  come 
together  it  would  hardly  be  the  doty  of 
Parliament   to  pass   them  by  without  at- 
^ohing  blame   where   it  was   due.     Now 
that  is  what  the  Kesolution  of  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  does.     But 
it  goes  one  step  further,  and  it  says  that 
no  man  can  continue  in  these  sort  of  trans- 
actions without  giving  rise  to  all  sorts  of 
fublio  scandals.     That  is  the  reason  why 
shall  cordially  support  the  Resolution  of 
my  right  iion.   Friend   the    Member  for 
Kilmarnock.     It  separates  all  charges  of 
corruption  from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
it  says — what  I  believe  is  the  truth— that 
this  laxity  gives  rise  to  improper  transac- 
tions.    Mr.  Welch  distinctly    states   that 
he  had  lent  money  to  many  persons  to  get 
their  good  offices,  and  that  he  had  lent 
£500  on  this  very  occasion.     It  is,  there- 
fore,  impossible  to   say   that   there  have 
not  been  corrupt  practices.     I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  money  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  appointment,  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  money  was  given   that  it   might  be 
done.     Though  I  am  the   last  person  to 
wish  to  press  heavily  on  any  public  man, 
I  must  say  that  when  two  matters  of  this 
sort  are  brought  forward — one  in  the  other 
House  so  strong  that  they  deprive  a  gen- 
tleman of  a  pension  they  had  previously 
TOted   him,  because  they  thought   it   had 
been  obtained  by  the  withholding  of  infor- 
mation which  ought  to  have  been  laid  be- 
fore them;  the  other  a  case  in  which  our 
own  Committee  has  reported  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  showed  great  want  of  caution — 
we  should  not  be  doing  our  duty  if  we  did 
not  say  that  such  a  course  of  action  was 
worthy   of   reprehension.      Whether   that 
will  have   such  an  effect  upon  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  to  make  him  dislike  remain- 
ing where  he  is  is  not  our  business.     But 
we  should  be  going  from  our  duty  if  we 
did  not  express  our  opinion  upon  transac- 
tions brought  before  us. 

Colonel  DOUGLAS  PENNANT,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  wished  to  say 
JS/r.  Henley 


a  few  words  in  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Attorney  General.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  taunted  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  with  giving  their 
votes  this  evening  for  party  purposes.  In 
answer  to  that  charge  he  couTd  only  ssy 
that  the  first  moment  he  saw  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire in  writing  he  went  to  him 
and  told  him  that  the  first  paragraph  of  it 
contained  an  assertion  which  was  not  borne 
out  by  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee. That  assertion  conveyed  the  im- 
pression that  facilities  existed  for  obtaining 
public  employments  by  corrupt  means,  of 
which  there  was  not  evidence  before  the 
Committee.  Therefore  it  was  not  in  hit 
power  to  vote  for  the  Motion  which  his 
hon.  Friend  brought  forward.  That,  he 
thought,  settled,  as  far  as  he  was  concern- 
ed, the  charge  of  voting  from  party  mo- 
tives. The  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
aToided  that  point  and  met  the  justice  of 
the  case,  and  therefore  he  sljould  give  it 
his  support. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  neg<Uwed. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  woidi 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  E.  P.  BOUYERIE  said,  that  he 
proposed  to  negative  the  admission  of  these 
words,  and  afterwards  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  those  of  which  he  had  f^iven  notice. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  the 
course  which  has  been  taken  with  regard 
to  the  original  Motion  places  this  matter  in 
an  altogether  new  position.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt) 
clearly  implied  a  charge  of  corruption 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor.  [••  No,  no !  " 
and  "  Hear,  hear  !  **]  That  is  my  opinion, 
and  it  is  the  opinion  of  many  others.  Thst 
was  a  very  grave  charge,  and  one  which 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  resist  at 
the  first  opportunity  that  presented  itself. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  abandoned  that 
charge  ;  and  it  appears  to  me  to  be  the 
unanimous  conviction  of  the  House  that 
no  charge  can  justly  be  brought  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  the  ground  of 
corruption  in  the  administration  of  bis  high 
ofiice.  We  have  now,  however,  before  ns 
two  Amendments,  both  of  which  haTe  been 
brought  before  us  for  the  first  time  in  the 
course  of  this  evening — one,  that  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock, which  he  read  to  the  House  in  the 


1183  Zs&d$  Bankruptcjf 


]July8,  1865}  CourtSmtutum.        1184 


eonrse  of  bis  speech,  bat  whieb  I  appre- 
bend  a  great  number  of  tbe  Members  of 
this  House  have  had  no  opportunity  ef 
weighing  in  their  minds.  Now,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  roe  that,  as 
this  is  a  grave  question — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
stating  that  the  object  which  he  has  in 
Tiew  is  to  call  upon  the  House  to  declare 
that  it  has  no  confidence  in  the  Chancellor, 
and  that  is,  no  doubt,  a  matter  of  very 
considerable  importance  as  regards  an 
o£Scer  in  his  high  position,  and  a  Member 
of  the  Government — it  seems  to  me  that 
the  House  is  not  at  the  present  moment  in 
a  condition — the  Government  is  not  in  a 
condition— to  determine  in  what  way  they 
will  deal  with  that  Motion.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  takes,  as  it  appears  to  me,  a  very 
narrow  view  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
public  confidence  ought  or  ought  not  to  be 
reposed  in  a  public  officer.  He  is  of  opi- 
nion that  in  consequence  of  the  particular 
way  in  which  certain  pensions  have  been 
granted  he  cannot  place  confidence  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  has  described 
how  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  disposed  of 
patronage  much  more  extensive  and  much 
more  important  in  a  manner  highly  deserv- 
ing the  confidence  the  country.  The  House 
should  also  recollect  the  great  improvement 
in  every  branch  of  the  law  which  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  has  introduced,  and  which, 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  this  House 
with  regard  to  his  tenure  of  office,  will, 
I  venture  to  say,  render  his  name  illus- 
trious among  those  of  the  great  reformers 
of  the  law  of  this  country.  It  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  enumerate  the  various  improve- 
ments of  which  he  has  been  the  author. 
Tbe  consolidation  of  the  Statute  Law,  by 
which  it  has  been  reduced  from  forty- 
four  volumes  to  ten,  the  practical  abolition 
of  imprisonment  for  debt,  and  many  other 
improvements  affecting  every  class  of  the 
community.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  therefore  entitled  to  say  that,  what- 
ever may  bo  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  necessity  for  withdrawing 
confidence  from  the  Chancellor  in  conse- 
anence  of  the  grant  of  these  pensions,  the 
disposal  of  his  great  patronage  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
performed  his  great  and  important  duties, 
as  the  head  of  the  law,  do  entitle  him  to  the 
confidence  of  this  House  and  of  the  coun- 
try. As  I  said  before,  we  are  now,  I  think, 
embarking  upon  a  new  discussion,  quite 
different  from  that  which  was  suggested  by 


the  Motion  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire, and  I  should  therefore  pro- 
pose that  this  debate  should  be  adjourned 
until  to-morrow  [loud  criei  of**  Oh,  oh  !  '* 
and  **  Divide !  "  and  cheers],  in  order  that 
we  may  be  enabled  well  to  consider  the 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  has  recommended  it 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Vtseount  Palmerston.) 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
is  one  which  the  House  will  not  find  it 
convenient  to  adopt.  The  subject  has  been 
discussed  very  amply  to-night,  and  with 
reference  to  the  objection  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in 
print,  I  cannot  forget  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  Government  has  also  not  been  printed ; 
but,  even  under  that  disadvantage,  we  were 
prepared  to  give  it  a  due  and  fair  con- 
sideration. I  also  think  that,  considering 
the  position  in  which  the  House  is  now 
placed,  there  is  an  air  of  mockery  in  pro- 
posing to  adjourn  the  debate.  It  appears 
to  me  that  this  is  a  question  upon  which 
the  House  ought  at  once  to  pronounce  a 
decision.  The  House  has  been  unusually 
well  attended  throughout  a  lengthened  de- 
bate, and  it  is  in  my  opinion  quite  qualified 
to  come  to  a  decision  at  once.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  will  re-con- 
sider his  proposition,  and  will  allow  us  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If, 
however,  he  persists  in  his  strange  pro- 
posal to  adjourn  the  debate — whether  to 
the  next  Parliament  or  not  we  are  not  in- 
formed— I  shall,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, consider  it  my  duty,  however 
generally  unwilling  to  resist  such  a  pro- 
posal from  a  Minister,  to  oppose  the  adop- 
tion of  that  course.  [Criet  of  **  Divide, 
divide  !  "] 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  suggested  that  the  object 
of  my  noble  Friend  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  was  to  avoid  a  decision 
upon  this  question,  and  he  professed  ig- 
norance whether  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
intend  to  adjourn  the  discussion  until  next 
Parliament.  My  noble  Friend,  in  making 
the  Motion,  said  distinctly  that  all  he 
wished  for  was  an  adjournment  until  to- 
morrow, in  order  to  give  the  House  an  op- 
portunity  of  considering  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kilmarnock,  which  Tory  few  Members 
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afen  heard  read.  If  the  Kouae  abould 
agree  to  the  adjournment,  m;  nobl«  Friend 
will  to-morrow  atate,  on  the  part  of  the 
Oorernment,  the  courae  which  they  intend 
to  pursue.     ["  DiTide,  dmile  !  "] 

Qaestion  put: — The  Hooae  dioidti: — 
Aj«8  163;  NomI  77:  Majority  14. 

VisoonNT  PALMBRSTON:  I  merely 
wish  to  Btate  to  the  Hoose  that  we  are 
aniiaaa  not  to  give  them  more  trouble 
than  ia  neeesaary,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
will  accept  ihe  deciaion  upon  the  question 
of  adjournmeat  aa  an  oipreuion  of  the 
feeling  of  the  Houae  upon  the  original 
queation  before  it.  We  shall,  therefore, 
not  trouble  tbo  House  to  diiide  again  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  bon.  Geutle- 
man  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added, " — ( The  Lord  Advocate,) — pot,  and 
tugativtd. 

Another  Amendment  proposed, 
To  add,  ifter  the  Brit  word  "Thst,"  in  the 
uijiinal  Queition,  the  words  "  Chii  House,  haring 
(Uniidered  th«  Report  of  the  Commitlee  an  the 
Leeda  Bankruptaj  Court,  aud  the  £>idence  tnken 
before  ihem,  are  of  opinion,  that,  while  the  Evi- 
deuce  didoloHB  the  eiiatenoe  of  corrupt  practices, 
with  rererenoe  to  the  appointment  of  pBtrioit 
Robert  Welch  to  the  office  ot  Regittnr  of  the 
Leeda  Bankruptoj  Court,  thef  are  latiafied  that 
DO  impuiBtion  canrsirif  tw  madaagainat  Ihe  Lord 
Chancellor,  with  regard  to  this  appointment ;  and 
that  auch  cTidenae.  and  also  ttiat  taken  before  a 
Oouimittee  of  the  Lord*  to  inquire  ioto  the  cir- 
eDmatancea  connected  with  the  resign  si  ion  of  Mr. 
EdiDunda  of  the  offlcea  heid  bj  him,  and  iaid  be- 
fore this  llouis,  ahoir  a  iaiitf  of  practice  and  a 
want  of  Dautioo  with  regard  to  the  public  inte- 
reata,  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  sanc- 
tioning the  grant  of  Retiring  Penaioni  to  Public 
OfBoera  sgainat  whom  grsie  charges  were  pend- 
ing, which,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Uouie,  are 
oaiculated  to  discredit  the  sd ministration  of  hia 
gnat  office. "~(Jfr.  Edward  FUydelt  BamerU.) 

Qoestion,  "That  those  words  he  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and 
agreed  to, 

RtBotued.  That  this  House,  hsTing  ooniidered 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Leeds  Bank- 
rnptor  Court,  and  the  E  tidence  talien  before  them, 
•TO  el  opinion,  that,  while  the  Evidence  disclosea 
the  eiistenco  of  corrupt  prsetices.  with  refi^rence 
to  the  appointment  of  Pstrick  Robert  Welch  to 
the  olBoB  of  RegiscrBT  of  the  Leeda  Bankroptor 
Ooart,thei»reKitiBfled  that  no  imputation  csn 
^I  be  made  againit  the  Lord  Chancellor  with 
»-"■-■  W^thia  appointment!  and  that  auch  Eri- 
-•lo  that  uken  bslbre  a  Commitloe  of 


Sir  George  Qrey 


the  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  ei 

nected  with  the  reiignation  of  Mr.  Edmnnda  <f 

the  offices  held  b;  him,  and  laid  before  tbii  Hoaac, 
afaow  a  laiitf  of  practice  and  s  want  of  caulimi 
with  regard  to  the  public  intereata,  on  the  part  of 
the  Lord  Clisncollar,  in  sanctioning  the  grant  of 
Retiring  Penaions  to  Pohlic  Officers  agaiiut  whom 
grave  charges  were  pending,  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  thii  Uousa,  are  calculated  to  discredit  tke 
administratioa  of  Ms  great  oSoe. 

ATES. 

Aclsnd,  T.  D.  Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  H. 

AndoTor,  Viacount  Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  V. 

Angeratein,  W.  Glyn,  G.  C. 

Aihlar,  Lord  Glrn,  G.  G. 

Athlumner,  Lord  Goldamid,  Sir  F.  H. 

Ajrton,  A.  S.  Goschen,  G.  J. 

Ajtoun.  R.  S.  Gower,  G.  W.  G.  h. 

Bsines,  E.  Gregorj,  W,  H. 

Baring,  II.  B.  Grcnlcll,  C.  P. 

Baring.rt.hn.SirF.T.  Grenfeli,  U.  R. 

Baring,  T.  G.  Grej.  rt,  hon.  Sir  G. 

Besmiah,  F.  B.  GrosTenor,  Lord  K. 

Beanmont,  W.  B.  Gumej,  S. 

Borkelej.hn.Col.F.ff.F.  Uadfleld.  G. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  P.  F.  Handler.  -I. 

Biddnlph,  Colonel  M.  Bankey.T. 

Bloncowe,  J.  G.  Uartington, HsrquMSof 

Boaverie,  hon.  P.  F,  Hervef,  Lord  A. 

Brassajr,  T.  Hajter,  rt,  ho.  Sir  W.G. 

Bruos,  Lord  C.  Henderson,  J. 

Bruce,  Lord  £.  Hodgkinaon,  G. 

Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A.  Hodgaon,  E.  D. 

Buller,  Sir  A.  W.  Holland,  B. 

Bury,  Viscount  Horsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Buller,  C.  S.  Howard,  Lord  E. 

Buil«n,  C.  Ingham,  R. 

Caird,  J.  Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 

Calthorpe,  hon.  F.  n.  Johnstone,  Sir  J. 

W.G.  King.hon.  P.J.  U 

Cardwell,  rt.hon.  E.  K ingMote, Colonel 

Csatli^roasc,  ViBCOunt  Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 

CaTendiah,  Lord  G.  Knatchbull-Ungesssn, 

Cheetham.  J.  £. 

Childert,  U.  C.  E.  Lawrence,  J.  C. 

Chnrchill,  Urd  A.  S.  Lawson,  W. 

Clive,  G.  Laynrd,  A.  H. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E,  Lefaire,  G.  J.  S. 

Collier,  Sir  K.  P.  Lewis,  H. 

Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F.  Locke,  J. 

Crawford,  R.  W.  Ljalej.  W,  J. 

Croieley,  Sir  F.  Maokinnon,W.A.(LTB) 

Dave;,  R.  Mackinnon,  W.  A.(Kje) 

Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F  M-Mahon,  P. 

Davie,  Colonel  F.  Marjoribanks,  D.  C. 

Denman,  hon.  G.  Msrshall,  W. 

DodaoD,  J.  G.  HatbesoD,  A. 

Doulton,  F.  Merrj,  J. 

buff,  M.  E.  Q.  Mills,  J.  R. 

Dundas,  F.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Dundaa,  rt.  hon.  SirD.  Moncrieff,  rt.  bon.  J. 

Dunkellin,  Lord  Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 

EnBeld,  Tiaoount  Moors.  C. 

Ewarl,  W.  Morris.  W. 

Fermoj.  Lord  Neste,  C 

Filtwilliam.  hn.C.W.W.  Paoke,  Colonel 

Folej,  il.  W.  Padmore,  R. 

Forster,  C.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Foster.  W.  0.  Psget,  Lord  C. 

Fortescue,  hon.  D.  F.  Palmer,  Sir  R. 

Fortescne,  rt.hon.  C.  Palmeraton,  riMooat 
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Peel,  li.bon.  Sir  R. 
PinDej,  Colonel 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A. 
Portman,  hon.  W.H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  J.  J. 
Price,  R.  G. 
Proby,  Lord 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Robartet,  T.  J.  A 
Robertson,  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rothschild, Baron  M.  de 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  U.  D. 
Seymour,  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Btuart,  Colonel  0. 


Tite,  W. 

Tracy,  hon.  C.  R.  D.  H. 
Trelawny,  Sir  J.  S. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Vernon,  H.F. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Vyner,  R.  A, 
Waldegrave-  Le8lie,hnG 
Watkin,  E.  W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  8. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wickham,  U.  W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  rt  hon.  Sir  0. 
Woods,  U. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TBLLKB0. 

Brand,  hon.  II.  B.  W. 
White,  Colonel 


NOES. 


Adderley,  rt.  bon.  C.  B. 
Adeane,  H.  J. 
Archdall,  Captain  M. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrow.  W.  H. 
Barttelot,  Colonel 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Bathurst,  Colonel  H. 
Bentinck,  G.  C. 
Benyon, R. 
Beresford,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Beresford,  D.  W.  Pack- 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P. 
Bovill.  W. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Butler-Johnstone,  H.A. 
Cairns,  Sir  il.  M<C. 
Cartwright,  Colonel 
Clifford,  Colonel 
Clire,  Capt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Collins,  T. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cranboume,  Viscount 
Cubitt,  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dick,  F. 

Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Du  Pr6,  C.  G. 
Eaton.  H.  W. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,hon.  A.  F. 


Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elphinstone,  Sir  J.  D. 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
Farquhar,  Sir  M. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Floyer,J. 

Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Franklyn,  G.  W. 
Card,  R.  S. 
Gilpin,  CoL 
Graham,  Lord  W. 
Greeuall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Gray,  Lt.- Colonel 
Grey  de  Wilton,  Viiot. 
GrifBth,  C.  D. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardy,  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  B. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Hennessy,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hesketh.  Sir  T.  G. 
Heygate,  Sir  F.  W. 
Holford.  R.  S. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A, 
Hopwood,  J.  T. 
Howes.  E. 
Humberston,  P.  S. 
Humphery,  W.  H. 
Ingestre,  Viscount 
Jolliffo,rt.hn.SirW.G.H. 
Jolliffe,  H.  H. 
Jones,  D. 

Kerrison.  Sir  E.  C. 
Knatchbull,  W.  F. 
Knight.  F.  W. 
Knightlcy,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Minor  S. 
lAngton.  W.  G. 
Leeke,  SirU. 
Legby  Mijor  C  • 


Legb,  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G.  * 
Lennox,  C.  S.  B.  H.  K. 
Liddell,  hon.  U.  G. 
Lowther,hon.  Colonel 
Lowther,  Captain 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Malins,  R. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Miles,  Sir  W. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
Mills.  A. 
Mitford.W.  T. 
Montagu,  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Murray.  W. 
Nicol,  W. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
North,  F. 

Northcote,  SirS.H. 
0'Ferrall,rt.hon.R.M. 
O'Neill,  E. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk.  Sir  L. 
Papillon,  P.  O. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  General 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Colonel 
Percy,  Earl 
Peto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pevensey,  Viscount 
PhUlips,  G.  L. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pugh,D. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 


Rolt,  J. 
Rose,  W.  A 
Rowley,  hon.  R.  T. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Sclater-Bootb,  G. 
Selwyn,  C.  J. 
Smith,  A.  (Herts) 
Smith,  A.  (Truro) 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanhope,  Lord 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stirling,  W. 
Stuart,  Lt.-Colonel  W. 
Sturt,  II.  G. 
Sturt,  Lieut.-Col.  N. 
Surtees,  H.  E. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Thynne,  Lord  E. 
Thynne,  Lord  H. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trefusis,  hon.  C.  H.R. 
Treherne,  M. 
Trevor.  Lord  A.  E.  Hill- 
TroUope,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
VansitUrt,  W. 
Verner,  E.  W. 
Vyse,  Colonel  H. 
Walker,  J.R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Whitmore,  U. 
Williams.  Colonel 
Wyndham,  hon.  H. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn.  0.  W.  W. 

TILLSBS. 

Hunt,  G.  W. 
PauU,  H. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  oclook. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  4,  1865. 


MINUTES.]— Sblbot  Committbi  »  drd  Report 

— On  Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliament! 

and  Office  of  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 

Rod. 
PuBUO    Bills  —  Report  —  Harwich    Harbour  * 

(234) ;  Penalties  Law  Amendment  *  (348). 
Third   Reading -^  HKrmioh    Harbour*  (284); 

Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions) *  (225); 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No  8)* 

(233);  Penaltiet  Law  Amendment*  (248). 
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my  own  oondqot  that  I  Bhoii14  dp  bq»  |nd 

PENSION  TO  MR.  WINSLOT^,  ](iATE  I  trust  yoqr  Lordships  will  listeQ  to  me 

MASTER  IN  LUNACY.  for   a  few  moments    with    patience.      It 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION.  IS  quite  truo  that  Mr.  Winslow,  formerij 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  :   My  Lord..  I  ^  "'  *»•!, ""*7 '»  ^"."•"y'  ""f'  **.^ 

wiBhTclaim  indulgence  for  »  fiw  minute.  ^  orney  General  state.,  m  pecnn«ry  drfS- 

wiBH  w  vi»  u          K     ^„^,  ouHies.     He  was  afraid  of  cominir  to  hu 

on  a  m«  ter  personal  to  myself     I  regwt  ^^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^.^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^^.^ 

to  find  th.8  mom.ng  '«»  report  of  .ome-  ^^^  j  ^,^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^ 

thing  which  occurred  «'««;»>««  '"t^L;  ^o^omei  a  considerable  .am   of  moBey 

,„  answer  to  a  question  put  on  the  subject  j  ^  ,^^^^5^        j         ^ 

of  Mr  Wmslow  s  nens.on,  th'*  "7  "^J^e  Uiought  thi.  highly  unbecoming  "^wd  im- 

was  introduced,  and  it  is  m  connection  with  ®.              ®i.      *j-.i.      l 

xi  •    .1    ^   T  J    •              A      «««  *«  «•«!«  proper  m  a  person  who  stood  in  the  eha- 

this  that  I  desire  now  to  offer  an  expla-  ^f      *••*       ri.             rxi.*ji 

*  7.          mv.             *  •        *  11  «-  .  racter  of  visitor  of  houses  of  that  desenp- 

nation.     The  report  is  as  follows :—  .           j  t  au      r       j    •    j             •    •    i 

uaMuu.                I*  ^j^^^  ^jjj  J  therefore  desired  my  pnnciptl 

**  Mr.  WiNiLow'8  PiNBioN.  Secretary  to  write  to  him  calling  his  attes- 
*'  Major  Kxox  asked  the  Attorney  General  tion  to  the  fact  that  he  had  been  absent  for 
whether  it  was  true  that  a  pension  had  been  ^  considerable  time  without  leave  and  moft 
p-anted  by  the  Urd  Chanc^^^^^^^^  ^j^  duties,  and  also  requesting 
late  one  of  the  Masters  in  Lunacy  f  and,  if  so,  r  xi  •  s.  ?  l-  ? 
the  amount  of  such  pension,  the  grounds  upon  an  explanation  of  the  circumstance  to  wbicli 
which  it  was  granted,  and  whether  it  was  refused  I  have  already  alluded.  A  very  short  time 
by  a  former  Chancellor  ?  after  that  letter  was  sent,  Mr.  Winslow 
"The  Attorney  Grwiul:  The  pension  granted  ^^^^  ^^  room-I  am  happy  to  state 
by  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  to  Mr.  Winslow  .1  .  .  ..  ![%  j  v  * 
is  one  of  £1.000  a  year,  by  an  order  made  upon  ^^^^  both  then  and  on  a  subsequent  ocM- 
the  8rd  of  February  1868.  The  grounds  upon  sion  my  Secretary  was  present  —  and  he 
which  it  was  granted  were  these :— -Mr.  Winslow  stated  that,  having  served  a  consider^ 
served  for  nearly  thirty  years,  thirteen  of  which  ^bie  time,  he  was  most  anxious  to  resign 
were  in  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Lunacy,  and  hig  office,  and  hoped  I  would  recommead 
•eventeen  more  as  Master  in  Lunacy.  On  the  ,  .  '  •  t  *  u  u«  ai_  a  t 
4th  of  February,  1859,  he  presented  a  petition  to  "im  for  a  pension.  1  told  bim  that,  how- 
Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford,  stating,  that  he  was  ever  painful  it  might  be  to  refute  such  a 
labouring  under  serious  permanent  infirmities,  request,  it  was  quite  imposaible  for  me, 
That  petition  was  supported  by  unexceptional  u^jer  the  circumstances,  to  give  any  soeh 
eertificates  from  two  physicians  and  one  surgeon,  recommendation.  Mr.  Winslow  went  awav : 
Mr.  Winslow  was  obliged  to  resign  his  office  •«»'""'"*^»***»«'»""»  «*»•  ^  luoiv  «fqu»«w»j  , 
owing  to  the  presure  of  pecuniary  difficuUies.  hut  he  came  back  again  m  about  a  week 
Before  Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford  had  taken  — the  exact  number  of  days  does  not 
that  petition  into  consideration  he  left  office  with-  gignify — but  he  then  said  that  he  wss 
out  making  any  order.  Therefore  according  to  prepared  to  resign  his  office,  provided  I 
the  information  I  have  received,  it  is  not  true,  '^',1  ju**  *^.  » 
as  sUted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  any  former  ^^^^^  recommend  bim  to  a  pension.  1 
Lord  Chancellor  ever  refused  this  pension.  Un-  told  him  then  most  distinctly,  as  I  had 
der  the  circumstances  I  have  stated  there  was  a  told  him  before,    '*  Mr.    Winslow,    under- 


ohiims,  from  Lord  Lyndhurst,  Lord  Brougham,  recommend   you  to  a  pension."     About  a 

Lord  Justice   Knight   Bruce,  Vice  Chancellor  week   after   that  my   principal   Secretary 

Stuart,  the   Lord   Chief  Baron,  Mr^  Montague  4^,^   ^^  ^^^^  j,^  ^^^  received   a    petition 

Smith,  Mr.  BoviU.  Mr.  Malins,  and  Mr.  Commis-  t         ir     -iir*     1         j     •  •         a  •       t  • 

Bioner  Holroyd.    Lord  Chelmsford  also  wrote  a  ^^^^  ^^'  Winslow,  desinng   to   resign  bli 

letter  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd,  saying,  that  office  on  the  ground  of  ill-health,  and  seod- 

it  would  give  him  great  pleasure  to  see  that  the  ing  a  certificate  to  that  effect.     Without 

Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  a  favourable  view  of  looking  at  the  petition  I  told  my  Secretary 

Mr.  Win^low's  petition,  and  that  he  believed  it  au.* +k:-  ««-  JTu^.i^  •«  •/♦-.  *i         l*  ai.  * 

would   be  gratifying    ti    the  whole    profession,  i^*^  *^,  ?  ?**  ^J^^^^^  *°  afterthought,  that 

With  these  papers  before  him  the  Lord  Chancel-  ^^*    Winslow  bad  never  contemplated  re- 

lor,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  signing  on  the  ground  of  ill-health,  thst 

Crown,  and  after  deliberate  consideration,  granted  therefore  I  could  not  look  either  at  Ae 

a  pension,  not  at  the  maximum  of  £1,200  a  year,  nptitinn   nr  tli«  nf^rt\({i*AttH    nnA    T   A^lw^ 

but  at  £1,000.  or  £200  less."  '  petition  or  t  le  certihcate,  and  I  desired 

them  to  be  returned.  They  were  returned ; 

I  need  not  tell  your  Lordships  that  it  is  and  Mr.  Winslow  resigned  his  office  with* 

with  regret  I  enter  into  this  subject,  at  out  further   communication    and   withont 

what  I  will  call  a  most  painful  moment,  having  been  recommended  for  a  pension, 

but  it  is  necessary  for  the  vindication  of  Some  time  afterwards — I  forget  whether 
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in  the  time  of  Lord  Ghanoellor  Campbell 
or  of  the  present  Chancellor^— Mr.  Wins- 
low  wrote  seToral  letters  entreating  me  to 
certify  that  he  had  retired  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health  ;  but  I  positiyelj  refused  to 
do  80,  saying  that  in  making  any  such 
declaration  I  should  be  stating  what  was 
untrue,  and  therefore  I  could  not  yield  to 
the  application.  Among  others  who  com- 
municated with  me  on  the  subject  was  my 
▼ery  old  friend  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd. 
Unfortunately  the  letters  which  Mr.  Wins- 
low  wrote  to  me  I  no  longer  possess. 
About  a  year  and  a  half  ago  I  thought 
there  could  be  no  further  occasion  for  them, 
and  I  threw  them  into  the  waste-paper 
basket ;  and  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of 
1(eeping  copies  of  my  own  letters.  It  is 
possible,  however,  that  Mr.  Commissioner 
Holroyd  may  have  the  letter  which  I  wrote 
to  him  about  the  same  time  on  the  same 
Bubject.  Mr.  Winslow  subsequently  wrote 
to  me  a  very  earnest  petition,  begging  that 
I  would  do  anything  I  could  to  help  him 
to  get  a  pension,  upon  which  I  wrote  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd,  and 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection  what  I  said 
was  that  I  should  be  very  glad  if  the 
Chancellor  could  see  any  reason  for  grant- 
ing him  a  pension.  I  certainly  did  not 
say  that  such  a  step  would  be  gratifying  to 
the  whole  profession,  because  I  knew  that 
the  profession  were  very  little  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Winslow,  who  had  been  out  of 
their  ranks  for  thirty  years.  I  hope  Mr. 
Holroyd  has  my  letter,  for  I  believe  that 
if  it  can  be  produced  it  will  establish  the 
accuracy  of  my  statement.  I  am  not  now 
complaining  that  this  pension  has  been 
granted,  and  I  was,  I  confess,  very  glad 
to  know,  considering  the  utter  ruin  which 
might  otherwise  fall  on  Mr.  Winslow  and 
hit  family,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
^eemed  it  to  be  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
grant  him  a  pension.  I  am  not  at  all 
disposed  to  quarrel  with  that  course  being 
pursued,  and  I  am  simply  now  desirous  of 
ejplaining  my  own  position  in  the  matter. 
I  have  been  the  more  anxious  to  do  this, 
because  the  office  in  question  is  that  to 
which,  on  the  occurrence  of  the  vacancy, 
I  appointed  my  own  son-in-law,  a  gentle- 
man of  the  highest  character,  and  a  man 
whom  I  conscientiously  believe  to  have 
been  perfectly  competent  to  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  of  the  office.  I  have 
been  blamed  for  withdrawing  that  appoint- 
ment, inasmuch  the  doing  so  seemed  like 
admitting — but  which  I  never  can  admit — 
that  I  made  a  wrong  appointment.     I  do 


not  now  wi^pt  to  enter  into  the  p^inf^l 
pressnre  which  was  put  npon  me  on  that 
occasion,  or  to  speak  of  the  determination 
of  my  son-in-law  not  to  hold  an  appoint- 
ment on  which  there  could  be  the  slightest 
reflection.  I  am  only  anxious  to  vindicate 
the  course  I  pursued.  I  have  no  wish  to 
impute  blame  in  the  matter  to  anybody, 
while  I  am  desirous  that  everything  con- 
nected with  the  granting  of  the  pension 
to  Mr.  Winslow  should,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  be  fully  understood  by  the 
public,  so  that  they  might  see  that  I  did 
not  only  not  encourage  any  expectation 
that  he  would  receive  a  pension,  but  that  I 
in  every  possible  way  discouraged  the  idea. 
Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  rise  to  make  any  comments  on  the 
statement  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
He  spoke  of  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to 
Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd.  I  would  simply 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  read 
the  l(^tter,  of  which  a  copy  has  been 
placed  in  my  hand  since  tho  noble  and 
learned  Lord  began  speaking.  It  is  as 
follows  : — 

"  July  25, 1862. 

"My  dear  Holroyd, — It  would  give  me  very 
great  pleasure  to  hear  that  the  Chancellor  had 
taken  a  favourable  view  of  Mr.  Winslow*!  case, 
and  had  recommended  him  for  a  pension.  I  was 
yery  much  distressed  when  the  position  of  his  af- 
fairs compelled  him  to  resign  his  office,  and  I  was 
anxious  to  do  everything  in  my  power,  consistently 
with  my  duty,  to  prevent  the  unfortunate  neces- 
sity. After  so  many  years'  faithful  service  it 
seems  hard  that  he  should  lose  the  retiring  pen- 
sion which  many  who  have  served  less  and  not 
more  zealously  should  now  be  enjoying.  I  am 
sure  that  the  acknowledgment  of  Mr.  Wioslow's 
claim  would  be  gratifying  to  the  whole  profes- 
sion." 

RESIGNATION  OP  THE  LORD 
CHANCELLOR: 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  I  now  rise,  my 
Lords,  for  another  purpose.  Your  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  not  only  from  public  ru- 
mour, but  officially  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which 
aro  communicated  to  us,  of  the  Resolution 
with  respect  to  tho  Lord  Chancellor  which 
was  adopted  last  night  in  that  House.  It 
would  be  not  only  irregular  but  improper 
on  my  part  to  make  any  comment  on  that 
Resolution.  I  deem  it,  howcYcr,  to  bo 
my  duty  to  inform  your  Lordships  that 
tlie  Lord  Chancellor  requested  Lord  Pal- 
merston  this  morning  to  tender  to  Her 
Majesty  his  resignation  of  the  Great 
Seal  ;  and  that  Lord  Palmerston  has 
acted  upon  that  request.     It  may  be  ii^- 
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teroBtiDg  to  your  Lordships  to  know  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  frequently  during 
the  last  fi?e  months  requested  Lord  Pal- 
merston  to  accept  his  resignation  of  his 
office.  He  stated  that,  though  the  charges 
against  him  were  unjust,  it  might  he  in- 
jurious to  the  Government  and  to  the  pro- 
fession of  which  he  was  head  that  he  should 
continue  to  hold  office  with  any  suspicion 
of  improper  proceedings  resting  upon  him. 
Lord  Palmerston  on  those  occasions  in- 
duced him  to  withdraw  his  resignation. 
Lord  Palmerston  heing  of  opinion,  in  which 
I  concurred,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
should  wait  for  the  fullest  Parliamentary 
investigation  into  his  conduct.  And  now, 
after  the  fullest  Parliamentary  investiga- 
tion that  could  possibly  take  place,  I  am 
happy  to  state  the  Resolution  passed  last 
night  in  the  House  of  Commons  entirely 
confirms  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
your  Lordships'  House  and  that  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commona,  that 
DO  imputation  of  a  corrupt  or  unworthy 
nature  rests  on  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In 
consequence,  however,  of  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  House  of  Commons,  Lord 
Palmerston  has  thought  it  right  to  tender 
to  Her  Majesty  the  advice  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  resignation  should  be 
accepted.  It  would,  I  may  add,  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public  service  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  retain  the  Seals 
until  after  the  prorogation  of  Parliament. 

UNITED    STATES— CLOSE   OF    THE 
CIVIL  WAR. 

Eabl  RUSSELL,  having  laid  on  the 
table  further  correspondence  with  respect 
to  the  war  in  America,  took  occasion  to 
read  the  following  extract  from  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Seward  to  Sir  Frederio  Bruce, 
dated  June  19,  1865:— 

"  NotwithBtandiDg,  however,  the  exceptions 
and  reservations  which  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  which  have  been 
herein  considered,  the  undersigned  accepts  with 
pleasure  the  declaration  by  which  Her  Migesty's 
Uovemment  haye  withdrawn  their  former  conces- 
sion of  a  belligerent  character  to  the  insurgents, 
and  this  Government  further  freely  admits  that 
the  normal  relation  between  the  two  countries 
being  practically  restored  to  the  condition  in 
which  they  stood  before  the  civil  war,  the  right 
to  search  British  vessels  has  come  to  an  end  by 
an  arrangement  satis&ctory  in  every  material 
respect  between  the  two  nations.*' 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.  248.)      REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (acoordinir  to 
Order).  ^ 

£i9rl  OramtlU 


Lord  DBNMAN  moved  the  omission  of 
all  the  words  in  the  4th  Clause  except, 
*'  For  any  penalty  not  exceeding  £5  two 
months ;"  also,  that  in  6th  Clause  the 
words  ''not  exceeding  £5  '*  should  be 
inserted. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLBY 
intimated  that  he  did  not  hear  the  proposed 
Amendments  of  Lord  Denman. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Chelks- 

PORD, 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  he  re- 
tained the  objection  to  the  Bill  which  he 
stated  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  it  would 
take  away  all  discretion  from  the  magis- 
trates. The  measure  had,  in  his  opinion, 
never  heen  properly  considered. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
considered  the  Bill  to  he  a  proper  and 
necessary  measure. 

Amendment  made. 

Standing  Orders  No.  37  and  38  eon- 
sidwed  and  dispensed  with. 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  3*. — {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  as  neither 
of  his  Amendments  were  attended  to  he 
felt  compelled  to  divide  the  House  against 
the  Bill. 

An  Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
C'  now,")  and  insert  («'  this  Day  Three 
Months.  ) — (Lord  Denman,) 

On  Question,  That  ''  now  "  stand  part 
of  the  Motion?  their  Lordships  divided:— 
Contents  22  ;  Not-Contents  14:  Majority 
8: — Resolved  in  the  Affirmative  :  Bill  read 
3*  accordingly,  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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Blnia.    Her  Mi^jesty*!  GoTemment  are  lo  imper* 
feotlj  informed  in  regard  to  what  may  hare  hap* 
pened  in  that  coantry  since  the  death  of  your 
predecessor  that  I  am  unable  to  lay  down  any 
Tory  precise  roles  for  the  gnidanoe  of  your  oon« 
duct.    The  civil  war  which  prevailed  at  that  time 
may  have  been  brought  to  a  conolasion  decidedly 
favourable  to  one  or  other  of  the  contending  par* 
ties,  or  it  may  still  prevail  with  the  alternate  suc- 
cess of  either.   It  seems  to  Her  Bffigesty's  Govern- 
ment  undesirable  that  you  should  avow  yourself 
the  partisan  of  either  of  the  contending  parties 
if  the  contest  is  still  going  on.    Whatever  interest 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  have  in  Abyssinia 
can  best  be  advanced  by  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country;  but  if  the  British  agent  becomes  the 
partisan  of  one  side,  the  rivalry  of  European  in- 
terests, which,  however  disavowed  ^y  the  Govern- 
ments of  Europe,  is  almost  invariably  found  to 
exist  on  the  part  of  their  agents  in  such  countries 
as  Abyssinia,  will  stimulate  foreign  agents  to  de« 
clare  a  partisanship  for  the  other,  and  thus  a  civil 
contest  will  be  promoted  and  encouraged,  which 
would  otherwise  die  out  of  itself,  or  very  shortly 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  by  the  decided  prepon- 
derance of  a  victorious  party.    The  principles, 
therefore,  on  which  you  should  act  are— -absti* 
nence  from  any  course  of  proceeding  by  which  a 
preference  for  either  party  should  be  imputable  to 
you ;  abstinence  from  all  intrigues  to  set  up  an 
exclusive   British  influence  in   Abyssinia ;  and, 
lastly,  the  promotion  of  amicable  arrangements 
between  the  rival  candidates  for  power.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  aware  that  religious  rivalry 
has  contributed  its  share  to  promote  dissension  in 
Abyssinia,  but   such  rivalry   should  receive   no 
countenance  from  a  British   agent,  on  the  con- 
trary, his  study  should  be  to  extend  as  far  as  pos- 
sible general  toleration  of  all  Christian  sects,  as 
being  most  consistent  with  the  doctrines  of  Chris- 
tianity and  with  sound  policy.    The  British  Go- 
vernment claim  no  authority  to  set  up  or  advocate 
in  a  foreign  country  one  sect  of  Christianity  in  pre- 
ference to  another;  all  that  they  would  urge  upon 
the  rulers  of  any  such  country  is  to  show  equal  £s« 
vour  and  toleration  to  the  professors  of  all  Chris- 
tian sects.    But,  although  it  is  not  desirable  that 
you  should  engage  in  a  contest  with  the  agent  of 
any  other  Power  for  superiority  of  influence,  or  that 
you  should  openly  exhibit  suspicion  or  jealousy  of 
his  proceedings,  or  of  the  influence  which  he  may 
be  supposed  to  have  acquired,   it  will  be  your 
duty   closely  to  watch  any  proceedings   which 
may  tend  to  alter  the  state  of  possession  either 
on    the   sea-coast   or    in    the    interior    of  the 
country,  and  you  will  keep  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  home,  and  Her  Majesty's  Governor 
General  of  India,  fully  informed  of  all  matters  of 
interest  which  may  come  under  your  observation, 
sending  your  despatches  under  flying  seal  in  the 
one  case  through  Her  Majesty's  agent  and  Consul 
General  in  Kgypt,  and  in  the  other  through  the  po- 
litical agent  at  Aden.     In  addition  to  matters  of 
a  political  or  commercial  nature^  you  will  pay 
particular  attention  to  any  traffic  m  slaves  which 
may  be  carried  on  within  your  district,  and  report 
fully  upon  the  same ;  and  you  will  farther  avail 
yourself  of  any  suitable  opportunity  to  imprcM 
upon  any  native  rulers  who  may  directly  or  in- 
directly encourage  or  permit  such  a  traffic,  tha 
abhorrence  in  which  it  is  held  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  the  dislike  with  which  any  partiei 
who  may  hare  recoone  to  it  are  likely  to  bo  ro> 


IMPRISONMENT  OF  BRITISH 
SUBJECTS  IN  ABYSSINIA. 

OBSERTATIONS. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD,  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Papers 
lelating  to  the  Imprisonment  of  British 
Subjects  in  Abyssinia,  presented  by  com- 
mand of  Her  Majesty,  said,  that  a  discus- 
sion had  taken  place  elsewhere,  in  which 
great  injustice  had  been  done  to  Consul 
Cameron.  In  that  debate  circumstances 
were  so  jumbled  together,  facts  were  so 
misplaced,  and  such  a  mist  was  cast  o?er 
all  these  transactions,  that  it  was  impos- 
aible  to  obtain  a  clear  view  of  the  circum- 
stances ;  and  that  had  been  done  for  the 
purpose  of  exculpating  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  blame  which  attached  to  them, 
and  of  loading  Captain  Cameron  with  the 
obloquy,  if  be  might  so  call  it,  of  having 
been  the  author  of  his  own  sufferings.  Mr. 
Layard  stated  that  Captain  Cameron  was 
appointed  Consul  at  Massowah,  a  small 
town  on  the  Red  Sea,  and  that  he  was 
directed  most  positively  to  refrain  from  in- 
terfering in  any  way  whatever  in  the  in- 
ternal  affairs  of  the  country,  to  refrain 
from  mixing  himself .  up  with  intrigues, 
or  attaching  himself  to  any  party  in  the 
eountry.  He  was  merely  to  go  to  the 
King  to  deliver  presents  and  then  to  re- 
turn to  Massowah,  and  there  promote  by 
every  means  in  his  power  the  trade  of  Eng- 
land with  Abyssinia.  The  real  fact  was 
that  he  was  accredited  Consul  in  Abys- 
sinia, as  Mr.  Plowden  had  been  before  him, 
and  this  was  clearly  established  by  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  of  1849.  On  the 
24th  of  July,  1860,  Captain  Cameron  was 
gasetted  in  terms  which  proved  that  he 
was  to  act  as  Consul  in  Abyssinia.  This 
had  a  most  important  bearing  upon  the 
case,  because  it  was  laid  to  the  charge  of 
Captain  Cameron  that  he  had  no  right  at 
all  to  remain  in  Abyssinia  after  delivering 
the  letters  and  presents  with  which  he  was 
charged,  but  should  have  returned  at  once 
to  Massowah.  Now,  among  other  papers 
laid  upon  the  table,  were  the  instructions 
of  Captain  Cameron,  and  those  instructions 
would  satisfy  their  Lordships  that  he  was 
not  sent  to  Abyssinia  merely  to  deliver 
presents,  but  was  to  remain  there  as  Con- 
sul. The  instructions  sent  him  on  the  2nd 
of  February,  1861,  were  as  follows : — 


"Your  first  doty  on  arriving  in  Maasowah, 
which  you  will  consider  as  the  hoM-quarter  of  your 
coosnlate,  will  be  to  make  yourself  acquainted 
with  the  general  state  of  politioal  aflun  in  Abys- 
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gardtsd  in  tbh  country/'— [AbyBsinia  Papert  (1) 
p.  1.] 

Hovr  would  it  have  been  poBsible  for  Cap- 
tain Cameron  to  ba?e  aeted  up  to  tbose 
instrnctionB  if  he  had  been  conBtanily  re- 
sident at  Massowaby  which  was  400  miles 
from  Oondar,  the  capital  of  Abyssinia  ? 
Captain  Cameron  had  also  seen  all  the 
official  eorrespondenee  of  his  predeoessor, 
Mr.  Plowden,  who  had  been  continually 
in  Abyssinisy  and  had  absolutely  receiyed 
an  allowance  during  the  last  twelve  years 
of  his  life  for  trarelling  expenses  in  that 
country.  Captain  Cameron,  therefore,  na- 
turally thou^t  he  was  to  follow  in  the 
footsteps  of  his  predecessor^  and,  acting 
under  his  instractions,  remained  in  Abys- 
sinia. Captain  Cameron  hating  arrived  in 
that  country  in  April,  1862,  was  unable 
to  deliver  the  letters  and  presents  to  the 
King  until  October  of  that  year,  and  he 
was  then  received  in  the  most  flattering 
manner.  The  King  continued  on  amicable 
terms  with  him  until  March,  1863,  when 
something  occurred  which  induced  the  King 
to  alter  his  conduct  towards  him.  Now, 
Mr.  Layard  said— - 

"  The  Oonsttil  pretented  Earl  Rnssell's  letter, 
together  with  the  presents,  to  the  King,  and  at 
first  was  well  received,  hot  presently  got  a  strong 
hint  to  leave  the  country.  They  began  by  cut- 
ting his  proTisions  short ;  and  the  King,  who  at 
first  had  sent  his  provisions  firom  his  own  honse, 
gradually  diminished  the  supply  until  he  was 
nearly  starred.  He  was  snrrounded  by  spies,  and 
every  eflbrt  was  made  to  induoe  him  to  leave 
Gondar,  which,  according  to  his  instructions,  he 
ought  to  have  done  immediately  on  delivering  his 
presents." 

Tliere  must  be  some  confusion  in  dates  in 
that  statement,  because  it  would  appear 
from  it  that  the  King  had  endeavoured  to 
force  Captain  Cameron  away  immediately 
on  his  arrival ;  whereas  there  was  the 
strongest  possible  proof  that  down  to  the 
month  of  April,  1863,  the  King  was  on 
the  best  possible  terms  with  him.  It  hap- 
pened that  when  Captain  Cameron  arrived 
in  Abyssinia  the  King  had  for  a  consider- 
able time  entertained  a  Strong  desire  that 
an  embassy  should  be  sent  from  this  coun- 
try in  pursuance  of  the  Treaty  of  1849. 
Captain  Cameron,  in  reference  to  that 
matter,  said — 

"I  wrote  immediately  (to  the  King\,  stating 
that  I  was  deputed  to  present  him  with  certain 
gifts  and  a  letter  of  introduction ;  also  to  discuss 
with  him  regarding  the  future  ;  that,  when  Mr. 
Plowden  was  killed,  there  were  two  points  under 
discussion — 1,  a  treaty ;  2,  the  sending  an  em- 
bassy to  England.  I  offered  to  take  these  up 
where  Mr.  Plowden  had  left  them." 

Lard  Chdmfwrd 


Mr.  Layard  says — 

"  Now,  that  was  altogether  contrary  to  the  in- 
structiona  he  had  received.  So  far  was  Consul 
Cameron  from  being  instructed  to  propose  an  em- 
bassy to  England  from  the  King,  that  he  waa 
distinctly  tola  that  Iler  Majesty  s  Government 
would  not  entertain  the  idea  of  a  mission  unless 
he  gave  up  all  idea  of  conquering  the  Turks  and 
invading  Turkish  territory.  So  that  Consul 
Cameron  was  not  justified  in  making  such  a  pro- 
posal to  the  King." 

If  such  instroctions  were  erer  given  to 
Captain  Cameron,  why  had  they  not  been 
laid  upon  the  table  ?  But  the  idea  that 
SQch  instructions  had  been  given  was  vn- 
founded.  The  Emperor,  in  reply  to  Cap- 
tain Cameron's  letter,  sent  an  autograph 
letter  to  this  conntry,  which  was  delivered 
to  Captain  Cameron  for  the  purpose  of  its 
being  forwarded  to  England.  What  did 
Mr.  Layard  say?  "I  have  reason  to 
think "  (the  hon.  Gentleman  never  gave 
any  reason  why  he  thought)  ''that  this 
letter  was  entirely  got  up  by  Captain 
Cameron,  who  wished  to  come  to  this 
country  with  an  embassy."  Now,  there 
were  circumstances  showing  that  this  letter 
had  been  prepared  long  before  Captain 
Cameron  arrived  in  Abyssinia.  The  letter 
was  received  in  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
12th  of  February,  1863.  The  despatch 
from  Captain  Cameron  which  accompanied 
it  was  not  published  in  the  papers  on  the 
subject,  but  there  was  a  reference  to  a 
despatch  from  Consul  Cameron  of  the  31st 
of  October,  and  no  doubt  this  was  the  de- 
spatch which  had  come  with  the  King's 
letter.  On  the  2nd  of  April,  nearly  two 
months  after  the  receipt  of  the  letter,  a 
communication  was  sent  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Consul  Cameron,  and  yet  there 
was  not  in  that  communication  the  slightest 
intimation  that  such  a  letter  had  been  re- 
ceived. If  the  letter  was  meant  as  an 
inducement  to  this  conntry  to  engage 
in  a  war  which  the  King  had  entered 
into  against  the  Tnrks,  why  could  not  the 
Government  have  ascertained,  in  a  space 
of  two  months,  what  would  be  the  proper 
answer  to  give  to  it  f  The  letter  was  an- 
swered in  May,  1864,  fifteen  months  after 
it  had  been  received.  It  would  appear, 
however,  that  Mr.  Layard  waa  of  opinion 
it  never  ought  to  have  been  answered,  for 
he  said— 

"  A  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  no  answer 
having  been  sent  to  the  letter  from  the  King.  I 
will  ask  any  impartial  person — knowing  that  that 
letter  originated  after  a  distinot  understanding 
with  the  King  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  not  receive  a  mission  until  he  had  given 
up  alli  dea  of  oonqaest  upon  Turkey— after  re- 
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Jeeting  a  treatj  whioh  aiithorixed  him  to  send  a 
misaion  to  Europe  —  whether  anj  person  would 
haTO  thought  it  necessary  to  answer  that  letter 
at  all.  I  can  only  say  that  even  now,  after  what 
has  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  my  hands 
I  should  say  it  did  not  require  an  answer.  The 
first  letter  of  the  King  had  been  answered,  and 
we  did  not  wish  that  Consul  Cameron  should 
oome  home  on  a  mission.  Haying  no  wish  to 
answer  that  letter,  we  sent  it  to  the  India  Office 
to  know  whether  they  wished  to  answer  it.  Not 
a  bit  of  it.  They  did  not  think  it  necessary  that 
a  mission  shonld  be  sent  to  this  country,  the  ob- 
isot  of  whioh  was  to  get  us  to  go  to  war  with 
Turkey." 

He  should  like  to  know  when  it  had  heen 
formallj  oommunieated  to  the  King  that 
we  would  not  go  to  war  with  Turkey. 
When  had  a  treaty  heen  negotiated  which 
authorised  him  to  send  a  mission  to  Europe  ? 
He  should  like  to  know  when  an  under- 
Btanding  had  heen  come  to  with  the  King 
that  a  mission  from  him  would  not  he  re- 
eei?ed  hy  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  till 
he  had  giTon  up  all  idea  of  conquest  upon 
Turkey.  He  did  not  find  any  suggestion 
to  that  effect  in  the  papers  before  their 
Lordships.  He  must  say  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, Mr.  Layard's  speech  was  not  be- 
coming  the  importance  of  the  occasion,  or 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  oflScial  position.  Did 
the  nohle  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  agree  with 
him,  and  say  that  even  now,  after  what 
had  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  his 
hands,  he  should  say  it  did  not  require  an 
answer  ?  The  unfortunate  captives  had 
DOW  heen  in  prison  for  a  period  of  ahout 
twenty  months ;  hut  Mr.  Layard  threw 
the  hlame  of  the  Consul's  captifity  on 
Consul  Cameron  himself.     He  said — 

"  In  this  case  Consul  Cameron  had  exceeded 
his  instructions  ;  he  might  have  left  the  country, 
bnt  he  mixed  himself  up  with  its  affairs,  and  at 
this  moment  it  is  impossible  to  say  why  he  is 
imprisoned ;  but  any  one  who  reads  the  papers 
Uiat  have  been  laid  upon  the  table  will  see  that 
DO  one  is  to  blame  for  what  has  happened  but 
himself." 

The  fact  was  that  the  King  had  heen 
greatly  mistaken  hy  some  publications  of 
Mr.  Stern,  and  other  circumstances  ;  hut 
he  contended  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
misery  and  mischief  endured  by  the  cap- 
tives had  heen  brought  about  in  conse- 
quence of  the  King^  letter  not  having 
heen  answered.  They  had  one  of  the  cap- 
tives writing,  ''  No  hope  of  a  release  till 
a  civil  answer  has  heen  sent ;"  and  what 
did  Sir  William  Coghlan  say  ? — 

"There  are  probably  several  causes  fbr  his 
altered  demeanoor  towards  Captain  Cameron,  the 
British  Consul ;  one  only  need  now  be  specified, 
but  that  is  believed  to  be  the  chief  of  them :  it 


is  the  long  delay  In  replying  to  the  letter  whioh 
he  addresMd  to  Her  Majesty  in  December,  1869, 
or  January,  1863.  It  is  understood  that  his  dig- 
nity is  grievously  wounded  by  the  silence,  which 
he  accepts  as  an  aftront ;  and  this  sense  of  injury, 
coupled  with  other  circumstances,  has  led  to  the 
deplorable  state  of  afitirs  now  existing  at  Gondar." 

He  thought,  therefore,  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the  neglect  to  answer  the  letter 
was  the  principal  cause  of  the  mischief. 
He  had  always  maintained  that  when  this 
unfortunate  fate  had  fallen  upon  these  un- 
happy people  it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  to  send  out  at  the 
earliest  period  a  mission,  headed  hy  an 
Englishman,  with  suitable  presents  to  the 
Emperor  of  Ahyssinia,  in  order  to  procure 
their  release.  That  opinion  he  still  main- 
tained. Unfortunately,  Mr.  Rassam  was 
appointed  to  this  delicate  mission.  Mr. 
Layard  had  stated  that  Mr.  Rassam  had 
been  misunderstood  and  vituperated.  Cer- 
tainly, however,  Mr.  Rassam  had  never 
been  vituperated  by  hitA,  What  he  (Lord 
Chelmsford)  had  statied  on  a  former  occa- 
sion was«- 

"  That  Mr.  Rassam  had  been  of  great  assistanofl( 
to  Mr.  Layard  in  his  operations  at  Nineveh.  He 
was  the  assistant  to  the  Politieal  Resident  at 
Aden,  and  no  doubt  a  man  of  great  ability,  and 
one  who  might  well  have  been  intrusted  with  any 
other  mission  than  this  ;  but  the  fact  of  his  being 
an  Asiatic,  and  not  an  European,  was  entirely 
against  any  hope  of  success." 

That  opinion  he  still  entertained,  and  he 
thought  that  his  belief  was  warranted  by 
the  result.  Mr.  Rassam  arrived  at  Mas- 
sowah  ;  and  though  the  Emperor  knew 
that  he  had  in  his  possession  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  himself,  he  had  refused  him  an 
audience.  He  had  mentioned  on  a  former 
occasion  that  the  Emperor  sent  two  Abys- 
sinians  to  see  what  sort  of  a  mission  was 
sent  with  Mr.  Rassam.  Mr.  Layard,  al- 
luding to  this  subject,  said — 

^  It  was  said  that  the  Emperor  was  displeased 
at  the  smallness  of  Mr.  Rassam's  mission.  But 
the  mission  did  not  consist  of  Mr.  Rassam  alone  ; 
he  was  accompanied  by  a  medical  man  and  other 
gentlemen,  and  had  with  him  a  small  vessel  of 
war.  So  far  from  the  Emperor  having  been  dis- 
pleased by  the  smallness  of  the  mission,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  he  was  frightened  by  the 
vessel  of  war." 

This  course  was  a  most  extraordinary  one 
to  pursue.  The  noble  Earl  upon  a  former 
occasion  advised  them  not  to  resort  to  any 
threats  or  menaces,  because  if  that  were 
done  they  might  he  sure  that  the  Em- 
peror of  Abyssinia,  mstead  of  surrendering 
his  prisoners,  would  wreak  his  anger  upon 
his  unhappy  eaptiTes.  Now,  however,  the 
Under    Secretary  of  Stote  for  Foreign 
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A  ffairB  stated  that  he  had  reason  to  belieye 
that  the  Emperor  had  been  frightened  by 
the  Bmall  Teasel  of  war.  He  had  already 
shown  that  seyeral  persons  of  experience 
and  knowledge  of  the  country  had  offered 
to  undertake  the  dangerous  task  of  ?isiting 
Abyssinia,  and  that  these  offers  had  been 
made  by  gentlemen  who  entertained  san- 
guine prospects  of  success.  Among  others 
he  mis;ht  mention  the  names  of  Dr.  Beke 
and  Sir  William  Coghlan,  the  latter  of 
whom  was  a  general  officer.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  however,  objected  to 
a  mission  of  this  description,  because  if  the 
Emperor  were  to  seize  these  gentlemen 
and  put  them  to  death  the  GoTcrnment 
would  be  responsible,  and  the  Government 
shrunk  from  that  responsibility.  But,  if 
there  were  persons  generous  enough  to 
expose  their  lives  for  the  sake  of  their 
fellow-creatures,  he  could  not  see  why  their 
offers  should  not  be  accepted.  He  was 
not  aware  what  course  had  been  pursued 
by  the  Government  since  Mr.  Rassam  had 
been  unable  to  deliver  this  letter  to  the 
Emperor.  He  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion that,  notwithstanding  that  the  noble 
Earl  said  that  it  would  not  do  to  send 
presents  to  a  semi-barbarous  Sovereign, 
because  it  would  lead  to  a  belief  on  his 
part  that  presents  were  to  be  procured  by 
ill-using  foreigners,  he  understood  that  the 
noble  Earl  iiad  sent  out  500  stand  of 
arms  as  a  present  to  the  Emperor.  There- 
fore everything  that  ought  to  have  been 
done  originally  that  was  not  done  had 
since  been  done.  He  repeated  that  it  was 
an  insult  not  to  answer  the  letter  of  the 
King  of  Abyssinia  for  fifteen  months,  and 
the  only  reparation  was  by  sending  a  mis- 
sion, and  thus  endeavouring  to  release  the 
captives.  It  was  a  reproach  to  England 
to  allow  these  persons  to  languish  in  prison 
without  using  our  utmost  endeavours,  and 
those  pointed  out  by  proper  and  expe- 
rienced persons,  to  endeavour  at  least, 
though  late,  to  relieve  them  from  that 
misery  which  was  mainly  attributable  to 
the  noble  Earl's  conduct  in  this  affair. 

Earl  RUSSELL  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  to-night,  as  on  a 
former  occasion,  shown  himself  to  be  en- 
tirely regardless  of  the  safety  of  Consul 
Cameron  and  the  other  persons  imprisoned 
by  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia,  in  his  solici- 
tude, that  the  blame  on  this  subject  should 
be  attributed  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Others  who  are  also  not  friendly 
to  the  present  Government,  and  who  are 
much  more  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
I^d  Chelmsford 


facts  of  the  case  and  the  cbancter  of  the 
ruler  of  Abyssinia,  have  nevertheless  ab- 
stained from  pursuing  the  coarse  adopted 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  feeling 
convinced  that  the  case  ia  one  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  of  the 
day,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  left  at  fall 
liberty  to  issue  such  directions  as  tbej 
may  deem  expedient  under  the  pecalitr 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  must  be  perfectly  aware  that 
his  reason  for  not  disclosing  on  a  former 
occasion  all  the  information  Her  Majesty's 
Government  possessed  upon  this  matter 
was  an  anxiety  to  avoid  taking  any  steps 
that  might  possibly  provoke  greater  per- 
secution or  cruelty  towards  British  subjects 
in  Abyssinia.  It  was  obvious,  howeter, 
from  the  facts  already  made  known  thsk 
Consul  Cameron  had  not  executed  the  io- 
structions  which  he  had  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  said  that  an  entirely  new 
policy  had  been  adopted  towards  Abys- 
sinia. [Lord  Chelmsford  dissented.]  I 
understood  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
say  so  ;  but,  however,  I  will  show  him  what 
has  been  done  by  my  predecessor.  Lord 
Clarendon.  In  1849,  the  then  ruler  of 
Abyssinia — Ras  Ali — made  a  treaty  with 
this  country,  and  it  was  part  of  that  tres^ 
that  a  mission  should  be  sent  from  Abys- 
sinia to  this  country.  But  in  November  27, 
1855,  Lord  Clarendon  wrote  to  say  that, 
though  the  establishment  of  friendly  rels- 
tions  between  the  two  countries  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  both,  and,  though 
the  Queen  would  have  much  pleasure  io 
receiving  a  mission  from  the  Emperor,  jet 
it  was  solely  on  the  condition  that  His  Ma- 
jesty should  give  a  distinct  assurance  that  he 
renounced  all  idea  of  conquest  in  Egypt  sod 
at  Massowah.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
says  that  there  is  no  proof  that  the  Em- 
peror received  that  despatch;  but,  as  Mr. 
Plowden  received  that  despatch  in  1856, 
and  he  lived  there  until  1860,  there  is 
every  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  comma- 
nicated  to  the  Emperor.  Rag  Ali,  how- 
ever, was  overthrown  by  the  present  King 
of  Abyssinia.  Dr.  Beke,  whom  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  represented  as  being 
exceedingly  well  acquainted  with  the 
affairs  of  Abyssinia,  says  of  the  present 
ruler,  to  whom  Ras  Ali  had  given  one  of 
his  daughters  to  wife — 

*'With  great  talents  and  energy,  amUtioB, 
combined  with  hypocrisy,  treachery,  and  alio 
cruelty,  is  a  prominent  feature  of  his  oharaetar, 
and  he  was  not  long  in  revolting  against  his 
factor  and  finther-in-law." 
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This    i>    the    opiniou    of    Ihs    geotleman  "Mj&thmi  the  Emp«ronli*Tlngfcrgotlmoiir 

whom   the    Doble    and    learned    Lord    ia  2't?'*"' "V**"***^  "T  *^""  ^'"KH"'"  "^  '^ 

,,    .   T     I      1]          1        .    .     ■   .  GuUi  ftnd  Tnrki.     itat  God  oreatsd  ma,  lillad 

Uiions  that  I  should  tend    out  to  inter-  „,  „„tof  th.  dnit.mDd  r<»ton>d  thi.  .mplr«  to 

oede    for   the    captiTea,    and  I   am  bound  morale.     H«  mdCKred  m*  with  power,  and  «!• 

to  taj  that  he  ia  perfeetly  willing  to  go.  bled  dm  to  itand  Id  tb«  pUa«  oF  mj  bthen.    Bf 

Now,    we  know    perfeotlj  well    that    Mr,  hi*  power  I  dro»e  awsj  the  (HUm.     Bntforthe 

o..__     .  _:..:».,...    — i.-  k^L.  x-   »!.:.  Torki  I  lata  told  tbem  to  leare  the  land  of  toy 
Stern,  a  m,B.,on.rj,  wrote  hooka  in  thi.  ^^j^„       Thoj  refiu..      I  «n  dow  golog  t^ 

eoontrj  in  which  he    gare  a  aimilar   ao-  »r,rt]e  with  them."— [p.  8.] 
count  of  the  King  of  Abjwiinia.  and  he  j  ij^^j ;     ^^  „^„j  ^       ^^  ^„      g*  thea 

took  two  of   thote   hooka    to    Abfaiinin.  ^^^  ^^^^ 

Hia  aerTanta  were    cruelly  tortured,    and  °     ,,    ™      ,          ,        ■■„,—      . 

h.  •».  ._.  J.  ;,....,:./».j  »_;..»  ..._  Mr.  P  owdeo,  and  my  late  Grand  Chamber- 
e  waa  afterwarda  impnaoned,  owing  tery  j^^ ^^  EnglKhmui  Boll.oNd Ic  tellme  Ihmt  thet« 
much  to  (he  information  giTcn  to  the  i, »  g^,!  chrirtUa  Qaeen.  who  lore.  »U  Cbrii- 
King  that  ha  had  written  theae  hooka.  { tiani.  Wben  thej  nid  to  me  thii,  '  Ve  are  able 
And  jet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  make  yoo  known  to  her.andto  etUbluh  friend- 
recommended  that  I  abould  accept  the  '^'5 '"''"*'' T'' '"'"i"  *^T,*l™  LTt'!^ 
1  IT  r  -n  Kud.  I  iriiT«  them  mi  iQit,  thlnkiotr  that  I  had 
generou.  and  courageous  offer  of  Dr.  Lndjour  MnJeetA^will.  All  men  are  .nb- 
Beke,  and  send  out  a  mnn  who  ll  al-  jeot  to  death,  and  my  enemiet.  thinking  to  injure 
moat  certain  to  be  imprisoned  by  the  me,  killed  these  mylVienda.  But  by  the  power 
King,    as  the  fact  of    theae  books    being  »'  ^t*"  I  h*"  eitennii»i«d  Ihora  enemiei,  not 

to    the    King    by    the    eDemies    of    thii  fri,nd.hip."— £p.  3.] 

joertri.     Coml  Plo.d™.  in  oee  of  hi.  ^„,  ,,,,„  pe,„„,_o„e  ..;  to  the  nom. 

joumeji,  .u   takeo    pn«,Der  hj  one  of  ^       ,  soo.lome  800.  end  .oo.e  1.500- 

tho    pm...    »    "Wl"".    ta'    k-    -<•  „„  „„.;o,ed  i„  ,„ld  blood  .fter  thej 

r.»«,i>ied,  end  died  .oon  .fi.r,,ri..     W.  ^^  ^^^  j^,^^„j  .„  j,,,,,  ,„j  ^^ 

.ere  .1  Sret    ood„   the    mpre..™  the!  j^^^  ^  ,j,  g.,        g,.           Her  M.je.tj 

U.e  r.n,om  h^  b^o  p.,d  bj  •*•  K.ng.  „  ^  ,j,;^  ,/„  „,,      „;       „  j^'^  /, 

but    we   learned   afterwards    that   it    waa  .,-                '^        °.. 

.,  ,     , .       ,  ,.            L     u  J      ■    J   iL  peraons  ID   thia  manner   waa   the  way  in 

paid  by  hia  relatirea,  wbo  had  raised   the  '^.■..               u       u  •    ,  <    t  •     i  t:    t 

•^                          «7L-_  n     .  ■    /I  which  to  sain   Her  Majealy  s  friendship! 

mm  neeeassry.     When  Csptain  Cameron,  -.^    _.,   :__„.. iku    r.,-    „.   #»   t.b_    ... 

.hohirf  1111.5  the  offi»,  of'vio.   Con.ol.  fL  "    "l^'^";    '",  :"   ?„,'lb!.   ^i 

.    -        ,      ,         .    L-       .1  such   ooorse..    1  cannot  imagine  inat  tne 

was  appointed   Conaul,    I    sent    him  the  ,.^  ,^   j^,         ^   ^  ,^,(^^  ^»„,j    ,i,h„„j 

following  inatruotions-  other  eanse.:accoui.t  for  the  King's  soger. 

J  ""krTK  ?*     "  ?^T''     *'"™™'  °"-  Dr.  Boke,  apeaking  of  the  offence  auppoaed 

■    deiirable   that   you   iboald    ft»ow  yourtelf   the  "'■"'-"•'■■»""■"'*''           "                 re 

pvtiuD  of  either  of  the  oontending   partiei  If  ^    hate    been    oocaaioned    by  this   delay, 

the  oonUrt  ii  itill  going  on.    WhaLeTer  interoit  aays — 

Her  M^tj'i  Gorgmmeat  may  hare  in  Abyi-  ••  jf  jt  if  meut  that  thii  waa  the  flnt  oaoM 

sfnia  oan  beat  be  advanced  by  the  tranqnitlity  of  of  ofhnce,  the  oonwlneu  of  iuob  an  opinion  may 

the  ooantrj  ;  bat  if  the  Britiib  agent  beoomei  be  queitioned.     It  is  true  that  many  montfai  had 

the  partisan  of  one  side,  the  riTalry  of  Earopean  elapKd,  bnt  the  reply  to  the  letter  tent  at  the 

Interetta,    whioh,    howerar    diiarowed    by    the  nme  tine  l«  the  Emperor  Napoleon  had  only  jnrt 

Goienunenta   of   Europe,   ia    almoet    inrariably  arrlTed  ;    and  had  there  been  no  other  eauie  of 

fcnnd    to  eiiit  on   the    part  of  their  agenU  in  ditaaliaftolion,  Theodora  would  not  haTO  been  iO 

Booh  oonntriea  a*  Abyuinu,  will  atimulale  foreign  nnreaaonable  aa  not  to  hare  accepted  the  excoaa 

Bgeola  to  declare  a  partisanship  for  the  other,  and  whioh  the  Briliih  Consul  might  eaailj  and  moit 

thai  a  oiTil  oonteat  will  be  promoted  and  onoour-  reaaonably  have  otTarfd    for   the  delay— namely, 

aged,  which  would  otherwiie  die  out  of  itaelf,  or  th&t  while    the   letter  to  the   Emperor    of   the 

Tsry  ibortly  be  brought  to  a  eonaluiion  by  the  French  had  been  ocnreyed  immediBlelj  and  dl- 

dMided  preponderaaoe  of  a  viotorioua  party."—  rectly  Inim  Maawwah  to  Egypt,  the  one  to  the 

[P-  ■•]  Qaeen  of  EngUnd  bad  to  lie  at  Miaiowah  till  aa 

Whether    the    polity    were    had    or   good,  opportunity  proMnted    iiielf  of  forwarding  it  by 

theae  instrnetiona,   I  should  think,  were  at  the  roundabout  way  of  Aden." 

least  clear  and  intelligible.     The  noble  and  But  we  all  know  that  the  Abyaainiana  are 

learned    Lord   moTed    for  a    copy  of   the  moat  arbitrary  in  their  iiotiuna  of  garern- 

King's  letter  to  the  Queen,  which  is  now  ment ;    there  is,  therefore,  no  saying  upon 

before   your   Lordships.     Be  it  remarked  what  alight  gmnnd  they  may  have  taken 

that    Lord    Ctareodon    had    told    Consal  offence,   and    Uer   Majesty's   G»Ternment 

Flowdeu  that  the  OoTemment  would   not  plainly   cannot  be   reaponsible   for  muses 

sanction  any  proceeding   by  the  King  of  whioh  may  indnce  the  OoTernment  oF  that 

Abyasiiiia  against  Egypt  and  the  Tnrki.  country  to  impriaon  a  British  Conanl.     But 

In  that  letter  the  King  aaya —  what  we  <lo  know  and  what  we  are  quite 
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(oeriain  of  ia  that  Consul  Caaieroii.  baYiog 
bad  tpecial  direotioos  not  to  ioCerfbre  in  the 
riralms  of  parties  in  that  eountry,  did  go 
to  Oondar,  and  did  interfere  in  local  affairs. 
He  says  himself  that  he  sared  manj 
Utos  there.  But  he  did  this  by  sialing 
'himself  a  partisani  therebydisobeyingtfae 
orders  he  had  reodred.  We  did  what  we 
voesidered  best  nnder  the  olronnutanees. 
Consul  Cameron  himself  points  out  that 
Mr.  Baasam  was  a  person  of  gfeat  import* 
"anoe  in  the  plaee  from  whioh  he  eame, 
next  in  nosition  to  the  Goyemor,  and  there- 
fore lihely  to  be  aooeptable  to  the  King  of 
Abyssinia. 

Loan  CHBLM8F0BD  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  where  the  statement  that  he  is 
now  making  is  to  be  found  t 

Eabju  RUSSELL:  If  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  wishes  for  detailed  informa- 
tion as  to  all  the  sources  of  information 
possessed  hy  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  the 
ebaraeter,  positieoy  and  qndifications  of 
the  messengers  whom  they  think  proper  to 
employ,  the  inquiry,  I  am  afraid,  will  be  a 
wide  one. 

LoRB  CHELMSFORD  :  I  only  ask  for 
information  in  the  partieulsr  ease. 

Sarl    RUSSELL:    The    information 
that   we   received  satisfied   us  that   the 
position  of  Mr.  Rassam  was  what  I  have 
alresdy  stated.     My  impression  is  that  the 
refusal  to  receife  the  Queen's  letter<-*if 
there  was  an  actual  refusal->*was  owing, 
not  to  its  detention,  the  cause  to  wbidi 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  refers  it,  but 
to  other  circumstances,  one  of  these  being 
that  the  King  was  unable  to  guarantee  the 
safety  of  the  persons  conveying  the  letter, 
nearly   the  whole  of  the  country  about 
Mastowah  l>eing  oocapied  by  foroes  in  in- 
surveetion  against  his  authority.      That 
would  hare   been  a  very  natural  reason 
why  he  should  hare  declined  to  guarantee 
the  safety  of  the  bearer.    Another  ezpla* 
aatioB*   and  the  one  we   are  inclined  to 
adopt,  is  that  he  may  have  wished  to  get 
a  large  British  foree  into  his  power  in  order 
that  he  might  threaten  to  nut  them  to 
death  in  case  the  Queen  dia  not  oomply 
with  his  wish  to  take  part  in  operations 
directed  against  Turkey.  To  carry  on  that 
war  was  avowed  originally  to  have  been 
his  object ;   it  was  so  stated  in  his  own 
letter.    And  what  would  the  noble  and 
learned  Lordi    anxious  to  lay  blame  on 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmenti  have  said  if 
we  had  actually  sent  a  large  mission  to  the 
Kin^  of  Abyssinia^  if  the  members  of  that 
mission  had  been  imprisoned,  and  if,  in  an 
Earl  RimeU 


unwholesome  countryi  we  had  been  obliffed 
to  undertake  warlike  measures  with  a  view 
to  accomplish  their  release  ?  How  power- 
ful would  then  have  been  the  declamations 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord»  as  in  the 
case  last  year  of  the  Ashantees.  I  trust 
that  a  better  and  safer  wav  of  establishing 
relations  with  the  King  of  Abyssinia  baa 
been  adopted  b^  Her  Majes^s  Govern- 
ment. Sir  William  Coghlan,  whom  I  con- 
sulted as  to  the  course  which  he  thought 
best  under  the  circumstances,  replied  that 
the  wisest  course  to  pursue  was  to  wait 
for  further  advices.  The  probability  was 
that  either  King  Theodore  or  his  enemies 
would  be  completely  defeated,  and  in  either 
event  negotiations  might  be  entered  upon 
more  advantageously  than  they  could  be 
now.  As  regards  the  presents,  for  the 
same  reason,  we  have  pursued  a  cautious 
policy.  If,  without  any  ransom  being  re- 
quired, we  hear  that  the  captives  have 
been  set  free,  we  shall  doubtless  think  it 
right  to  make  the  King  some  suitable  ac- 
knowledgment. We  are  not,  at  all  events, 
going  to  undertake  a  war  on  behalf  of  the 
King  of  Abyssinia,  nor  on  behalf  of  a 
Consul  who  did  not  follow  his  instructions. 
The  matter  is  one,  no  doubt,  of  consider- 
able difficulty,  nor  am  I  at  all  surprised 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  should 
have  taken  it  up,  seeing  how  repeatedly  he 
and  his  Friends  have  made  attacks  on  the 
Government  for  the  policy  which  they  have 

Sursued  in  reference  to  other  countriea. 
foble  Lords  opposite,  for  instanee,  have 
repeatedly  expressed  a  wish  that  Italy 
should  not  be  united  ;  yet  that  object  has 
been  in  a  great  degree  accomplished  with 
the  approval  of  the  Government  while  we 
had  the  happiness,  despite  the  maohiaa- 
tions  of  interested  parties,  to  see  the  eon- 
test  in  America  brought  to  a  close  without 
breaking  our  neutrality.  I  have  now  stated 
the  ooone  which  the  Government  have 
deemed  it  to  be  their  doty  to  pursue  in 
the  present  instance,  and  I  think  Captain 
Cameron  will  be  restored  to  this  country. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  he  was 
personally  acquainted  with  Consul  Ca» 
moron,  and  expressed  his  admiration  of 
the  energy  of  his  character  as  well  as  his 
regret  that  his  noble  Friend  who  had  joat 
spoken  had  not  deemed  it  right  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  Dr.  Beke,  who  was  a  man 
of  courage,  sound  judgment,  and  prac^oal 
good  sense.  His  noble  Friend  had,  he 
toought,  shown  too  much  consideration  for 
the  dangers  which  Dr.  Beke  would  incur, 
inasmuch  he  was  perfectly  eapable  of  duly 
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ettimating  himself  the  naiare  of  the  perils 
to  which  he  would  be  exposed.  For  his 
own  part,  he  attached  great  ? aloe  to  the 
exertions  of  so  experienced  a  tra? eller,  and 
be  knew  no  other  mode  in  which  Consul 
Cameron  was  likelj  to  be  better  served. 
It  waSy  of  course,  possible  that  something 
might  be  done  by  means  of  mediation  with 
the  Egyptian  QoTomment ;  but  how  to  do 
ao  without  implicating  ourselves  invoWed 
important  questions  of  foreign  policy— -for 
we  could  not  take  an  actire  part  m  the 
eontroversj  on  one  side  or  the  other.  Con* 
aul  Cameron  had  probably  interfered  with 
the  best  possible  intentions,  but  then  there 
was  no  doubt  that  he  had  acted  in  distinct 
contrarention  of  his  noble  Friend's  instruc- 
tions. He  trusted,  howe? er,  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  refuse  to  entertain  further 
the  proposed  interference  of  Dr.  Beke  in 
the  matter,  for  he  was  a  person  whom,  he 
1>elieTed.  might  safely  be  intrusted  with 
the  confidential  mission  which  he  sought. 
The  Eaxl  of  MALMESBURT  said, 
he  would  not  follow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  Italy, 
whither  he  could  only  ha?e  wandered  as 
being  the  shortest  cut  out  of  Abyssinia  ; 
bnt  he  would  endeavour  to  impress  upon 
him  that  it  was  most  important  to  the  in- 
terest and  honour  of  this  countnr  that  these 
captives  should  be  released.  The  mode  in 
which  that  object  was  most  likely  to  be 
effected  was  by  communicating  with  the 
Emperor  of  Abyssinia  ;  but  then  there 
must  be  a  medium  of  communication,  and 
he  would  urge  on  the  noble  Earl  the  expe- 
diency of  employing  Dr.  Beke  as  the  me- 
dium. He  had  known  Dr.  Beke  for  twenty 
years,  and  he  could  state  that  he  was  a 
most  intelligent  man,  while  he  possessed 
the  further  advantage  of  beinff  on  excel- 
lent terms  with  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 
The  noble  Earl,  however,  seemed  to  think 
that  he  would  be  incurring  a  grave  respon- 
sibility in  acceding  to  the  proposal  which 
he  mentioned,  because  of  the  danger  to 
which  Dr.  Beke  would  be  exposed  ;  but 
when  Dr.  Beke  was  prepared  to  take  all 
the  responsibility  on  himself,  the  noble 
Earl  would,  he  thought,  by  giving  way  to 
those  considerations  of  delicacy  to  which 
he  referred,  be  doing  his  duty  neither  to 
the  captives  nor  to  his  country.  Dr.  Beke 
had  placed  in  his  hands  a  paper,  in  which 
he  stated  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  he  should  be  able  to  obtain  the  libe- 
ration of  the  captives,  as  well  as  to  con- 
vince the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia  of  the 
wisdom  of  cultivating  the  arts  of  peace 


in  preference  to  those  of  war,  and  develop- 
ing the  immense  resources  of  his  domi- 
nion. The  noble  Earl,  therefore,  had,  he 
theaght,  no  more  right  to  refuse  to  aid 
Dr.  Beke  in  embarking  on  so  noble  a  mis- 
sion than  a  commanding  officer  would  have 
to  prevent  a  brave  soldier  from  leading  a 
forlorn  hope.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  eontended,  to  protect  Britidi 
subjects  abroad  by  the  arm  of  England, 
and  we  had  no  right  to  employ  men  in  such 
places  that  that  arm  could  not  reach  them. 
He  hoped,  under  those  circumstances,  that 
the  noble  Earl  would  earnestly  direct  his 
attention  during  the  leisure  time  which  he 
was  about  to  enjoy  to  the  liberation  of  the 
men  in  question. 

CASE  OF  CATHERINE  GAU6HAK. 
QUEflllON. 

The  Marquess  op  WBSTMEATH 
said,  he  had  called  attention  to  this  ease 
twice  already.  The  circumstances  were 
briefly  these  : — A  young  girl,  under  twenty 
years  of  age,  determined  to  cease  to  be  a 
Roman  Catholic,  because,  as  she  stated, 
she  had  read  the  Bible.  Having  been 
urged  by  the  priests  and  her  friends  in  vein 
to  chsnge  her  resolution,  she  was  at  last 
subjected  to  the  violence  of  a  mob,  who 
dragged  her  over  the  nigged  stones  by  the 
hair.  The  sub-inspector  of  the  district 
and  three  other  policemen  were  sppealed  to 
for  the  protection  of  the  girl,  but  they  re- 
fused to  interfere,  and  the  girl  was  put  into 
duress,  from  which  she  was  released  only 
by  the  interference  of  the  Protestant  mi- 
nister, who  stated  in  a  letter  that  if  he  had 
not  released  her  she  would  have  been  con- 
veyed that  night  to  a  convent.  Their 
Lordships  might  connect  this  case  with 
that  of  Mary  Ryan,  who,  by  the  connivance 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  had  been  spirited 
away  to  a  foreign  country.  Now,  he  de- 
sired to  inquire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, it  being  true  that  sub-inspector 
Mark  Burke  of  the  Irish  Constabulary 
having  been  convicted  before  a  Bench  c^ 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  in  the  month  of 
February  last  of  a  gross  neglect  of  his 
duty,  and  in  violation  of  his  oath,  in  a 
remarkable  case  of  cruelty  and  oppres- 
sion inflicted  on  a  poor  female  named 
Catherine  Gaughan,  and  his  misconduet 
having  been  laid  before  the  Irish  Adminis- 
tration for  judgment  thereon,  and  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Irish  Constabn- 
lary,  having  in  his  turn  condemned  the 
said   Mark  Burkoy  alleging  against  him 
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that  he  had  not  offered  a  word  in  his  de- 
fence, indicating,  he  added,  that  the  ae- 
oused  knew  how  cenaarable  hie  condoct 
had  been,  how  it  is,  and  at  whose  sugges- 
tion and  influence  it  is,  that  the  said  Mark 
Burke  is  retained  in  his  pay  and  allow- 
ances and  in  the  public  Service  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the  case 
had  already  been  twice  answered.  He 
would  only  say,  in  reply  to  the  Question 
that  the  sub-inspector  had  been  condemned 
for  the  offence  to  pay  a  fine  of  £2  and  to  be 
remoTod  from  Sligo  to  Donegal  at  his  own 
expense.  Haying  fallen  ill  in  Sligo,  he 
sent  in  his  papers  and  thereby  tendered  his 
resignation.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
sub-inspector  took  an  oath  to  preserre 
Her  Majesty's  peace,  but  he  had  not 
Tiolated  his  oath,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
had  alleged,  but  had  been  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  doty,  for  which  he  had  been  punished. 
The  sub-inspector  had  been  forty-one 
years  in  the  serTice,  and  his  superintendent 
certified  that  up  to  the  time  of  the  sum- 
mons in  this  case  he  had  exhibited  the 
utmost  fidelity  and  seal  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties.  All  the  details  of  his  case 
had  been  sent  to  the  Treasury  with  a  riew 
to  granting  him  a  pension  for  his  rery 
long  services. 

Thb  MARauBSS  OF  WESTME ATH  said, 
that  his  charge  against  the  sub-inspector 
was  that,  having  sworn  to  preserve  the 
peace,  he  refused  to  soil  his  fingers  in  doing 
so.  He  would  ask,  Was  it  not  wrong  to 
give  a  pension  to  a  public  servant  who  had 
so  misconducted  himself  ? 

THE  INDIAN  ARMT. 
QUBSnOR. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  rose  to  ask, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  that  the  Royal 
Commissioners  recently  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  certain  matters  connected  with 
the  Indian  Army  should  be  empowered  to 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  alterations 
which  in  their  opinion  would  be  desirable 
nnd  practicable  in  the  existing  system  ? 
He  said,  he  found  that  some  Royal  Com- 
missions had  been  permitted,  without  dis-. 
tinct  instructions,  to  suggest  remedies  for 
evils  which  they  might  have  noticed  in  the 
course  of  their  inquiries.  For  instance,  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Local  Charges  on 
Shipping  which  sat  in  1863,  without  re- 
ceiving any  instruction  to  that  effect,  in- 
dicated the  alterations  which  they  thought 
desirable.  It  would  be  very  much  for  the 
public  advantage  if  the  Royal  Commission 
The  Marqueee  of  Weeimeath 


in  this  case  would  have  permission  to  fol- 
low the  same  course. 

Lord  DUFFERIN  said,  that  it  waa 
not  intended  that  the  Commission  should 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  alterations 
which  they  might  think  it  desirable  and 
practical  to  introduce  into  the  existing 
system.  Their  duty  would  be  eonfined  to 
ascertaining  whether  the  regulations  aa 
now  framed  carried  out  the  intentions  of 
the  prerions  Commission. 

THE    CHURCH   IN   IRELAND «- THE 

twentt-ninth  canon  of  ie03. 
QnssnoH* 

Thk  Arohbiihof  of  DUBLIN  asked 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council,  Her 
Majesty  having  graciously  issued  Her  Li- 
cence permitting  the  Convocation  of  Can- 
terbury to  amend  or  repeal  the  Twenty- 
ninth  Canon  of  the  Canons  of  1603,  and 
that  body  having,  in  obedience  thereto, 
prepared  a  new  Canon  giving  permission 
to  parents  to  become  sponsors  for  their 
children.  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  recommend 
Her  Majesty  to  grant  to  the  prelates  and 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  the  like 
opportunity  of  amending  or  repealing  the 
Sixteenth  Canon  of  1634t  which  is  identical 
with  the  Twenty-ninth  English  Canon  ? 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  said  that  he  did  not 
for  a  moment  imagine  that  the  Gorem- 
ment,  by  denying  to  the  prelates  and  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  opportunities  of 
considering  this  and  other  matters  which 
they  had  permitted  to  the  Convocation  of 
the  Province  of  Canterbury,  intended  to 
cast  any  slight  upon  the  Church  in  that 
country;  but  if  a  similar  course  were  pur- 
sued in  future  the  Church  in  Ireland  might 
come  to  occupy  a  position  altogether  dif- 
ferent from,  and  inferior  or  subordinate  to, 
that  of  the  sister  branch  of  the  Church  in 
England. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  Government  had  no  inten- 
tion of  reviving  the  action  of  Convoca- 
tion in  Ireland,  in  order  that  it  might 
consider  the  Canon  referred  to  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate,  and  that  they  were  not  at 
present  advised  how  that  body  ought  to 
be  constituted,  or  what  its  powers  might 
be. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY 
thought  that  whatever  privileges  were 
allowed  to  the  Church  in  England  ought 
to  be  shared  by  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
which  was  an  integral  part  of  the  Estab- 
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lishment.  He  was  not  anzioua  for  the  re- 
Tival  of  Con?ocation  in  Ireland ;  but  if 
certain  pri?ileged  were  conceded  to  the 
proTincea  of  Canterbury  and  York  they 
ought  to  be  extended  to  those  of  Dublin 
and  Armagh.  It  was  desirable  that  their 
Lordships  should  learn  from  the  highest 
authority  what  really  were  the  powers  of 
Convocation.  The  question  iras,  how  the 
pro?ince  of  Canterbury,  e?en  under  licence 
of  the  Queen,  had  any  power  to  impose  or 
amend  Canons,  except  in  concurrence  with 
the  Irish  branch  of  the  Establishment.  He 
had  been  told  by  great  legal  authorities 
that  by  the  Act  of  Union  the  Church  in 
Ireland  and  the  Church  in  England  were 
closely  united;  that  they  were  at  this  mo- 
ment one  and  indivisble  ;  that  whatever 
powers  were  conferred  upon  the  province 
of  Canterbury  must  be  given  to  the  other 
provinces  ;  and  that  if  powers  were  given 
exclusively  to  the  province  of  Canterbury, 
whatever  was  done  under  them  was  of  no 
more  value  than  if  it  had  passed  in  one  of 
the  vestries  of  the  metropolis.  He  thought 
that  before  they  went  any  further*  and  be- 
fore the  Convocation  of  the  Province  of 
Canterbury  was  allowed  to  hold  successive 
sittings,  their  Lordships  and  the  country 
ought  to  have  some  clear  legal  statement 
as  to  what  were  the  real  powers  of  Convo- 
cation. 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


^m0^^t0^0*0^0^0*0» 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Iuesda$f,  Jufy  4,  1865. 

IflNUTES.}— PuBUo  BmM^TTkird  Beadkig— 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment*  rLarofl 
[354] ;  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  * 
[Lords}  [261] ;  Rochdale  Vicarage*  [Xon£»] 
{252^  and  passed. 


STANDING  ORDERS. 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  82  and  40  read. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  moved  that 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, No.  82  and  No.  40,  be  repealed,  and 
the  following  be  substituted : — 

Resolved,  That,  in  cases  where  the  work  shall 
be  sitoate  on  tidal  lands  within  the  ordinary 


spring  tides,  a  Gopj  of  the  plans  and  sections 
shall,  on  or  before  the  SOth  day  of  November,  be 
deposited  at  the  Office  of  the  Marine  Department, 
Board  of  Trade,  marked  **  Tidal  Watsss,"  and 
on  Bach  plans  all  tidal  waters  shall  he  cotoared 
blue,  and  if  the  plans  include  any  hridge  across 
tidal  waters,  the  dimensions,  as  regards  span  and 
headway  of  the  nearest  bridges,  if  any,  above  and 
below  the  proposed  new  bridge,  shall  be  marked 
thereon. — (Mr.  MUner  Oibson,) 

Resolved,  That,  on  or  before  the  Sdrd  day  of 
December,  a  printed  Copy  of  every  Railway  and 
Canal  Bill,  and  of  every  Bill  for  incorporating  or 
giving  powers  to  any  company,  shall  be  deposited 
at  the  office  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  a  printed 
Copy  of  every  Bill  relating  to  any  Dock,  Harboor, 
Navigation,  Pier,  or  Port,  shall  be  deposited  at 
the  office  of  the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ;  and  a  printed  Copy  of  every  Bill  relat- 
ing to  Turnpike  Roads,  at  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department.— (lA*. 
Milner  Oibson.) 

Ordered,  That  the  said  BesolutioDs  be 
Standing  Orders  of  tliis  House* 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of 
this  House  be  printed. 


ITALY— CAPTURE   OP  BRITISH 

SUBJECTS  BY  BRIGANDS.-^iUESTION. 

Mb.  DARBT  OKIFFITH  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether,  without  imprudence,  he 
is  able  to  give  the  House  any  further 
account  of  the  probability  of  obtaining  the 
liberation  of  the  English  gentleman  who 
has  Mien  into  the  hands  of  Italian  bri- 
gands? 

Mb.  LATAEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  to 
state  that  intelligence  had  been  received 
on  Uie  29th  of  last  month  of  Mr.  Moens; 
his  friends  were  in  communication  with 
him,  and  he  hoped  Mr.  Moens  would  soon 
be  out  of  the  hands  of  the  brigands. 


PORTS  OF  NORTH  AND  SOUTH 
SHIELDS.— QUESTION. 

Sib  MATTHEW  RIDLEY  said,  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Percy) 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Treasury  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Vie  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Board  of  Customs 
in  London  and  the  Beports  of  the  Collector 
of  the  Tjne  relating  to  the  severance  of 
the  Ports  of  North  and  South  Shields  f 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QJTER  replied,  that  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  there  could  be  no  ohjection  to 
produce  the  Correspondence.  He  did 
not  know  if  it. was  yet  complete;  but 


lies  frmU  Bmim^  ICOlOiqHSI  tfOiSmmii.  UM 

jto  il  w»  oomiOete  U  «nU  be  pi».   rRriKTi  Bmnrass  OF  THI  SIMIOK. 

TiK»mT  FALUERSTON :  I  un  ran 

RESIGNATION  OF  TBE  LOBD  ^^^  House  would  be  nnwiHing  to  cloH 

CHANCELLOR.  *^  SeMon  witbont  reootding  ite  mae  of 

_  ^.r,,,,^^„^,r     »•       ..  1     the  leel  and  assidnitT  with  which  Kiny 

Tnomrr  PiLVyBSTOir :  8ir,-il  !■   h^^i.  h.™  perfonied  dntioe  totaD,  ii 

Jjkt  I  .hould  inforn   Ihe  Hon»  that  ,]™„a„t  ,f  Se  Publio  Biine..a,  and 

the  Cbaooellor.  m  defereooe  to  ft«  Toto   „„j„rf  ^i  the  traoiaotioii  of  that  Priiale 

Id  thu  Heoae  k^  ugbt,   end  Uie  ex-   BoiiBeaa  which  leoemil;  falU  under  tbe 

imardon    ef   epeira    which    that    roto  j^Hriiotiou  of  thia  Hou«i.     The  aeoiiloe 

implied,  has  dimmed  it  hia  doty,  Ihreojb    „,  „,,  time  of  Henbeta  which  is  lequiied, 

me,  to   toeder  to  Her   Majaaty  the  ni-   j,,,  ,„„euao  labour  they  haTe  to  giro, 

lofbiaoSoai^whioh  aocerdiegly   „d  the  inoouTeeienco  and  aomotiiTOa  »- 


_v  .  ,  ..  .  .  .  •--  and  the  inoouTenieDoe  and  aometiniea  ut- 
I  hSTC  done  I  think  it,  at  the  su»,  time,  :„„  t„  t„j,i  ,hi,i,  j.  tbreetened  by  fho 
due  to  the  Cbanoellor  to  state  that  as  early  itii„dence  of  those  who  an  eetirely  an- 
as the  bepnning  of  the  Seasion-of  the  ^^  j„  j^;,  ^„„  „(  ,tg  business  of  tbs 
jpeai  I  may  aay-tho  ChanceUor,  itnng  in  „„„  „,  Oommons,  an  things  Tory  litlls 
his  feelings  by  the  vanon.  altaoka  wbaih  „a,„t„„d  by  ib,  public  at  largo;  bat, 
vera  mad.  upon  bim  from  different  „„rtbeU.s,  thcw  who  perform  them 
qnartoie,  oftm  piwaed  upon  me  that  hia  ^^^„  ^  ^^^  ^  ^  thanks  of  lb. 
roaignaticn  should  bo  oonTcycd  to  Her  jj„„  „j  j,,  acknowledgment  of  tbe 
■aissty.  I  upon  public  and  open  pnrale  „„,^  There  is  one  OenUeman  in  par- 
end  poieonal  grounds,  daobned  to  be  the  ^,„^'^  „!,„„  „„,  Ui„k,  „  d„,^[ 
diannel  of  convoying  the  r»ignation  to  „,„  a,,  bon.  Member  for  Welsell  (Mr. 
Her  Majealyi  and  I  nrgrf  upon  tte  Charles  Fomterj-who  haa  devoted  all  bis 
Chancellor  to  reiaam  in  bia  post,  for  this  ^  ^  ,  g^„  .^^^  ;  b,,i,„  t„  ^^ 
reason— aat  if  he  bed  resigned  in  conae-  „„  p,^„„ti„  of  Private  Business  tlaa 
qumce  of  thus  vancus-aome  of  them  ,,„^f  „^„  „,  y,;,  p^i„„^  j, 
anonymous-attaoka,  be  would  thereby  be  ,j,  ji^h,^  „,  a,eao  dntiee.  The™  is, 
eoisidered  as  in  "mo  sort  admitting  the  ,,  ,  ^^  „^a  eaubliahed  which  has 
various  chargawbiob  had  been  made,  mid  jj^.^^  pJrformrf  the  arduous  end  it- 
even  ether  charges  which  never  had  been  ,p„„  jy^  i„^„  ^^j^t,  devolved  upon  this 
made.  I  on  the  ether  hand,  represented  totho  enSiesatislhotloucf  theeeoonconri 
to  bim  that  If  ha  rcmainod  at  his  poet  _i  „„„  the  Kefbreea,  who  were  eppomttd 
ttiere  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  Parliamen-  „„der  this  yeai-s  arrangement.  I  km  not 
tary  inquiry  into  the  maUera  alleged;  ^^  „y  Vote  W  lho»>  OenUemoi, 
jnd   knowing  mid  behoving  his  motives  S„tTthhik  it  right  to  slate  what  I  behev. 

'»,.'»  re'""?   f°"   ■?•.  ■»'!™«P'.  ,5  to  be  the  feeling  of  the  House;  midifsny 

believed  that  out  of  that  mquiry  would  ^t^^  ^^^    „ '^j,,  ,^,^  -^  U,^     ' 

reault   •■  ha.  reanltrf,  an  entire  acquit-  „.„„  I  ^  ,„„  i,  ^iUb,       a^     t^-JJ, 

tol  of   the   Ohanorfkr   of  miy   corrupt  „  „,,^  to  that  li  aXilwlodg. 

motive.     It  will  be    neo«aary  that   ho  ^„,    „,  th,i,  servioes    should  piuo^ 

should  oontinue  to  hold   the  Great  S«l  f„„  other,  beeide.  myself, 

until  Pndey  mornug,  in  eri«  that  ho  j,^  DISRAELI  i  8ir,  there  b  no  sab- 

mey   go    through    tb.    Frooeedings    and  j,ct  en  which  there  wiU  be  .  more  m««- 


!T  ,1  it'  fH     u  -S^  valuable  mid  important  . 

into  the  hands  ef  Her  llajeety.  by  thooo  who  ooStaTthe  Primle  BuAies. 

WEDNESDiT  SITTTNOS.  °'."',"  H™"- ,_  -^'J.  »  t^  '•"^  "• 

point  on  which  I  differ  nem  the  nobis 

Bn  OEOBQE  6BET  moved,  that  the  Lord,  it  is  enly  so  ibr  as  to  say  thst  there 

Steading  Order,  raqoiring  the  House  to  is  now  in  the  pnblio  mind  e  more  due  eali- 

meet  on  WnluMdsy  at  Twelve,  be  sus-  mate  of  the  greet  labauia  of  those  Commit- 

pended.     As  thsro  was  no   busioesa  for  tees  which  do  the  work  and  oottduet  the 

hMnorrow,   ho  propooed  that  the  House  Privato  Bneineee  which  coaaes  before  this 

idionld  meet  pro  /oreid  at  fonr  o'clcek,  in  House  than  there  was  some  yean  ago, 

«der  to  hear  the  Boval  Assent  given  by  when  it  was  thought  that  the  Houae  of 

Oosamiaaion  to  sovomi  Bills.  Commons  met  only  for  the   purpose  of 

n*  Cienorffor  o/  tit  .ErrAejiw 
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great  debates^  and  the  public  were  not 
aware  how  much  the  busmcM  of  the  coun- 
try depended  upon  the  aBsiduity  of  Mem- 
bers who  deal  with  the  Private  Business 
of  the  House.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
the  Gentlemen  who  devote  themselves  to 
the  Private  Business  of  the  House  are  en- 
titled to  our  thanks;  and  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  manner  in 
which  the  duties,  both  arduous  and  novel, 
of  the  Referees  have  been  performed  en- 
title them  to  the  thanks  of  the  House  and 
the  gratitude  of  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  as  to  Sittings  of  the 
House  on  Wednesdays  read,  and  suspended 
fer  To-morrow. — {Sir  George  Orey,) 

RAILWAT  ACCIDENTS— THOMAS 

SWETER  AND  OTHERS. 

PAPKBS  KOVBD  FOB. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALK,  in  caUing 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  verdict  of  the  jury  at  the 
inquest  on  the  bodies  of  Thomas  Sweter, 
George  Kent,  and  William  Anderton,  and 
to  move  for  Papers  relating  thereto,  said 
he  could  not  admit  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  uentleman,  that 
it  was  very  unwise  for  the  Legislature  to 
interfere  with  the  management  of  rail- 
ways, and  that  it  was  very  much  better 
to  leave  the  public  to  the  remedy  which 
the  law  put  into  their  hands.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  of  opinion  that  the 
heavy  damages  which  the  railways  would 
have  to  pay  would  be  sufficient  to  protect 
the  publio.  In  that  proposition  he  could 
not  agree.  On  the  contrary,  that  remedy 
would  only  add  to  the  disease,  for  the  oon- 
stant  imposition  of  heavy  penalties  might 
render  the  company  less  able  to  support 
snch  a  number  of  servants  and  to  main- 
tain such  care  as  might  be  required  to 
prevent  those  accidents.  In  the  case  to 
which  he  now  called  attention  he  had  the 
report  of  Captain  Tyler,  who  stated  that 
the  aooident  happened  chiefly  from  one 
of  the  engines  being  unfit  to  draw  a  train 
at  the  speed  at  which  it  was  then  going. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  would  be  extremely  unwise 
and  injudicious  for  Government  to  inter- 
fere in  the  general  ordering  and  manage- 
ment of  railways;  but  he  thought  the 
Government  was  bound  to  lay  down  cer- 
tain rules  and  regulations  for  the  safety 
of  human  lib ;  and  he  oould  prove  that 


such  had  always  been  the  opinion  of  Bir- 
liament,  because,  for  the  special  purposes 
of  railways  and  with  a  view  to  the  pubJic 
safety,  a  Eailway  Department  had  been 
created  in  the  Board  of  Trade.  What  was 
the  use  of  this  department  if  it  did  not  make 
full  and  searching  inquiry  into  the  causes 
of  such  accidents  as  he  was  then  bringing 
under  the  notice  of  the  House?  In  1864 
the  public  feeling  was  so  much  roused  in 
consequence  of  the  numerous  accidents 
which  took  place  that  a  pressure  was  put 
on  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  addressed 
a  circular  to  the  railway  companies,  in 
which  they  suggested  various  means  for 
promoting  the  public  safety ;  and,  among 
others,  that  communication  should  be  estab- 
lished between  the  passengers  and  the 
guards.  A  shocking  death  which  took 
place  had  particularly  stirred  the  publio 
mind.  A  long  correspondence  took  place 
between  the  Chairman  of  the  Railway 
Clearing  House  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  as  was  generally 
the  case  when  a  body  was  asked  to  re- 
form itself,  the  railways  found  it  impos- 
sible to  carry  out  any  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Trade.  With  re- 
gard to  signals,  it  was  worthy  of  con- 
sideration whether  drivers  and  others 
should  not  undergo  examination  before 
appointment,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
they  suffered  from  colour-blindness,  and 
whether  they  could  distinguish  between 
green  and  red.  According  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  everything  was  to  be  left 
to  the  railway  companies,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  not  to  see  that  common 
precautions  were  taken  to  insure  publio 
safety.  Now,  when  a  railway  paid  small 
dividends  the  notorious  practice  was  to 
reduce  the  staff  with  a  view  to  economy ; 
and  he  had  received  a  letter,  the  writer 
of  which  said  that  he  believed  pointsmen 
were  often  eighteen  hours  on  duty,  and 
frequently  longer.  This,  if  true,  was 
worthy  of  attention  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
for  the  lives  of  all  who  travelled  by  rail- 
way must  be  risked  if  they  were  at  the 
mercy  of  men  who  were  kept  at  work 
this  length  of  time  without  rest  The 
frequent  accidents  which  had  taken  place 
lately  on  the  Great  Western  Railwav 
pointed  to  the  necessity  of  inquiry,  whicm 
flie  Board  of  Trade  ousht  to  institute  in 
dl  these  cases ;  and  if  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  not  sufficient  power  to  interfere  for 
the  protection  of  Ihe  public,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  call  upon  Parliament 
to  give  it  tbu  power.     At  present  the 
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railway  intereet,  valuable  as  it  was  to  the 
ooantry,  was  a  vast  monopoly ;  and  as  to 
the  influence  of  public  opinion  upon  them, 
railway  directors  were  quite  beyond  public 
opinion,  and  did  not  care  a  fig  for  The 
Times  and  the  whole  press  of  the  country. 
When  so  many  accidents  had  recently 
happened  on  one  line  which  paid  smaller 
dividends,  and  on  which  the  officials  were 
fewer  and  the  men  more  overworked, 
than  on  any  other  railway  of  equal  im- 
portance in  the  kingdom^  it  was  time  for 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  interfere  in  the  in- 
terest, not  only  of  rich  men,  but  of  work- 
ing men,  whose  lives  were  of  the  highest 
value  to  their  families. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of 
ftny  Papers  relating  to  the  inquest  on  the  bodies 
of  Thomas  Sweter,  George  Kent,  and  William 
Anderton." — {Sir  Lawrence  Polk,) 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  this 
was  a  subject  of  great  importance,  but  it 
had  been  treated  with  indifference  by  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not- 
withstanding his  humane  disposition,  had 
given  extremely  unsatisfactory  answers, 
both  in  matter  and  manner,  when  ques- 
tioned on  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  generally  rose  with  a  happy 
smile  on  his  countenance,  and  addressed 
himself  to  the  subject  as  to  which  he  was 
about  to  speak  with  a  levity,  which  he 
was  ready  to  admit  was  not  real  but  ap- 
parent; therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  deplored  these  disasters,  and 
desired  to  prevent  them,  he  had  good 
ground  of  action  against  his  countenance, 
and  might  recover  heavy  damages  against 
it.  The  other  day  a  fatal  accident  oc- 
curred to  the  tidal  train  from  Folkestone 
through  the  maladministration  of  the  line. 
The  causes  of  these  accidents  were  patent, 
and  it  required  nothing  but  common  care 
to  prevent  them.  The  railway  companies 
were  not  in  the  position  of  ordinary  com- 
'panies,  for  they  constituted  monopolies ; 
and  yet  when  accidents  occurred  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
Parliament  seemed  to  do  nothing  in  the 
matter.  A  few  days  back  a  question  arose 
about  locking  the  doors  of  railway  carriages 
in  consequence  of  an  accident  occurring. 
A  railway  carriage  being  upset,  the  locked 
door  happened  to  be  placed  uppermost,  the 
unlocked  door  placed  against  the  ground. 
•What  was  the  use  of  that  door  being  un- 
locked ?  In  old  times  when  people  travelled 
by  coaches,  post-chaisea,  and  diligences, 
iSfV  Latvrenee  Palk 


they  never  heard  of  such  things  as  locked 
doors.  It  happened  on  one  occasion  that 
a  passenger  fortunately  had  a  railway- 
carriage  key — an  article  which  was  now 
advertised  for  sale  in  the  shops  of  London ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  whether  it  was 
legal  to  lock  the  passengers  in  the  railway 
carriages. 

Mr.  WH  alley  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
most  unjust  to  attack  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  had  served  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  a  Committee,  and  he 
must  say  that  he  could  not  imagine  any 
more  anxious  and  indefatigable  public 
servant  with  respect  to  the  duties  in- 
trusted to  him.  He  believed  that  the 
true  remedy  for  the  evils  adverted  to  con- 
sisted in  the  investigations  instituted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  respect  to  acci- 
dents, and  in  the  establishment  of  rules, 
the  best  which  ingenuity  could  devise,  for 
the  safety  of  the  public.  If  those  rales 
generally  approved  should  be  disr^arded, 
of  course  the  penalties  imposed  on  railway 
companies  in  the  event  of  accidents  would 
be  commensurately  heavy.  However,  the 
best  remedy  was  competition  ;  but  during 
the  present  Session  nearly  £3,000,(M)0  of 
capital  had  left  this  country  and  gone 
elsewhere  in  consequence  of  ordinary 
facilities  and  ordinary  fairness  not  being 
extended  to  schemes  for  making  new  com- 
peting railway  lines.  With  regard  to  the 
Great  Western  Railway,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  applied  strong  observations, 
he  could  only  say  that  it  always  appeared 
to  him  that  that  line  was  exceedingly  well 
managed,  that  the  officers  were  sufficient 
in  number,  and  efficient  for  the  duties 
intrusted  to  them,  and  that  accidents  were 
not  more  frequent  on  that  line  than  on 
our  other  railways. 

Me.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  believed 
that  the  very  serious  loss  of  life  which 
had  arisen  from  recent  railway  acddents 
might  be  traced  to  the  want  of  three  or 
four  precautions,  the  observance  of  which 
should  be  made  imperative  on  the  com- 
panies. One  great  cause  of  these  aoddeDts 
proving  so  fatal  was  the  insufficieBcy  of 
the  amount  of  break  power  employed,  and 
he  asked  whether  it  would  not  be  easy  to 
enact  that  every  train  should  have  an 
amount  of  break  power  comniensurate  with 
its  weight  and  length  ?  Again»  the  officials 
engaged  on  railways  were  frequently  over- 
worked ;  and  surely  it  might  be  enacted 
that  they  should  not  be  employed  more 
than  a  cetain  number  of  hours  out  of  the 
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twenty-four.  Another  oanae  of  the  de- 
plorable lo86  of  life  attending  these  catas- 
trophes was  that  the  rolling  stock  was  not 
in  an  efficient  and  proper  condition.  He 
was  led  to  believe  that  there  was  no  in- 
q)ection  of  rolling  stock  made  by  the 
Government  before  it  was  put  in  use. 
Another  precaution  which  it  was  said 
would  tend  to  prevent  these  casualties 
from  being  so  fatal  was  that  every  train 
should  have  attached  to  each  ezh^mity 
three  or  four  empty  vans  to  break  the 
shock  in  case  of  a  collision  occurring.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  put  it  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  they 
might  not  legislate  on  the  points  which 
he  had  just  indicated  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  it  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  accidents 
which  had  recently  occurred  on  railways 
should  have  produced  a  good  deal  of  un- 
easiness in  the  public  mind,  or  that  they 
should  have  been  taken  notice  of  in  that 
House.  But  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  charged  him  with  indifference  to 
that  subject  and  with  treating  it  with 
levity — [Mr.  Darbt  Gsifpith  :  Only  ap- 
parent levity] — he  was  very  sorry,  because 
his  manner  must  be  very  misleading  if  it 
induced  any  hon.  Member  to  suppose  that 
he  felt  indifferent  to  such  dreadful  casual- 
ties as  had  lately  taken  place.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend,  if  he  had  the 
opinion  he  had  expressed,  that  he  was 
labouring  under  an  entire  misapprehen- 
sion. He,  for  one,  had  never  laid  down 
or  accepted  any  rule  or  abstract  prin- 
ciple that  Parliament  was  not  to  inter- 
fere on  behalf  of  the  public  safety;  but 
everybody  must  feel  that  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  how  far  Parliament  ought  to  go, 
er  could  go,  with  advantage  to  the  public, 
in  the  direction  of  interference  with  the 
management  of  railway  travelling.  Par- 
liament had  vested  certain  powers  in  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  beyond  these  powers 
of  course  the  Department  could  not  go. 
Previous  to  the  opening  of  any  railway 
they  were  authorized  to  send  an  Inspector 
who  should  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
tolling  stock — which  was  not  omitted  from 
his  review,  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  seemed  to  suppose; 
also  into  the  condition  of  the  permanent 
way ;  into  the  sufficiency  of  the  establish- 
ment, and  into  the  state  of  the  telegraphs 
and  signals  and  such  matters;  and  the 
Inspectors  was  to  make  a  Report  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  whether  the  condition 
of  the  line  was  such  as  to  justify  its  being 


opened,  having  regard  to  the  safety  of  the 
public.  If  the  Board  thought  that  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  on  the  whole 
showed  an  amount  of  danger  that  justified 
them  in  preventing  the  line  from  being 
opened,  they  postponed  the  opening  for 
a  month,  and  made  representations  to  the 
directors  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  line  had  been  reported  dangerous ;  and 
it  was  generally  the  case  that  before  the 
line  was  opened  the  source  of  danger 
which  had  been  pointed  out  was  removed, 
or  undoubtedly  it  was.  the  duty  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  if  the  case  were  suffi- 
ciently strong,  to  continue  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  opening  until  a  remedy  had 
been  provided.  Well,  after  the  line  had 
been  opened,  all  they  could  do  was  to  send 
an  Inspector  from  dme  to  time*—"  when 
they  thought  fit,"  were  the  words  of  the 
Act — to  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
permanent  way,  the  rolling  stock,  and  so 
forth.  If  any  person  made  a  representa- 
tion—a fair  representation — to  them  of 
having  observed  an  existing  cause  of  dan-* 
ger,  they  communicated  with  the  company 
which  was  concerned,  and  they  generally 
found — not  always,  but  for  the  most  part 
— that  attention  was  paid  to  their  recom- 
mendations, and  they  were  very  often  fol- 
lowed by  a  remedy  for  the  danger.  In  the 
case  of  the  late  appalling  railway  accidents 
at  Rednal  and  Staplehurst,  what  could 
they  have  done  more  ?  They  sent  down 
a  skilled  and  disinterested  gentleman  who 
inquired  into  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  catastrophe,  and  ascer- 
tained its  causes.  In  that  way,  they  be- 
lieved that  by  representing  to  the  company 
what  had  been  the  cause  of  the  accident 
and  that  if  they  neglected  to  find  a  remedy 
for  the  future  they  rendered  themselves 
not  only  liable  to  severe  penalties  in  a  court 
of  law,  but  liable  also  undoubtedly  to  the 
further  interference  of  Parliament,  the 
Department  did  all  that  was  in  its  power. 
The  accident  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  alluded  had  really  arisen  principally 
from  a  cause  which  could  hardly  have  been 
foreseen.  He  believed  it  had  occurred 
mainly — judging  from  Captain  Tyler's 
Report — fh>m  the  fact  of  a  signal  flag 
being  green  and  being  exhibited  against 
a  green  background,  so  that  the  driver  of 
the  first  engine  did  not  see  it.  That  fiag 
was  exhibited  1,100  yards  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  defective  part  of  the 
permanent  way,  so  that  there  was  ample 
distance  to  have  stopped  the  excursion 
train  before  it  arrived  on  the  part  of  the 
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permanent  wa^r  tbat  WMdaageioiu.  Biit» 
unfortimatelyy  the  driTer  of  the  first  engine 
paased  the  green  flag  without  oboerying 
it.  There  were  two  engines  to  the 
train,  and  the  driver*  of  the  second  engine 
did  ohsenre  it;  but  he  had  no  means  of  com  • 
munieating  with  the  other  driver.  [Sir 
Lawbbvox  Pau^  :  Were  there  no  means  of 
eommunioations  between  the  two  engine 
driyen  ?]  He  believed  not— although  the 
first  engine-driver  said  he  did  not  know 
why  the  other  engine-driver  did  not  call 
his  attention  to  the  signal.  When  the 
train  arrived  on  that  part  of  the  perma- 
nent wa^  which  was  under  repair,  the 
first  engine  went  with  two  of  its  wheels 
off  along  tile  line  ibr  a  distanoe  of  600 
yards,  and  there  was  not  sufficient  break 
power  to  stop  it.  There  were,  he  believed, 
thirty-two  carriages  full  of  excursionists, 
and  instead  of  holding  the  engine  back, 
the  carriages,  in  fact,  acted  upon  it  only 
as  a  propelling  power.  The  whole  train 
Was  on  an  incline,  and  therefore  without 
a  considerable  break  pow«r  the  excur- 
sion carriages  would  operate  to  propel 
rather  than  to  hold  baok  the  train,  fiut 
be  that  as  it  mighty  he  was  afraid  there 
were  no  regulations  which  Parliament  or 
the  Qovemment  could  make  that  would 
secure  the  public  entirely  against  such 
aoeidents.  The  &ot  was^  they  might 
make  the  very  best  regulations;  but  there 
was  the  important  matter  of  compelling 
the  observanoe  of  those  regulations.  And 
where  they  had  so  great  a  number  of 
persons  as  it  must  be  necessary  to  em- 
ploy on  the  railway  system  of  this  coun- 
try, it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  ocoa* 
sionally  some  one  servant  mi^t  not  fail 
in  his  duty.  Those  recent  accidents  had 
arisen,  not  entirely,  but  he  thought  to  a 
considerable  extent^  rather  from  n^lect 
in  observing  the  regulations  than  from 
the  absence  of  good  regulations*  How- 
ever, the  subject  was  occupying  a  great 
deal  of  public  attention.  He,  for  one, 
should  be  quite  ready  to  consider  any 
means  which  could  be  devised  to  allay 
the  sense  of  uneaainesa  that  appeared  to 
prevail,  which  could  witii  publio  advan- 
tage be  proposed  either  to  that  House  or  to 
the  railway  companies;  bnt,  as  at  present 
advised,  he  certainly  diid  not  feel  that  that 
department  was.  in  a  condition  to  come 
to  Pariiament,  and  ask  fi>r  powers  to  make 
regulations  in  detail  for  the  management 
of  railways,  and  to  take  upon  itself  the 
leaponsibility  for  the  publio  safety  whidi 
now  rested  upon  the  companiea.    He  had 
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no  fault  to  find  with  those  who  stirred  up 
the  subject  in  Parliament  On  the  oon- 
trsry,  he  thought  the  bringing  of  it 
forward  might  be  useful,  becwose  the 
matter  was  one  which,  he  might  say, 
caused  great  alarm  to  all  minds,  especially 
when  they  found  that  even  upon  a  line 
like  the  South  Eastern,  the  management 
of  which  was  believed  to  be  of  the  first 
class,  they  had  such  an  awful  accident  aa 
that  which  occurred  at  Staplehurst.  With 
regard  to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devixes,  aa  to  the  locking 
of  railway  carriages,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  to  have  exact  information  aa 
to  the  law  on  that  point,  he  must  refer 
him  to  some  better  authority  than  he 
could  pretend  to  be ;  but  he  might  say  he 
believed  that  there  was  na  law  to  pre* 
vent  his  hon.  Eriend  from  using  his  rail- 
way key  in  the  case  he  had  supposed. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  near 
him  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham),  that  there 
should  be  attached  to  each  train  a  break- 
sge  power  proportioned  to  the  length  and 
weight,  was  well  deserving  of  considera- 
tion ;  but  to  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
had  ^ven  no  answer.  Proper  attention 
ought  to  be  given  to  secure  the  propor- 
tionate amount  of  break  power  that  ought 
to  be  applied.  Care  ought  to  be  taken, 
before  trains  were  despatched,  that  the 
publio  safety  should  be  assured.  He  did 
not  know  whether  any  definite  rule  cOnld 
be  laid  down ;  but  he  hoped  that  during 
the  recess  the  Government  would  oonaider 
the  subject  with  a  view  to  legislation.  Aa 
it  was,  in  cases  of  neglect  the  unfortunate 
shareholders  were  l£ose  who  bore  the 
punishment,  but  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
those  who  were  guilty  of  negleot  made 
penally  responsible. 

Mx.  MALINS  said,  that  one  great 
cause  of  railway  acoidenta  was  the  want  of 
punctuality,  which  put  the  public  to  Teiy 
great  inconvenience.  Some  railways  were 
habitually  unpunotual,  and  he  would  aug* 
gest  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  enforce 
punctuality.  He  would  propose  that  every 
railway  company  should  make  a  monthly 
return  of  the  time  that  each  train  was 
behind  its  time;  and,  if  necessary,  tiio 
railway  companies  should  be  oomp^ed  to 
alter  their  time  tables  so  that  they  nucht 
make  the  journeys  within  the  specified 
times.  It  was  the  "  huny-scurry*^  whidi 
ensued  in  the  endeavour  to  make  up  &r 
lost  time  which  occasioned  many  railway 
accidents.     He  remembered   a  ease   in 
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whiA  he  WM  prooeeding  to  Oscfordi  and 
when  he  arrived  at  the  junction  station 
he  found  that  the  train  in  ocmreBpondenoe 
had  started.  He  insisted  on  a  special 
train  being  sent  on,  and  when  it  became 
known  who  he  was  this  was  done.  Other- 
wise many  persons — mostly  poor  people- 
would  have  been  put  to  great  inconvenience 
and  some  expense,  as  some  of  them  were 
on  their  way  to  South  Wales.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
measures  to  enforce  the  observance  of  time 
by  the  railway  companies. 

Motion,  by  leave,  foithdrawn. 

Horns  s4io^i'B^  ^  Si^  o'elook. 
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HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
TfinbiMrftiy,  July  5,  1869. 

KINUTES.}— PuBUO  Bill  •—  TMtd  ReatHng^ 
Consolidated  Fund  (ApfiroprMitioD).* 

iloyo^  AttM^—UtLrnagm  (LMnborDe)  [38  A  80 
Viei.  c  81]  ;*  Prisons  (Scotland)  Aot  Amend- 
ment [28  A  20  Viet  c.  84]  ;  Procarators 
(SootUnd)  [38  A  20  Viet.  o.  80] ;  Partnership 
Amendment  [38  A  30  Vi^.  e.  80];  General 
Pest  OfBee  (Additional  Site)  [38  4  39  VieL 
o.  87] ;  Carriers  Aot  Amendment  [38  4  20 
Ptel.  0.  041;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks 
(38  A  30  Via.  9.  06]:  County  CoorU  Equi- 
taUo  Jnrisdietioo  [38  4  30  Viet.  c.  90]; 
Keeord  of  TUle  <  Ireland)  [28  A  29  Viet,  c  88] ; 
Harbours  Transfer  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  1 00] :  Land 
Debentures  (Ireland)  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  101] ; 
Small  Benefices  {Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  82]  ;  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  [28  A  29  Vict, 
0.  103};  Greenwich  llonitol  [28  df  30  Viet. 
0.  89] ;  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)  [28  A  29 
Viet.  c.  00] ;  Tampike  Trosle  Arrangements 
38  4k  29  Viet,  c.  91];  Ayr  Burghs  Election 
36  A  39  Via.  e.  02]  ;  Comptroller  of  the 
Szchequer  and  Public  Audit  [28  A  29  Viet. 
0.  98] ;  Ifaland  RcTenue  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  96]  ; 
Iiidemnitr  [28  A  30  Viet.  e.  97] :  Compomd 
Spirits  Warehousing  [38  A  39  VieL  c.  98] ; 
Admiraltj,  Ac.,  Aots  Repeal  [28  A  29  Via. 
e.  1131;  Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment [38  A  39  Via.  e.  131] ;  Clerical  Sub- 
Mriptlmi  [38  A  39  Vict.  o.  133] ;  Falmouth 
Boroiyh  [38  A  39  Via.  c  108] ;  Crown  Suits, 
Ao.  [38  4  39  Via.  0.  144]  ;  Poor  Uw  Board 
Continuance  [38  A  39  Via.  c.  106] ;  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  [38  A  39  Via.  c.  106]  ;  Turnpike 
AeU  Continuance  [38  A  39  Via.  e.  107] ;  Local 
QoTernment  SmplemeBtal  (No.  6)  [38  4  30 
Via.  0.  1 1 0] ;  UUter  Canal  Transfer  [28  A  29 
Via.  c  109] ;  Locomotives  on  Roads  [28  A  29 
Vict,  0.  88] ;  Local  QoTermnent  Supplemental 
(No.  4)  [38  4  29  Via.  c.  108]  ;  Vvrj  and 
■iarinet  (Property  of  Deceased)  [38  4  39 
Via.  c.  Ill],  Naval  DIsoipUne  Act  Amend- 
meat  [38 * 39  Via.  e.  116];  Foreign  Jnria- 
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dietioa  AM  AaMndmenft  [38  4  3t  Via^ 
t.  1161 ;  Rochdale  Vicarage  [38  A  39  Via. 
e.  llTj  ;  Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Aot 
(1866)  Amendment  [28  A  39  Via.  o.  118]; 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  [38  4  29  Via* 
e.  1191;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confinm^ 
tion  (No.  2)  [28  4  29  VieL  c.  114] ;  Harwich 
Harbour  [88  4  29  Viet  c.  120] ;  Colonial 
Ck>?emor8  (Retiring  Pensions)  [38  4  39  Via. 
0.  118]. 

RESIGNATION    OF    THE    LORD 

CHANCELLOR. 

PKRSOKAL  STATEMENT. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Uj 
Lords,  I  haTO  doomed  it  mj  duty,  ont  of 
the  deep  reapeot  I  owe  to  jour  Lordships, 
to  attend  here  to-day  that  I  may  in  person 
announce  to  jou  that  I  tendered  the  resig- 
nation of  my  office  yesterday  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  that  it  has  heen  by  Her  Majesty 
most  graciously  accepted.  My  Lords,  the 
step  which  I  took  yesterday  only,  I  should 
have  taken  several  months  ago  if  I  had  fol- 
lowed the  dictates  of  my  own  judgment, 
and  acted  on  my  own  views  alone.  But  I 
felt  that  I  was  not  at  liberty  to  do  so.  As 
a  Member  of  the  Government  I  could  not 
take  such  a  step  without  the  permissioa 
and  sanction  of  the  Government.  As  far 
as  I  was  myself  personally  ooncerned,  pos- 
sessing, as  I  had  the  happiness  to  do,  the 
friendship  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  of  the  Members  of 
the  Cabinet.  I  laid  aside  my  own  feelings, 
being  satisfied  that  my  honour  and  my 
sense  of  duty  wonld  be  safe  if  I  followed 
their  opinion  rather  than  my  own.  Mj 
Lords,  I  believe  that  the  holder  of  the 
Great  Seal  ought  never  to  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  an  accused  person,  and  such^  un- 
fortunately, being  the  eaoo»  for  my  own 
part,  I  felt  it  due  to  the  great  office  that  I 
hold  that  I  should  retire  from  it  and  meet 
any  accusation  in  the  <^aracter  of  a  private 
person.  But  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  combated  that  view, 
and  I  think  with  great  justice.  He  said  it 
would  not  do  to  admit  this  as  a  principle 
of  political  conduct,  for  the  oonsequenoe 
would  bo  that  whoever  brought  up  an  ac- 
cusation would  at  once  succeed  in  driving 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  office.  Bui  when 
the  charges  were  first  raised  that  were  in« 
vestigat^  by  a  Committee  of  your  Lord- 
ships, 1  did  deem  it  my  duty  to  press  my 
resignation,  and  the  answer  which  I  then 
received,  and  to  which  1  was  obliged 
to  auent,  waa  that  answer  of  m^  noble 
Friend  which  I  have  jost  described  to 
yott«    When  the  Committee  waa  appointed 


1175    Soman  Gatholie  Unw0rnty     (COMMONS) 


til  Ireland. 


1176 


ill  the  Hoose  of  Commons,  I  deemed  it  to 
be  my  duty,  acting  upon  the  same  principle, 
once  more  to  tender  my  resignation  ;  but 
on  this  occasion,  also,  I  deferred  to  the 
objections  raised  by  the  noble  Friend  whom 
I  have  already  mentioned.  Again,  when 
notice  was  given  of  the  late  Motion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  begged  that  that 
Motion  might  be  rendered  annecessary 
by  my  resignation  being  announced.  But 
my  noble  Friend  thought  it  was  my  duty 
still  to  persevere ;  and,  accordingly,  my 
Lords,  my  resignation,  earnestly  as  I  wished 
it  to  be  accepted,  was  postponed  in  the 
manner  I  described  to  you  until  yesterday. 
Let  it  not  be  for  one  moment  supposed 
that  I  say  this  in  order  to  set  up  my  own 
opinion  in  opposition  to  the  kind  feeling 
which  I  experienced,  and  the  judicious 
advice  which  I  received,  coming,  as  they 
did,  from  one  whom  I  was  bound  to  respect, 
and  to  whose  authority  I  felt  called  upon 
to  defer.  I  have  made  this  statement,  my 
Lords,  simply  in  the  hope  that  you  will 
believe,  and  that  the  public  will  believe  that 
I  have  not  clung  to  office,  much  less  that 
I  have  been  influenced  by  any  baser  or 
more  unworthy  motive.  With  regard  to 
the  opinion  which  the  House  of  Commons 
has  pronounced  I  do  not  presume  to  say  a 
word.  I  am  bound  to  accept  the  decision. 
I  may,  however,  express  the  hope  that  after 
an  interval  of  time  calmer  thoughts  will 
prevail,  and  feelings  more  favourable  to 
myself  be  entertained.  I  am  thankful  for 
the  opportunity  which  my  tenure  of  office  has 
afforded  me  to  propose  and  pass  measures 
which  have  received  the  approbation  of 
Parliament  and  which  I  believe,  nay, 
I  will  venture  to  predict,  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
With  these  measures  I  hope  my  name  will  be 
associated.  I  regret  deeply  that  a  great 
measure  which  I  had  at  heart — I  refer  to 
the  formation  of  a  digest  of  the  whole  law 
— I  have  been  unable  to  inaugurate  ;  for 
it  was  not  until  this  Session  that  the 
means  were  afforded  by  Parliament  for  that 
purpose.  That  great  scheme,  my  Lords, 
I  bequeath  to  be  prepared  by  my  successor. 
As  to  the  future  I  can  only  venture  to  pro- 
mise that  it  will  be  my  anxious  endeavour, 
in  the  character  of  a  private  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  to  promote  and 
assist  in  the  accomplishment  of  all  those 
reforms  and  improvements  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  which  I  feel  yet  remain 
to  be  carried  out.  I  may  add,  in  reference 
fo  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  your  Lord- 
sfaips'  House,  that  I  am  happy  to  say  it  is 

The  Lord  ChaneeOor  ' 


left  in  a  state  which  will,  I  think,  be  foimd 
to  be  satisfactory.  There  will  not  be  at 
the  close  of  the  Session  a  single  jndgment 
in  arrear,  save  one  in  which  the  aign- 
ments,  after  occupying  aeveral  days,  were 
brought  to  a  conclusion  only  the  day  be- 
fore yesterday.  In  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  inform  your 
Lordships  that  I  trust  that  by  the  end  of 
this  sitting  there  will  not  remain  anj 
appeal  unheard  or  any  judgment  unde- 
livered. I  mention  these  things  simply  to 
show  that  it  has  been  my  earnest  desire, 
from  the  moment  I  assumed  the  seals  of 
office,  to  devote  all  the  energies  I  possessed 
and  all  the  industry  of  which  I  was  capable 
to  the  public  service.  My  Lords,  it  only 
remains  for  me  to  thank  you,  which  I  do 
most  sincerely,  for  the  kindness  which  £ 
have  uniformly  received  at  your  hands.  It 
is  very  possible  that  by  some  word  inad- 
vertently used — some  abrnptneaa  of  man- 
ner— I  may  have  given  pain  or  exposed 
myself  to  your  unfavourable  opinion.  If 
that  be  80  I  beg  of  you  to  accept  the 
sincere  expression  of  my  regret,  while  I 
indulge  the  hope  that  the  circumstance 
may  be  erased  from  your  memories.  I 
have  no  more  to  say,  my  Lords,  except  to 
thank  you  for  the  kindness  with  which  yov 
have  listened  to  these  obserrationa. 

Hoote  adjonmed  at  half  past  Five 

o'dook,  till  To-morrow,  aqur^ 

tor  past  Eleven  o'f^oeL 


HOUSE  OF  COMMOKS^ 
JTednesdaff,  July  5,  1865. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  UNIVERSITY  IN 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  HENNESSY  rose  to  put  a  Qoei- 
tion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
of  which  he  had  given  him  notice  pri- 
vately. The  Question  was  an  important 
one  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned.  He 
had  mentioned  the  subject  to  the  Chief 
Secretary^  who  referred  him  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  Question  referred  to 
negotiations  supposed  to  be  going  on  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Irish 
Bishops  respecting  the  proposal  lately 
mentioned  in  the  House  as  to  the  Catholic 
University  in  Ireland.  In  order  to  render 
the  Question  perfectly  dear,  he  might 
mention  that  a  Member  of  the<}oTenimeBt 
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(Mr.  Chichester  Fortesoue),  in  his  address 
to  the  electors  of  Louth,  had  stated  it  was 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the  GoTern- 
meot  found  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Catholic  Unirersity  were  prepared  to  meet 
the  fiews  of  the  Government  on  this 
matter.  Rumours  were  afloat  on  the 
anhject,  and  he  should  he  glad  to  know 
how  far  they  were  well  founded.  He 
would  heg  to  read  the  following  extract 
from  a  letter  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop, dated  St.  Jarlath*s,  Tuam,  Feast 
of  St.  Peter  and  Paiil»  1865  :— 

**  The  mmoar  is  utterly  without  foundation. 
The  Bishops  hare  had  no  deliberation  on  the 
tabjeet.  What  the  prirate  opinion  of  indiTiduals 
jnaj  be  I  am  not  aware,  but,  whatever  may  be 
their  opinions,  they  are  not  authorized  in  the 
name  of  the  Jiish  Episoopaoj  to  treat  with  the 
GoTemment  on  important  subjects  affecting  the 
interests  of  all.  Such  rumours  should  Im  re- 
eeived  with  the  utmost  caution,  for  it  is  not  likely 
that  any  body  of  men  would  attach  much  impor- 
tance to  vague  Ministerial  declarations  on  the 
ere  of  an  expiring  Parliament,  which  cannot  re- 
mind the  speakers  of  such  promises,  or  require 
their  fulfilment.  Besides,  when  the  foundations 
of  sound  Catholic  instruction  are  laid  by  the  re- 
moval of  the  acknowledged  evils  of  that  portion 
of  the  mixed  education  under  the  National  Board, 
it  will  then  be  high  time  for  us  to  treat  with  the 
Government  on  those  high  branches  of  collegiate 
education  which  they  have  been  labouring  to 
establish,  without  any  reference  to  episcopal  autho- 
rity, and  to  the  injury  of  the  Catholic  pM>ple. 

He  wished  to  know  how  far  the  statement 
in  the  address  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Memhcr  for  Louth  is  correct — 
whether  the  Government  has  communi- 
cated with  the  Irish  Bishops  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  if  they  agree  or  disagree  with 
the  proposal  which  the  Goyemment  has 
made? 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  hon.  Memher  had  given  him  no 
notice  of  this  question  till  just  before  he 
rose  to  put  it.  He  had  no  hesitation, 
however,  in  saying  that  since  the  time 
when  he  made  the  statement  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  in  that  House,  on  the 
Motion  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue)  he  had 
had  no  formal  communication  with  any 
persons  on  the  subject  of  the  change  to 
be  msde  in  the  Charter  of  the  Queen's 
University  in  order  to  meet  the  views  and 
wishes  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land in  relation  to  obtaining  University 
degrees.  He  had  communicated  privately 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  several 
friends  connected  with  Ireland,  members 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  in  order 
to  ascertain    in  what  manner  the  object 


could  best  be  effeoted  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  those  which  were  chiefly  in- 
terested ;  but  he  had  had  no  communica- 
tion, direct  or  indirect,  formal  or  private, 
with  any  member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  on  the  subject.  He  had  stated 
that  the  Government  thought  it  just  and 
reasonable  that  the  same  facilities  sub- 
stantially should  be  given  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  to  obtain  University  de- 
grees as  were  enjoyed  by  others  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  they  were  pre- 
pared to  act  fully  in  accordance  with  that 
declaration.  He  had  advised  that  such  a 
change  should  he  made  in  the  Charter  of 
the  Queen's  University  in  Ireland  as  would 
accomplish  the  object.  He  might  be 
allowed  to  add  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  had  been 
received  by  the  Roman  Catholic  body  in 
Ireland  was  entirely  satisfactory. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thur9da3f,  Julye^  1865. 

MINUTES.}— PuBUO  Bill  — -FYrrt  Reading^ 
Protection  of  Female  Children  *  [h.l.]  (255). 

Royal  Assent  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) [28  A  29  Ftd.  c.  123] ;  Admiraltj  Powers, 
Ac.  [28  A  20  Via,  c.  112]  ;  Dockjard  Porto 
Regulation  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  61]  ;  Prisons 
[28  &  29  Viet,  c.  126] ;  Penalties  Law  Amend- 
ment [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  127]. 

PROTECTION  OF  FEMALE  OHILDBEir  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  SUtnte  Ninth  George  the 
Fourth,  Chapter  Thirty-one,  and  the  Fourteenth 
and  Fifteenth  Victoria,  Chapter  One  hundred. 
Section  Twenty-nine— Was  pfMtfii(eci  by  The  Lord 
Denman ;  read  1\  (No.  255.) 

PROROGATION  OP  THE   PARLIAMENT. 
SPEECH  OF  THE  LORDS 
COMMISSIONERS. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  this  day  pro- 
rogued by  Commission. 

The  LoBDS  CoMMiBsioinEBS  — -  namely. 
The  LoKD  Pbbsidbnt  (Earl  Granville); 
The  LoED  Stewabd  of  the  Household 
(The  Earl  of  St.  Germans) ;  The  Lobd 
Chambeblaot  of  the  Household  (The 
Viscount  Sydney);  The  Viscount  Evbbs- 
LET ;  and  The  Lobd  Wekslbtdale— being 
in  their  robes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  be- 
tween the  Throne  and  the  Woolsadk ;  and 
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fhe  OoMifOirs  bdng  oome  wMi  their 
Speaker,  the  Botal  Assknt  was  giren  to 
eereral  BUlfl. 

Then  Thb  LOBB  FHBSIDENT  ife- 
Twered  the  Spkbch  of  The  Lobds  Gomxis- 
fltoNEES  as  follows : — 

'*My  Lords,  and  Chnthmm, 

''Wb  are  comiMnded  by  Her 
Majesty  to  release  yea  from  further 
Attendance  in  Parliament,  and  at 
the  same  Time  to  convey  to  you  Her 
Majesty's  Acknowledgments  for  the 
Zeal  and  Assiduity  with  which  you 
have  applied  yourselves  to  the  Dis- 
^arge  of  your  Duties  in  the  Session 
now  brought  to  a  Close. 

''  WiB  are  further  commanded  to 
inform  you  that,  as  the  present  Par- 
liament has  now  so  nearly  lasted  the 
Period  assigned  by  Law  for  the  Dura- 
tion of  Parliaments,  that  you  could 
not  enter  upon  another  yearly  Ses- 
sion with  Advantage  to  the  Public 
Interest,  it  is  Her  Majesty's  Intention 
immediately  to  disaolve  the  present 
Parliament,  and  to  issue  Writs  for 
the  calling  of  a  new  one. 

''But  Her  Majesty  cannot  take 
Leave  of  you  without  commanding 
us  to  express  to  you  Her  Majesty's 
deep  Sense  of  the  Zeal  and  public 
Spirit  which,  during  the  Six  Years 
of  your  Existence  as  a  Parliament, 
you  have  constantly  displayed  in  the 
Discharge  of  impwtant  Functions, 
and  tendering  to  you  Her  Majesty's 
warm  Acknowledgment  of  the  many 
good  Measures  which  you  have  sub- 
mitted for  Her  Acceptance,  and  which 
have  greatly  conduced  to  the  Diminu- 
tion of  the  public  Burthens,  and  to 
the  Encouragement  of  the  Industry, 
to  the  Increase  of  the  Wealth,  and 
ta  the  Promotion  of  the  Welfare  and 
Bappmess,  of  Her  Majesty's  People. 


'^Wb  are  commanded  to  infiona 
you  that  Her  Majesty's  Belalions  with 
Foreign  Powers  are  friendly  and  sa- 
tis&otory,  and  She  tntsts  that  theie 
are  no  Questions  pending  which  are 
likely  to  lead  to  any  Distorbanoe  of 
tihe  Peace  of  Europe. 

''HxB  Majesty  rqjoicea  that  the 
Civil  War  in  North  Am&ricm  \m 
ended,  and  She  trusts  that  the  Evili 
caused  by  that  long  Gonfliet  may  be 
repaired,  and  that  Prosperity  may  be 
restored  in  the  States  which  have 
suffered  from  the  Conteit. 

''Heb  Majesty  regrets  that  tiM 
Conferences  and  Commonioations  be^ 
tween  Her  Majesty's  JPbrfik  .Ammeos 
Provinces  on  the  Suljeet  of  the  Unioa 
of  those  Provinces  in  a  Confedera- 
tion have  not  yet  led  to  a  satisfactoij 
Besult.  Such  a  Union  would  afford 
additional  Strength  to  those  Pro- 
vinces, and  give  Facilities  for  many 
internal  Improvements.  Her  Majesty 
has  received  gratifying  Assurances  of 
the  devoted  Loyalty  of  Her  North 
American  Subjects. 

''  HsB  Majesty  rejoioes  at  the  con- 
tinued Tranquillity  and  increasbig 
Prosperity  of  Her  Indian  Dominions; 
and  She  trusts  that  the  lai^  Supply 
which  those  Territories  will  afford  of 
the  raw  Material  of  Manufacturing 
Industry,  together  with  the  Termina- 
tion of  the  Civil  War  in  the  United 
States  of  North  America,  will  prevent 
the  Recurrence  of  the  Distress  which 
long  prevailed  among  the  Manu&c- 
turing  Population  of  some  of  the 
Northern  Counties. 

"  ChnUemen  of  the  Soueo  of 
Commons, 
''HsB  Majesty   eommands  us  to 
convey  to  you  Her  warm  Acknow- 
ledgments  for  the  liberal    Supplies 
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which  you  hare  grtnted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty for  the  Service  of  the  present 
Year^  and  towards  the  permanent 
Defence  of  Her  Migesiys  Pockyards 
and  Arsenals. 

'^Thi  Commercial  Treaty  which 
Her  Majesty  has  recently  concluded 
with  Prtusia  and  the  other  States, 
composing  the  Chrman  Commercial 
TJnionj  has,  by  Her  Msyesty's  Com- 
mands, been  laid  before  yon.  Her 
Majesty  trusts  that  this  Treaty  will 
contribute  to  the  Development  of 
Commercial  Relations  between  this 
Country  and  Chrmany^  and  will  pro- 
mote the  Interests  of  the  several 
Countries  which  are  Parties  to  it. 

''Hsa  Majesty  commands  us  to 
assure  you  that  Her  Attention  will 
continue  to  be  directed  to  all  such 
Measures  as  may  be  calculated  to  ex- 
tend and  to  place  on  a  sound  Footing 
the  Trade  between  Her  Migesty's 
Dominions  and  Foreign  Countries. 


t€ 


t€ 


My  Lords,  and  Chndemen, 

Her  Majesty  has  given  Her  cor- 
dial Assent  to  many  Measures  of 
public  Usefulness,  the  Result  of  your 
Labours  in  the  Session  now  brought 
to  a  Close. 

''The  Act  for  rendering  the  Ex- 
penses incurred  for  the  Support  of  the 
Poor  chargeable  upon  the  whole  of  a 
Union,  instead  of  being  confined  to 
separate  Parishes,  will  diminish  the 
Hardship  inflicted  upon  the  Labouring 
Poor  by  reason  of  Removals  from 
Pariah  to  Parish. 

''  Thb  Partnership  Amendment  Act 
will  tend  to  encourage  the  profitable 
Employment  of  Capital. 

''Thb  Courts  of  Justice  Building 


and  Concentration  Acts  will,  it  is 
hoped,  lessen  the  Expense  and  shorten 
the  Duration  of  legal  Proceedings. 

''Thb  Caeneal  Subscription  Act, 
founded  on  the  Beoonunoidation  of 
a  Boyal  Gommissum,  will  remove 
Objections  which  have  been  Mi  to 
the  Number  and  Variety  of  the 
Forms  of  Subscoription  and  Dedara* 
tion  hitherto  required  of  the  Clergy. 

"Thb  Management  and  Discipline 
of  Prisons  will  be  improved  by  the 
Act  for  the  Consolidation  and  Amend- 
ment of  the  Laws  on  that  Subject. 

"Thb    County    Court    Equitable 

Jurisdiction  Act  will  give  a  useful 
Extenison  to  \h%  local  Administration 
of  Justice. 

"Thb  Act  for  oonsolidating  the 
ComptroUership  of  the  Exchequer 
with  the  Board  of  Audit  will  tend  to 
increase  the  Efficiency  of  the  Ar- 
rangements for  auditing  the  Public 
Accounts. 

"  The  Act  for  establishing  the  Re- 
cord of  Titles  in  Ireland  will  render 
more  easy  and. secure  the  Transfer  of 
Land 

"  Thb  Act  for  amending  the  Laws 
which  govern  the  Constabulary  Force 
in  Ireland  will  tend  to  prevent  the 
Recurrence  of  such  Disorders  as  hap- 
pened last  Year  at  Belfast. 

"  The  Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act 
has  removed  Restrictions  which  have 
hitherto  prevented  the  Colonies  from 
taking  effectual  Measures  for  their 
own  Defence  against  Attacks  by  Sea* 

"Heb  Majesty  has  also  gladly 
given  Her  Assent  to  many  other  use* 
ful  Measures  of  less  general  Import- 
ance. 
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''The  Electors  of  the  United  King- 
dom will  soon  be  called  upon  again 
to  choose  their  Representatives  in 
Parliament ;  and  Her  Majesty  fer- 
vently prays  that  the  Blessing  of 
Almighty  God  may  attend  their  Pro- 
ceedings^ and  may  guide  them  towards 
the  Attainment  of  the  Object  of  Her 
Majesty's  constant  Solicitude  —  the 
Welfare  and  Happiness  of  Her 
People. 


it 


Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which. 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  said— 

My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 

By  yirtae  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion, under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obe- 
dience to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  this 
Parliament  to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth 
Day  of  July  instant,  to  be  then  here 
holden;  and  this  Parliament  is  accord- 
ingly prorogued  to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth 
Day  of  July  instant. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Ihtrsday,  July  6, 1865. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Twelve  of  the  clock. 

PROROGATION  OF   THE   PARLUMENT. 

Message  to  attend  The  Lobds  Coxmis- 
sioKsas. 

The  House  went,  and  the  Royal  Assm 

was  given  to  several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  a  Speech  of  The  Lobds 
CoioossiOKBBS  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  The  Lobd  Fh- 
siDEirr. 

Then  a  Commission  for  Prorog^uing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  said— 

My  Ijirds  and  Gentlemen, 
By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission, 
under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  ia 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to 
Her  Command,  prorogue  this  Parliament 
to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth  day  of  /«^ 
instant,  to  be  then  here  holden ;  and  thii 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to 
Wednesday  the  Twelfth  day  of  July  in- 
stant. 
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A  RETURN  "oftheNombsrorDiTBDiiirhiahTRi  Uanii  Su  in  tho  ScMioaoFlSAS,  itoting,  for 
eaoh  D>7,  th«  Date  of  tho  Month,  tad  tho  D«r  of  tb«  WmIc,  ths  Hour  of  Hsetlog,  and  Uia 
Uoiir  of  AdjoDTnraSDt ;  and  the  Total  Numbar  of  iloun  oooapied  [a  the  Sittinp  of  tha  Iloaw, 
Bad  tbo  Avenge  Time  ;  and  iboviag  tha  Maiaber  a!  Iloun  on  whieh  Tha  Ilouia  Sat  oaeh  Daf, 
aad  tbe  Number  of  Uoari  after  Midnight ;  and  tbe  Number  of  Entrie*  in  each  Daf'i  Votes  and 
Proeeedingi  (in  Coutinuatioa  of  Parlianieniarj  Paper,  Ha.  0.131,  of  Seuion  ISSt)." 

(Mr.  Cbark*  Forrter.) 
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BiTTDios  or  TUB  HOi^E,   Bisaioir  1865. 


Month. 

Dajiot 

SittiDf. 

Houn  of 

Sitting. 

a.   M. 

83  0 
les    30 

fiO  30 
156    6S 

lei    10 

13     15 

[iDun  after 
Midnight. 

Entrioip 
Vote.. 

Ftbruarj 

March 

16 
23 
10 
23 
10 
i 

l'  30 
M     Iff 
6     -15 

U      0 
13    IS 
0     16 

3.0Si 
1,803 

003 
2,113 
1,TS0 

283 

Total 

D3 

033    20 

60      0 

0,011 

Annti*  Time  of  Sitting,  6  Houn,  SI  MioDtci,  and  10  |j 


DIVISIONS   OF   THE   HOUSE,    SESSION    1865. 

(PA.aL.  PAPER  O'lSS.) 


Number  of  DiriaioiiB  on  Pobllc  Baiineii  before  Midnight 

IHtto— After  Midnight   ... 

Ditto— Printe  Botineu  before  Midnight    .» 

Total  Number  of  DiTiiions  in  Souion  ISOS 


BY  THE  QUEEN. 

A    PROCLAMATION, 

Far  Dissolving  the  present  Parliament^  and  declaring  the  Calling  of  another. 

Victoria  R, 

WHEREAS  We  have  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  Advice  of  Our 
iPrivy  Council,  to  dissolve  this  present  Parliament,  which  stands  prorogued 
to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth  Day  of  July  instant :  We  do,  for  that  End,  pub- 
lish this  Our  Royal  Proclamation ;  and  do  hereby  dissolve  the  said  Parlia* 
ment  accordingly :  And  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Knights, 
Citizens,  and  Burgesses,  and  the  Commissioners  for  Shires  and  Burghs,  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  are  discharged  from  their  Meeting  and  Attendance 
on  the  said  Wednesday  the  Twelfth  Day  of  July  instant :  And  We,  being  de* 
sirous  and  resolved,  as  soon  as  may  be,  to  meet  Our  People,  and  to  have 
their  Advice  in  Parliament,  do  hereby  make  known  to  all  Our  loving  sub- 
jects Our  Royal  Will  and  Pleasure  to  call  a  new  Parliament :  And  do  hereby 
further  declare,  that,  with  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council,  We  have  given 
Order  that  Our  Chancellor  of  that  Part  of  Our  United  Kingdom  called  Great 
Britain  and  Our  Chancellor  of  Ireland  do  respectively,  upon  Notice  thereof* 
forthwith  issue  out  Writs,  in  due  Form  and  according  to  Law,  for  calling  a 
new  Parliament.    And  We  do  hereby  also,  by  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation 
under  Our  Great  Seal  of  Our  United  Kingdom,  require  Writs  forthwith  to 
be  issued  accordingly  by  Our  said  Chancellors  respectively,  for  causing  the 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  who  are  to  serve  in  the  said 
Parliament,  to  be  duly  returned  to,  and  give  their  Attendance  in.  Our  said 
Parliament ;  which  Writs  are  to  be  returnable  on  Tuesday  the  Fifteenth  Day^ 
of  August  next. 

Given  at  Our  Court  at  Windsor,  this  Sixth  Day  of  July,  in  the 
Year  of  our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty* 
five,  and  in  the  Twenty-ninth  Year  of  Our  Reign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 


BY   THE    QUEEN. 

A    PROCLAMATION, 

In  order  to  the  Electing  and  Summoning  the  Sixteen  Peers  of  Scotlancl. 

Victoria    E. 

WHEKEAS  We   have   in   Oar   Council  thought    fit  to  declare  Our 
Pleasure  for  summoning  and  holding  a  Parliament  of  Our  United  Kingdom 
of  Q-reat  Britain  and  Ireland,  on  Tuesday  the  Fifteenth  Day  of  August  next 
ensuing  the  Date  hereof :  In  order^  therefore^  to  the  electing  and  summoning 
the  Sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland  who  are  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the 
said  Parliament,  We  do,  by  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council,  issue  forth  this 
Our  Royal  Proclamation,  strictly  charging  and  commanding  all  the  Peers  oC 
Scotland  to  assemble  and  meet  at  Holyrood  Rouse  in  JEdinburgh,  on  Fridojf 
the  Twenty-eighth  Day  of  July  instant,  between  the  Hours  of  Twelve  and 
Two  in  the  Afternoon,  to  nominate  and  choose  the  Sixteen  Peers  to  sit  and 
vote  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the  said  ensuing  Parliament,  by  open  Election 
and  Plurality  of  Voices  of  the  Peers  that  shall  be  then  present,   and  of  the 
Proxies  of  such  as  shall  be  absent   (such  Proxies  being  Peers,  and  producing 
a  Mandate  in  Writing  duly  signed  befoi*e  Witnesses,  and  both  the  Consti- 
tuent and  Proxy  being  qualified  according  to  Law) :   And  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister,  or  such  Two  of  the  Principal  Clerks  of  the  Session  as  shall  be 
appointed  by  him  to  officiate  in  his  Name,  are  hereby  respectively  required 
to  attend  such  Meeting,  and  to  administer  the  Oaths  required  by  Law  to  be 
taken  there  by  the  said  Peers,  and  to  take  their  Votes;  and  immediately 
after  such  Election  made  and  duly  examined,  to  certify  the  Names  of  the 
Sixteen  Peers  so  elected,  and  to  sign  and  attest  the  same  in  the  Presence  of 
the  said  Peers  the  Electors,  and  return  such  Certificate  into  Our  High  Court 
of  Chancery  of  Cheat  Britain :  And  We  do,  by  this  Our  Boyal  ProcIamati(m, 
strictly  command  and  require  the  Provost  of  Edinburgh,  and  all  other  the 
Magistrates  of  the  said   City,  to  take  especial  Care  to  preserve  the  Peace 
thereof  during  the  Time  of  the  said  Election,  and  to  prevent  all  Manner  of 
Eiots,    Tumults,   Disorders^   and   Violence   whatsoever;    And  We  strict 
charge  and  command  that  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation  be  duly  published  at 
the  Market  Cross  at  Edinburgh,  and  in  all  the  County  Towns   of  Scotland, 
Ten  Days  at  least  before  the  Time  hereby  appointed  for  the  Meeting  of 
the  said  Peers  to  proceed  to  such  Election, 

Witness  Ourselves  at  Windsor,  this  Sixth  Day  of  July  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-five,  and  in  the 
Twenty-ninth  Year  of  Our  Beign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN, 
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LIX.  An  Aet  Ibr  ooBflrminff,  with  Amendments, 
a  Proyiiional  Order  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  "The  Merchant  Shipping  Aet 
Amendment  Act,  1862/'  relating  to  the  Pilot- 
age of  the  Port  of  Sunderland. 
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Grain  used. 

LXVIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Harbour  of  KingtUfwn, 

LXVIII.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Eodesiastioal 
Commissioners  for  England  to  grant  Superan- 
nuation Allowances  to  Persons  employed  in  their 
Service. 

LXIX.  An  Act  further  to  amend  and  render  more 
cfTectual  the  Law  for  providing  fit  Houses  for 
the  Beneficed  Clergy  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
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Royal  Navy  and  Marines. 

LXXIII.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Payment  of 
Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions. 

LXXIV.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  War  Department  to  lay 
down  and  use  a  Tramway  or  temporary  Rail- 
way across  certain  public  Roads  in  the  County 
of  Devon. 

LXXV.  An  Act  for  facilitating  the  more  useful 
Application  of  Sewage  in  Oreat  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

LXXVL  An  Act  for  confirming,  with  Amend- 
ments, certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  The  General  Pier  and 
Harbour  Act,  1861,  relating  to  Qirvan,  Meva- 
oieeey,  and  Stornvway. 

LXX  VIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Twenty- 
seventh  and  Twenty-eighth  Victoria,  Chapter 
Sixty-four,  conunonly  called  "The  Public 
House  Closing  Act,  1864." 

LXXVin.  An  Act  to  enable  certain  Companies 
to  issue  Mortgage  Debentures  founded  on  Secu- 
rities upon  or  affecting  Land,  and  to  make  Pro- 
Tision  for  the  Registration  of  such  Mortgage 
Debentures  and  Securities. 

LXX  IX.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Distri- 
bution of  the  Charge  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor 
in  Unions. 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  explain  and  amend  "The 
Lonatio  Asylum  Act,  1853,"  and  '*The  Lunacy 


Act  Amendment  Act,  1869,"  with  reference 
to  Counties  of  Towns  which  have  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  no  Recorder. 

LXXX  I.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  here- 
tofore solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called  i 
Saint  Jamei-tke'Oreater  Chapel,  Eaetbury  in 
the  Parish  of  LamJbome  in  the  County  of  Berki, 

tiXXXn.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Endowment 
and  Augmentation  of  Small  Benefioes  {Ireland) 
Act,  1860." 

LXXXIIl.  An  Act  for  further  regulating  the  Use 
of  Locomotives  on  Turnpike  and  other  Roads 
for  agricultural  and  other  Purposes. 

LXXX IV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Prisons  {Seet" 
land)  Administration  Act,  1860,  and  to  explain 
the  Fifty-second  and  Seventy-seventh  Sections 
of  the  said  Act. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
Procurators  in  SeoUand. 

LXXXVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Part- 
nership. 

LXXXVII.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Postmaster  General  to  acquire  a  Site  for  the 
Extension  of  the  General  Post  OflBce  in  St, 
Martin* S'le- Grand,  in  the  City  oi  London. 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  fbr  the  recording  of  TiUes 
to  Land  in  Ireland. 

LXXX IX.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Go- 
vernment of  Chreewmch  Hospital,  and  the  more 
beneficial  Application  of  the  Revenues  thereof. 

XC.  An  Act  for  the  Estoblishment  of  a  Fire 
Brigade  within  the  Metropolis. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  under  an  Act  of  the  Fifteenth 
Tear  of  Her  present  Miyesty,  to  facilitate 
Arrangements  for  the  Relief  of  Turnpike 
Trusts. 

XCII.  An  Act  to  shorten  the  Time  for  the  Elec- 
tion of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
Ayr  District  of  Burghs. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  OfiBces  of 
Comptroller  General  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Chairman  of  the  Commissioners  for  auditing 
the  Public  Accounts ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Carriers  Act. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Duties  on  Sugar,  and  the  Drawbacks  on  those 
Duties. 

XC  VI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Inland  Revenue. 

XCVII.  An  Act  to  indemnify  such  Persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  for  OfiBces  and  Employments,  and 
to  extend  the  Time  limited  for  those  Purposes 
respectively. 

XCVill.  An  Act  to  allow  Britieh  Compounded 
Spirits  to  be  warehoused  upon  Drawback. 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  confer  on  the  County  Courts  a 
limited  Jurisdiction  in  Equity. 

C.  An  Act  to  transfer  from  the  Admiralty  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  Powers  and  Duties  relative  to 
certain  Harbours. 

CI.  An  Act  for  authorixing  Transferable  Deben- 
tures to  be  charged  <ipon  Land  in  Ireland, 

CII.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Twentieth 
and  Twenty-flrat  Tears  of  Her  Majesty,  for  the 
Abatement  of  the  Nuisance  arising  from  the 
Smoke  of  Furnaces  in  Scotland,  and  an  Act  of 
the  Twenty-fourth  Tear  of  Her  Majesty,  to 
amend  the  said  Act. 

CHI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Discontinuance 
of  a  separate  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  a 
separate  Gaol  in  the  Borough  of  Falmouih. 
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CIV.  An  Act  to  taomA  tb«  Proo«diir»  mad  Pne- 
tiee  in  Crown  Sniti  in  the  Coort  of  Exoheqoer 
at  Westmintter;  and  for  other  Purpoeea. 

OV.  An  Act  to  continue  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  a  limited  Period. 

CVI.  An  Act  to  authoriie  Loana  in  aid  of  the 
Goostmotion  of  Dooki  in  BritUh  Poaietaiona. 

CVII.  An  Act  to  continue  oertain  Turnpike  Acta 
in  Ortai  Briknn, 

CVI  11.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  ProTiaional 
Orders  under  **  The  Local  GoTcmment  Act, 
1808/'  reUtintrto  the  DittricU  of  NoiHmfham, 
Rwholme,  Plymouth,  Redcar,  Cardif,  King$- 
ion-upm-Hull,  OuUdford,  Bamigate,  Ryde, 
Wcrkinaton,  and  Oxjfordt  and  for  other  Pur- 
poaei  reUtiTe  to  certain  Districta  under  the  said 
Act. 

CIX.  An  Act  for  trmntferring  the  UlHer  Canal 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in 
h^land, 

ex.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  under  ''The  Local  GoTcmment  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  BaMUng$  District. 

CXI.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Disposal  of  Monej 
and  Effects  under  the  Control  of  the  Admiralty, 
belonging  to  deceased  Officers,  Seamen,  and 
Marines  of  the  Rojai  NaTjr  nnd  Marines,  and 
other  Persons. 

CXI  I-  An  Act  to  repeal  Enactments  reUting  to 
Powers  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Admiraltj, 
and  to  Tarious  Bfatters  under  the  Control  of 
the  Admiralty. 

CXIIL  An  Act  to  nuthorise  the  Payment  of 
Retiring  Pensions  to  Colonial  GoTemors. 

CXI  V.  An  Act  for  confirming,  with  Amendments, 
certain  ProTisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  the  Genoni  Pier  and  Harbour 


Act,  1861,  relating  to  AiOoHmd,  CI^Md^ 
Ams  Bay^  HatuSiUo,  and  Pmsovh. 

CX V.  An  Act  to  amend  «  The  Natal  Diidplms 
Act,  1884." 

CXVI.  An  Act  to  explain  the  Foreign  Juriidiotian 
Act. 

CXVII.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  AppoiotmeDt  of 
a  Vicar  or  Incumbent  to  the  Vicarage  of  the 
Parish  Church  of  BoehdaU  in  the  county  of 
Lameoiier  and  in  the  Diocese  of  Manekeitar. 

CXVIII.  An  Act  to  continue  and  amend  *'The 
Peace  Pfcsermtion  {htiand)  Act,  1866." 

CXIX.  An  Act  for  continuing  Tarious  expiring 
Acta. 

CXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  rslatiof  to  On 
Preserration  and  ImproTement  of  SdnmA 
Harbour. 

OXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  <<  The  Salmon  FidiMy 
Act,  1861." 

CXXIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  the  Sob- 
scriptions  and  Declarations  to  be  made  and 
Oaths  to  be  taken  by  the  Oleigy  of  the  Eitab. 
llshed  Church  of  Enghind  and  IrtUmi. 

CXXIII.  An  Act  to  apply  n  Sum  out  of  the  Coo- 
solidated  Fund  and  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  the  Serrioe  of  the  Year  endinc  Thiiiy- 
first  Monk  One  thousand  eight  hnndred  and 
aixty-eiz,  and  to  appropriate  the  SuppUn 
granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 

GXXIV.  An  Act  for  oonsolidattng  certain  Ennoi- 
moots  relating  to  the  Adniralty. 

CXXV.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Dcekyard 
Ports. 

GXXVI.  An  Aot  to  ooneoUdato  land  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Prisons. 

CXXVU.  An  Act;  to  ameiid  tlw  Um  idatiAg  (o 
small  Peoaltici. 
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AND  TO  BE  JTIDICIALLT  NOTICED. 


•  AN  Act  to  enable  the  Cokie  ValUy  and 
J\  Balstead  Kailwaj  Compaoj  to  inoreaae 
their  Capital. 

ii.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Mode  of  Valuation 
of  the  underground  Pipes  or  Works  in  the  City 
of  OUugaw  belonging  to  the  City  and  Suburban 
Gas  Company  of  Olatgow,  for  the  Purpose  of 
Assessment  under  '*  The  Olasgow  Police  Act, 
1862." 

Ui.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  open  a  new  Street  in  Whiieehapel, 
and  to  remoye  Middle  Row,  Holbom,  all  in 
the  County  of  MtddUnx. 

ir.  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Capital  and  Borrowing 
Powers  of  the  MUUey^  Thorpe,  and  WaUon 
Railway  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

T.  An  Act  to  oonfer  further  Powers  upon  the 
Brighton,  Bcve,  cmd  PretUm  Constant  SerTice 
Waterworks  Company. 

▼!.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Roetendale  Union  Gas 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital. 

Til.  An  Act  to  dissolre  the  Union  subsisting 
between  the  Visitors  of  the  Lunatic  Asjlum 
for  the  Counties  of  Leieeeter  and  Rutland  and 
the  Corporation  of  the  Borough  of  Leieeiler, 
for  the  Admission  of  Lunatic  Paupers  from  the 
said  Borough  into  the  said  Asylum,  and  to 
empower  the  said  Corporation  to  provide  a 
separate  Asylum  ;  and  to  authorize  the  Cor- 

S oration  to  establish  a  Market  for  the  Sale  of 
ay  and  other  Commodities,  in  lieu  of  the 
ezistinr  Market ;  and  to  extend  the  Powers  of 
the  said  Corporation  with  respect  to  Streets  in 
the  said  Borough ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

▼iii.  An  Act  for  making  an  Embankment  on  the 
South  Shore  of  the  River  Shannon  near  to  the 
City  of  Limeriek;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Local  Board  for 
the  District  of  the  Borough  of  OtwettrjfUkd  the 
liberties  thereof  to  proTide  a  better  Supply  of 
Water  to  the  District,  and  to  complete  the 
Sewerage  of  the  District,  and  to  dispose  of  the 
Sewage  for  Irrigation  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

z.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  for  making,  repair- 
ing, and  improTing  certain  Roads  leading  to 
and  from  Beltton  in  the  County  of  Comwati, 
and  to  make  other  Proyisions  in  lieu  thereof; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Ranul^otUm  Gas  Com- 
pany to  raise  additional  Capital. 

xil.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  BoUon  to 
construct  an  Aqueduct  and  other  Works  in 
connexion  with  the  intended  Wayoh  Reseryoir; 
and  to  make  fVirther  Proyisions  for  the  Regu- 
lation of  the  Borough. 

ziii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Gas  the 
InhabiUnts  of  Redhill  and  of  certain  Places 
in  the  Neighbourhood  tber^f  in  the  County  of 
Surrey. 


xiy.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Souih  Metropolitan 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company  to  purchase  addi- 
tional Lands  ;  to  remove  a  Church  in  the 
Neighbourhood  of  their  Works  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  to  the  Company. 

xy.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  lighting  Folke^ 
t^cm^and  its  Neighbourhood  with  Gas. 

xyi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Banbury  Water 
Company  (Limited),  and  to  make  further  Pro- 
vision for  the  Supply  of  Water  to  the  Town  of 
Bcmbury  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
Town  of  Luton  in  the  County  of  Bedford, 

xyiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Athenry  tmd  Ennis 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
Railway  from  Poole  to  Bournemouth, 

XX.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  new 
and  widening  and  altering  of  existing  Streets 
and  other  Works  and  Improyements  in  the 
Borough  of  Liverpool;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxi.  An  Act  to  vest  in  the  Lanooihire  and  York" 
shire  Railway  Company  and  the  Laneaehire 
Union  Railways  Company  jointly  certain  Por- 
tions of  Railway  near  Blackburn, 

xxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  widening  of  the 
Blackpool  Branch  of  the  Pretton  and  Wyre 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway  to  be  called  the  Luddenden 
Valley  Railway;  to  authorize  Working  and 
other  Arrangements  with  the  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  Railway  Company ;  to  enable  that 
Company  to  subscribe  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxiy.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Fareham  Gas 
and  Coke  Company;  for  the  Increase  and 
Regulation  of  their  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxy.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  within  which 
the  Beah  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company  are 
authorized  to  supply  Gas,  and  to  enable  the 
Company  to  construct  a  Railway  or  Tramway, 
to  erect  additional  Works,  to  raise  further 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxyi.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to  the 
Bristol  Waterworks  Company,  and  for  the 
Amendment  of  their  existing  Act. 

xxyiL  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  and  Resula- 
Uon  of  the  proposed  new  Town  of  IVisei 
Worthing  in  the  Faiish  of  Beene  in  the  County 
of  Sussex, 

xxviii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  E»mouih  Gas, 
Coke,  and  Water  Company  (Limited),  and  to 
make  further  Provision  for  lighting  the  Town 
of  Exmouth  and  certain  neighbouring  Plaoes 
with  Gas. 

xxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Shrewsbury  and 
North  Wales  Railway  Company  to  raise  for- 
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ther  Snmi,  and  to  diride  their  SharoB,  and  to 
make    Deviations   and   Alterations    in    their 
authorized  Line  of  Hailwa/ ;   and  for  other 
Purposes. 
zzx.  Ad  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 

Ecut  and  West  India  Dock  Company, 
zxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  MetropclUcm  and 
Saint  John*8  Wood  Railway  Company  to  ex- 
tend  their  Railway  to  Hampstead;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

zxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  "The  Crystal  Pakue 
District  Gas  Company "   to  raise  additional 
Capital, 
zxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable    the  Corporation    of 
Bristol  to  improve  the  River  Avon  and  the 
Docks  of  Bristol, 
xxxiv.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Borough  of  Saint  Alban  and  the  Parishes 
and   Places    of  Saint  Aihans,    Saint    Peter^ 
Saint  Michael^  Saint  Stephen,  and  Saundridge, 
all  in  the  County  of  Hertford. 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Tyldesley  with 
Shakerley  Local  Board  to  supply  Gas  in  their 
District,  and  in  adjoining  Places ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxxvi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon 
the  Chesterfield  Waterworks  and  Gaslight  Com- 
pany. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Carmarthen  and 
Cardigan  Railway  Company  to  form  into  sepa- 
rate Capitals  the  Capitals  authorized  to  be 
raised  by  the  Carmarthen  and  Cardigan  Rail- 
way Acts,  1862  and  1863  ;  and  to  extend  the 
Times  granted  by  the  said  Acts  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Execution  of  Works. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  for  the  Supply  of  the  City  of 
Winchester  and  its  Neighbourhood  with  Water 
and  with  Gas,  and  for  inoor^rating  into  One 
Company  The  Winchester  Waterworks  Com- 
pany (Limited)  and  The  Wincl^ester  QttLsMghi 
and  Coke  Company. 

xxxix.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on 
the  Loslivilhiel  and  Fowey  Railway  Company 
in  relation  to  their  Capital,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xl.  An  Act  to  define  the  Capital  of  the  Midland 
Oreat   Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Company ; 
to  enable  the  Company  to  create  Preference 
Shares  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xli.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Buek/atHeight  Totnes, 
and  South  Devon  Railway  Company  to  extend 
their  Railway  ,to  Ashburton ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xlii.  An  Act  to  confirm  an  Agreement  between 
the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Company  and 
the  Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  Company  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xliii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Oreat  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  to  create  Deben- 
ture Stock. 

xliv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Kington  andEardidey 
Railway  Company  to  divide  their  Shares,  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

xlv.  An  Act  to  fi^rant  further  Powers  to  the 
Stafford  and  Uttoxeter  Railway  Company. 

xlvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Corporation  for 
preserving  and  improving  the  Port  of  Dublin 
to  lay  down  and  maintain  Tramways  on  the 
Quays  and  elsewhere  at  Dublin;  for  amending 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  Corporation  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

*^  4I!'  ^"  ^^^  ^°'*  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Inhabitante  of  the  Townships  of  iJinkJom, . 


Weston,  and  Ecdion,  in  the  Pariah  of  Rmteeru 
in  the  County  of  Chester. 

zlviii.  An  Aot  to  empower  Uie  Olasgow  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  contribate 
Funds  towards  and  hold  Shares  in  the  Under- 
taking of  the  City  of  Olasgow  Union  Railway 
Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zlix.  An  Aot  for  incorporating  the  Rastriek  Gas 
Company,  Limited,  and  extending  their  Powen; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

L  An  Act  to  enable  the  London,  Brighton,  ami 
South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  make  new 
Railways  from  Saint  Leonards  to  their  Oui 
Valley  And  Tunbridge  Wells  and  Easthswns 
Lines,  and  Deviations  in  those  Lines ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

li.  An  Act  for  the  Oonstruotion  of  Railways  to 
connect,  by  means  of  the  Thames  Ttmnd,  eer- 
tain  Railways  on  the  Surrey  Side  of  the  Ri?er 
Thames  with  certain  Railways  on  the  Middlesex 
Side  of  the  said  River,  to  be  called  <*  The  East 
London  Railway  ; "  and  for  other  Purposes. 

lii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting  other 
Powers  to  "  The  Birstal  Gaslight  Company." 

liii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bodmin  Railway  Com- 
pany to  extend  their  Railway  to  the  Bodmin 
and  Wadebndge  Railway;  to  raise  further 
Monies ;  and  for  other  Purpoees. 

liv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  better 
supplying  with  Gas  Littlsbonmgh  in  the  Pariih 
of  Rochdale  in  the  County  of  Laneasier,  and 
the  Neighbourhood  thereof;  and  for  other  Par- 
poses. 

Iv.  An  Act  for  better  lighting  with  Gas  the  Dis- 
trict of  Brierley  Hill,  and  certain  Parishes  and 
Places  adjacent  thereto,  in  the  Counties  ef 
Stafford  uikA  Worcester. 

Ivi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Newport  Pagndl 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Railway  to 
Olney  in  the  County  of  Bucks. 

Ivii.  An  Act  to  re-constitute  the  Presi&m  Gai 
Company ;  to  authorize  them  to  raise  further 
Monies  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Iviii.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  building  a 
new  Chapel  upon  Portsmouth  Common  in  the 
Parish  of  Portsea  in  the  County  of  South- 
ampton :  and  for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  '*  Otilway  Commis- 
sioners Waterworks  Aot,  1863." 

Ix.  An  Act  to  transfer  the  Statute  Labour  Roads 
in  the  Burgh  of  Dundee  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Police  of  the  said  Burgh,  and  to  provide  for 
the  Management  and  Maintenance  of  the  said 
Roads. 

Ixi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  making 
a  Railway  from  the  Darlinaton  and  Barnard 
Castle  Branch  of  the  North-eaMt^m  Railway 
pear  Oainford  in  the  County  of  Durham  to 
Forcett  in  the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of 
York ;  to  authorize  Working  and  other  Ar- 
rangements with  the  Norih-eeutem  Bailway 
Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixii.  An  Act  to  apthorixe  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  fh>m 
their  Saint  Ives  and  March  Railway  at  Somer- 
sham  to  the  Ramsey  Railway  at  Ramsey  in  the 
County  of  Huntingdon, 

Ixiii.  An  Act  for  consolidating  and  amending  tiM 
Acts  relating  to  Markets  and  Slaogfater-hossss 
in  OlasQOw,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Izlv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cfospari  Gas  and 
Coke  Company,  and  to  make  fnrfcher  Provision 
for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Town  of  Ooqurisai 
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oerUio  Parisbei  and  Plaoet  in  the  Neighbour- 
hood thereof;  and  for  other  Pnrposee. 
IzT.  An  Actio  enable  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
for  the  District  of  the  Borough  of  lAaneOy  to 
construct  Waterworks,  and  supply  their  Dis- 
trict and  adjoining  Plaoes  with  Water ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 
IzTi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London,  Brighton, 
aud  S^uth  Coatt  Railwa/  Compan/  to  make 
short  Junction  Railways  to  connect  their  exist- 
ing and  authorised  Railways  in  the  Oounty  of 
Surrey,  and  to  acquire  additional  Lands ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 
IztU.  An  Act  to  restore  the  Exemption  of  Goods 
loaded  or  unloaded  on  the  Lands  or  Docks  of 
Robert  Vyner  Esquire,  Part  of  and  adjoining 
to  the  Great  Float  at  Birkenhead,  from  the 
Payment  of  Dock  Rates  on  Goods  to  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board. 
IxTiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  WhiUhaven  Junction 
Railway  Company  to  enlarge  their    Station 
Accommodation  at  Whiteltaven  ;  to  raise  a  fur- 
ther Sum  of  Money  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixix.  An  Act  to  authoidze  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Olataow  Corporation  Waterworks  to  oon- 
stnict  a  Bridge  for  carrying  the  Aqueduct  from 
Lock  "Katrine  to  Glasgow  oyer  the  Rirer  En- 
drick;  to  proTide  for  the  better  Distribution  of 
Water ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixx.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  respeoting 
the  Repayment  of  Money  borrowed  by  the 
Corporation  oi  Sunderland,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 
Ixxi.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Acquisition  by 
the  London  and  South-western  KaUway  Com- 
pany and  the  Devoti  and  Somerset  Railway 
Company  of  the  Undertaking  and  Property  of 
the  Ilfrofiombe  Railway   Company;    and  for 
other  Purposes. 
Ixxii.  An  Act  to  grant  Tarioos  additional  Powers 

to  the  Norih  London  Railway  Company. 
Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Corporation  of"  The 
President,  Vice-Presidents,    Treasurer,    and 
Members  of  the  School  for  the  Indigent  Blind  " 
to  sell  and  grant  Leases  of  the  Land  belonging 
to  them,  and  to  purchase  other  Land,  and  for 
otherwise  enabling  them  the  better  to  carry 
out  the  Purposes  of  the  said  Corporation. 
Ixxir.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Glasgow  and  South- 
western  Railway  Company  to  make  new  Rail- 
ways between  Kilmarnock  and   Glasgow  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 
IxxT.  An  Act  for  hotter  supplying  the  Township 
oiHorsforth  io  the  West  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York  with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
IxxtI.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting 
other  Powers  to  "  The  Drighlxngton  and  Gil' 
dersomo  Gaslight  Company." 
Ixxrii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Liverpool  United 
Gaslight  Company  to  increase  their  Capital, 
and  to  purohase  additional   Lands;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 
IxxTiii.  An  Act  to  extend  for  a  further  Period 
the  Powers  of  the  Wexford  Harbour  Embank- 
ment Company  for  the  Completion  of  their 
Undertaking  ;  and  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  said  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixxix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Prorisions  of  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Company  of  Proprietors 
of  the  Stourbridge  Nartgation,  and  to  oonfbr 
further   Powers  on  that  Company;   and  for 
other  Purposes. 
Ixzz.  An  Act  for  more  eflbctually  maintaining  and 


repairing  aoTeral  Roads  a4Joining  or  near  to 
the  Town  of  Greai  Torrin^ton  in  the  County 
of  Devon;  and  for  now  Powers ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxi.  An  Aet  for  authorising  an  Extension  of 
the  Corwen  and  Bala  Railway  ;  for  abandon- 
ing Portions  of  the  Corwen  and  Bala  and 
Bala  and  DolgeUp  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  eniMa  the  Weald  of  Kent  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Denation  of  their 
authoriied  Line  of  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxiii.  An  (Act  to  Test  the  CarmylUo  private 
Railway  in  the  ScotUeh  North-Eastern  Railway 
Company;  Powers  to  that  Company  to  take 
Tolls  ;  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Maryport  and  Car- 
lisle  Railway  Company  to  construct  ''The 
Derwent  Branch  RAilway;"  to  enlarge  the 
BuU  Gill  Station ;  to  purchase  addUtional 
Lands ;  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

IxxxT.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Port  Talbot 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehasfen^ 
Cleaior,  and  Egremant  Railway  Company  to 
make  Branches  and  other  Works,  and  to  extend 
their  Railway  to  Bigrigg  Moor  in  the  County  of 
Cumberland;  to  raiso  fiurther  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  avthoriiing  the  Constmotion 
of  Railways  in  the  County  of  Norikumberkmd, 
to  be  called  '*The  Hexham  and  Allendale 
Railway  ;  **  and  for  other  Purposes. 

IxxxTiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
Docks  at  Kin^s  Lynn,  and  for  other  Purposes 
relating  to  that  Undertaking. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  for  anthorizing  "The  London 
and  SotUh- Western  Railway  Company"  to 
abandon  the  making  of  Lines  of  Railway  at 
Kensington  and  Hmnmorsmith,  and  to  make 
other  Lines  of  Railway  instead  thereof,  and  to 
make  the  "  Chiswiek  Curve ; "  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xc.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Citizens  of  the  City  of  Manchester  to  con- 
struct new  Streets,  enlarge  Markets,  improve 
the  Channel  of  the  River  Medtock,  and  to 
effect  further  Improvements  in  the  said  City ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xci.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  making 
a  Railway  from  the  South  Durham  and  Lan^ 
cashire  Union  Branch  of  the  North-Eastern 
Railway  at  Lartington  to  Middleton  in  Tees- 
dale  ;  Working  Arrangements  with  the  North- 
eastern Railway  Company ;  Powers  to  that 
Company  to  subscribe  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xoii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  A^a  and  Master- 
man^  s  Bank  (Limited)  to  divide  the  original 
Shares  of  One  hundred  Pounds  in  the  Capital 
of  the  Company  into  Two  Shares  of  Fifty 
Pounds  each. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  completing 
the  Aylesbixry  and  Buckingham  Railway  ;  to 
raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

xotv.  An  Act  to  re-inoorpornte  "  The  Gomersal 
Gaslight  Company,  Limited  ; ''  to  authorize 
the  raising  of  additional  Qapital ;  and  for  other 
Pniposet. 
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SOT.  An  Aoi  for  MtoUishing  a  Cattle  Market  at 
Mark€i  Drofttn  in  tke  Conntj  of  Sahp, 

zeri.  An  Aot  for  granting  further  Powen  to  the 
BetfoMt  Gatlight  Compan/. 

zoTii.  An  Act  to  transfer  to  the  Briitol  €md 
Eweter  Railway  Compan  j  the  Powers  of  eon- 
Btmotlng  and  working  the  Cheddar  ValU^  trnd 
TaUen  Railway ;  to  extend  the  Time  for  Pnr- 
chasing  Lands ;  to  authorise  the  Pnrohase  of 
additional  Lands ;  and  for  other  Parposes. 

zoTiil.  An  Act  for  a  Joint  Station  at  Bristol  for 
the  Oreat  WeiUm,  Bristol  and  Easier,  and 
Midlamd  Railway  Companies;  and  for  other 
Parposes. 

soiz.  An  Aot  for  enabling  the  Local  Board  of 
the  Borongfa  of  Carnarvon  to  sopply  their  Dis- 
trict with  Water. 

e.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London  and  BlaekwaU 
Railway  Company  to  lease  their  Undertaking 
to  the  Oreat  Eastern  Railway  Company  ;  and 
for  other  Parposes. 

ei.  An  Act  to  aathoriie  the  HamsnsrsmUh  and 
Ciiy  Railway  Company  to  alter  some  of  the 
Works  connected  with  their  Railway,  and  to 
purchase  additional  Lands,  and  to  lease  or 
transfer  their  Undertaking  to  the  Oreat  West- 
ern and  Metropolitan  Railway  Companies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

eii.  An  Aot  for  authorising  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  new 
Lines  of  Railway  in  Surrey,  and  for  resting  in 
them  Portions  of  Railways,  and  for  authorising 
Agreements  between  them  and  other  Railway 
Companies,  and  for  the  raising  by  them  of  fur- 
ther Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes.' 

ciii.  An  Aot  for  authorising  the  London  ou-l 
South-wesiem  Railway  Company  to  make  and 
maintain  a  Railway  from  their  Main  Line  of 
Railway  at  Pirbright  by  Aldershot  to  Fam" 
ham;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cir.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  and 
maintain  a  Railway  from  Bideford  to  OreaJl 
Torriftffton  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

CT.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Oreat  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  from 
Bomsey  to  their  Hertford,  Luton,  and  Dun- 
stable Line  near  Hertford. 

c?i.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
Towns  of  Kidderminster,  Stourport,  and  Bewd- 
ley,  and  certain  Parishes  and  Places  adjacent 
thereto,  in  the  County  of  Worcester. 

crii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Ventnor  Harbour 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital. 

criii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  paring,  light- 
ing, and  improving  the  Town  ot  Ross  in  the 
County  of  Hereford,  for  nuuntaining  and  pro* 
riding  Markets  within  such  Town,  and  for 
supplying  the  same  with  Water  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ciz.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Town  of 
Khyl  and  Places  in  the  surrounding  District 
with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cz.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Town  of 
Oaindforough  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof 
with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ozi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  North-eastern  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  Branch  Railways 
and  other  Works  in  the  Counties  of  Durham 
and  York;  to  acquire  additional  Lands;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ezii.  An  Aot  for  supplying  with  Water  the  Burgh 
of  Ayr  and  Places  ad)aoent. 


«iiii.  An  Aet  to  eztend  the  TinM  for  the  Pur- 
ehase  of  Lands  for  and  Completion  of  the  SU^ 
Eztension  of  the  EnmskUCfn,  Bundoran,  emd 
SUgo  Railway  Company ;  asid  to  enable  the 
Company  to  raise  forth^  Money. 

oziT.  An  Aet  to  enable  the  Dublin  emd  Antrim 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  create  Prefer- 
ence Shares  in  Uen  of  nnissned,  surrendered, 
and  forfeited  Sharse :  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ezT.  An  Aot  to  authoriae  the  Enlargement  and 
Maintenanoe  of  ezisting  Waterworks  in  the 
Township  of  Olossop  in  the  Parish  of  Olessop 
in  the  County  of  Derby,  and  the  Construction 
of  new  Waterworks,  and  to  authoriae  the  Sale 
of  such  Waterworks,  and  the  Purohase  thereof ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ezri.  An  Act  to  authoriie  the  Constmetion  by 
the  London  and  BlaekwaU  Railway  Company 
of  Railways  in  the  Parishes  of  Stepney,  Peplar, 
and  Limehouse,  to  be  ealled  **  The  London, 
BlaekwaU,  and  MiUwaU  Eaetension  RaUway ;" 
to  authorise  Agrsements  with  other  Companies 
with  reference  thersto ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

czrii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  the 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company  with  reference 
to  certain  Works  and  Lands,  and  to  authorise 
the  Lease  or  Transfer  of  the  Undertaking  of 
the  Hammersmith  and  Citiu  Railway  Company, 
and  Arrangements  with  other  Parties ;  and  for 
other  Purpoees. 

czriii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Oreat  Eastern 
Railway  Company  to  make  oertain  Railways  in 
oonnezion  with  their  Railways  near  the  Me- 
tropolis, and  to  purchase  Station  Lands ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

OAi\'.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Hastings  and  St. 
Leonards  Gas  Company  to  raise  a  forther  Sum 
of  Money ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

czz.  An  Act  to  repeal  and  consolidate  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Exeter  Gaslight  and  Coke  Com- 
pany and  the  Exeter  Commercial  Gaslight  and 
Coke  Company ;  and  to  confer  further  Powers 
on  the  Exeter  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxzi.  An  Act  for  reclaiming  from  the  Sea  oertain 
Lands  on  and  near  the  Eastern  and  South- 
eastern Coast  of  Essex ;  for  making  Conduits 
from  the  North  London  Main  discharging 
Sewers  to  the  Coast  of  Essex ;  for  utilising 
the  Sewage  of  North  London;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  to  connect 
Brean  Down  Harbour  with  existing  Railways 
in  the  County  of  Somerset;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxiii.  An  Act  to  rary,  extend,  and  consolidate 
the  Powers  ef  the  Northern  Assurance  Com- 
pany ;  and  for  other  Purposes  reUting  thereto. 

cxxir.  An  Act  for  the  fuKher  Lnprorement  of 
the  Drainage  and  Navigation  by  the  Raver 
Witham  in  the  County  of  Lincoln,  and  for 
amending  the  Aots  relating  thereto ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  to  make  several  Railways  in 
the  Parishes  of  Liberton,  Lasswade,  and  else- 
where, in  the  County  of  Edifdniargh;  and  to 
have  Running  Powers  over  the  &ib  VaUey 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes^ 

ozxvi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  City  and  Borough  of 
Ripon  to  purchase  the  Gasworks  of  the  Sipon 
Gaslight  Company,  and  to  supply  Gaa  within 
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thA  nid  City  and  Borough  and  tho  Neighbonr- 
hood  thereof,  in  the  West  and  North  Ridings 
of  the  Coanty  of  York;  and  to  preclude  Ques- 
tions as  to  the  Style  of  the  City  and  Borough, 
and  the  Name  of  the  Corporation ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ozxYii.  An  Act  to  empower  tha  West  Sussex 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  a  Deyia- 
tion  from  the  authorised  Line  of  their  Railway ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

exxTiii.  An  Act  to  repeal,  and  re^nact  with 
Amendments,  the  Provisions  of  the  Act  relat- 
ing to  the  LeamingUm  Priors  Gaslight  and 
Coke  Company  ;  to  extend  the  Limits  of  Sup- 
ply thereby  authorized ;  to  authorize  an  increase 
of  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxix.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  and  better 
Regulation  of  the  Affiurs  of  the  Assam  Com- 
pany. 

cxxx.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Kilrush  and  Kilkee 
Railway,  and  to  grant  further  Time  for  Com- 
pletion of  the  Works. 

exxxi.  An  Act  to  repeid  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Plymouth  and  Dartmoor  Railway  Company  ;  to 
authorize  the  raising  of  additional  Capital,  and 
Arrangements  with  the  South  Devon  Railway 
Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

exxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  at  Tiverton  to  the 
Devon  and  Somerset  Elailway  in  the  Parish  of 
Morebath  in  the  County  of  Devon,  and  for 
granting  certain  Powers  to  the  Bristol  and 
Exeter  Railway  Company  with  reference  thereto. 

cxxxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  tho  Amalgamation 
of  the  Dunblafte,  Doune,  and  Callanaer  Rail- 
way Company  with  the  Scottish  Central  Bail* 
way  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  tho  Amalgamation 
of  the  Crieff  Junction  Railway  Company  with 
the  Scottish  Central  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxxr.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
Barrhead  to  Paisley,  and  to  improre  the 
Railway  between  Barrhead  and  Croflhead,  all 
in  the  County  of  Renfrew;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

czxxvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  tho  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway 
for  connecting  their  Main  Line  near  Dalma- 
keddar  with  the  Dumfries,  Loehmaben,  and 
Locherby  Junction  Railway  near  Shielhill  in 
the  County  of  Dumfries ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oxxxvii.  An  Act  to  repeal,  consolidate,  and 
amend  the  Provisions  of  the  Aots  of  Parlia- 
ment relating  to  the  Company  of  Merchants 
of  the  City  of  Edinburgh  ;  and  to  enlarge  the 
Powers  of  the  said  Company  ;  to  amend  the 
Act  relating  to  Daniel  Stewart* s  Hospital ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxviii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  for  the 
Supply  of  Water,  and  to  authorize  the  building 
of  a  Town  Hall,  by  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
for  the  District  of  Merthyr  Tydfil;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Caledonian  Railway  at  Grofthead  to  Kilmar- 
nock, with  a  Branch  to  Beith^  in  the  Counties 
of  Renfrew  and  Ayr  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxl.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  Boundaries 
of  the  Municipal  Borough  and  District  ofHaU- 
fax,  and  otherwise  improving  the  said  Borough; 

YOL.  CLXXX.    [tsisd  sxbies.] 


to  amend  and  extend  the  several  Powers  of 
the  Acts  relating  thereto ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxli.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  of  Supply  of 
the  Neath  Water  Company,  and  to  authorize 
them  to  construct  additional  Works ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Southampton  Gaslight 
and  Coke  Company  to  extend  their  Limits  for 
the  Supply  of  Gas,  and  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxliii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehaven  and 
Fumess  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
Branches  and  other  Works,  and  to  extend  their 
Railway  from  MtUom  in  the  County  of  Ctitmber- 
land  to  join  the  Fumess  Railway  in  the  Parish 
of  Dalton  in  the  County  of  Lancaster  ;  {p  raise 

•  further  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxliv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Term  and  amend 
the  Provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to  the  Crom^ 
ford  and  Belper  Turnpike  Road. 

0x1  V.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Citizens  of  the  City  of  Manchester  to  con- 
struct new  Works  in  connection  with  their 
Waterworks ;  and  for  other  Pi^rposes. 

cxlvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Pier  in  Mbrecambe  Bay, 

cxlvii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Powers  of*'  The 
Rickmansworth,  Amcrsham,  and  Chesham  Rail- 
way Company." 

oxlviii.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  of  tho  Bam 
Oyster  Fishery  Company,  and  for  authorising 
them  to  establish  and  maintain  an  Oyster 
Fishery  near  the  North-east  Coast  of  the  Isle 
of  Sheppey  in  the  County  of  Kent ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxiix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Okehampton 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  Ex- 
tensions of  their  Railway  to  Biuic  in  the  County 
of  Cornwall  and  to  Oreal  Torrington  in  the 
County  of  Devon  respectively,  and  to  raise 
further  Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ol.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  vesting  in  the  Oreai 
Eastern  Railway  Company  of  the  Bishop 
Stortford,  Dunmow,  and  Braintree  Railway. 

cli.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  "  The 
Metropolitan  District  Railway  Company." 

clii.  An  Act  to  give  Effect  to  an  Agreement 
between  the  Lord  Provost,  Magistrates,  and 
Council  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh  and  the 
North  British  Railway  Company  with  referenoe 
to  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Market ;  and  for 
tho  Enlargement  of  the  North  British  Station 
at  Edinburgh  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

diii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  mak- 
ing "  The  Fareham  a$td  Netley  Railway ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cliv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Teign  Vall&y 
Railway  Company  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

civ.  An  Act  for  defining  and  consolidating  the 
Undertaking  and  Mortgage  Debt  of  **  The 
Bristol  Port  Railway  and  Pier  Company  ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

clvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Corib  and  Limerick 
Direct  Railway  Company  to  issue  Preference 
Shares  in  lieu  of  cancelled  Shares,  and  to  create 
Debenture  Stock  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olvii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Isle  of  Wight 
Railway  Company  to  provide  and  work  Steam 
Vessels,  and  to  provide  Aeoommodation  lor 
Traffic  thereby,  and  to  raise  fiurtlMr 
and  for  other  Purposes. 
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olviii.  An  Act  to  Authorize  the  IMneUy  Railwa/ 

nnd  Dock  Company  to  raise  more  Monej. 
olix.  An  Act  to  ei^ahle  the  Mid-  Wales  Railwajr 
Company  to  maike  a  Railway  to  join  the    Cen- 
tral  Wales  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
clx.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  the  JFest 
Bromwieh  Improrement  Act,   1854,  and  the 
West  Bromwieh    ImproTement    Amendment 
Act,  1855. 
olxi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  to  Baiemo 
in  the  County  of  Edinburgh;  and  for  other 
Parposes. 
olxii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Management  of  the 
Marsh  Estate  of  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  the  Borough  oiScuXhampUm  ;  and 
for  authorising  them  to  establish  and  maintain 
new  Markets,  and  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes, 
clxiii.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  pasted  in  the 
Fourth   Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her    present 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  intituled  '*An  Act 
for  repairing  sereral  Roads  leading  from  the 
Town  of  Barnstaple  in  the  County  of  Devon, 
and  for  making  several  new  Lines  of  Road  con- 
nected therewith,"  and  to  grant  more  effectual 
Powers  in  lieu  thereof ;  to  convert  into  Turn- 
pike Road  Portions  of  existing  Roads ;  and  for 
other  Purposes, 
dxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  opening  of  certain 
new  Streets  in  the  Borough  of  Bel/aft,  and  to 
confer  certain  Powers  upon  a  Company  and 
the  Mayor,  Aldermen,   and  Burgesses  of  the 
Borough  of  Belfast  for  such  Purposes, 
dxv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the    Ch^tenham 
Waterworks  Company  to  extend  their  Works 
and  Limits  of  Supply,  and  to  raise  a  further 
Sum  of  Money  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
olxvi.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to  the 

Crays  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  Limited, 
clxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalgamation  of 
the  General  Terminus  and  Olasgow  Barbour 
Railway  Company  with  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Consolidation 
into  One  Undertaking  of  the  Inverness  and 
Perth  Junction  and  the  Inverness  and  Aberdeen 
Junction  Railways,  and  the  Union  into  One 
Company  of  the  Two  Companies  to  which  the 
said  Railways  respectively  belong ;  to  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  same 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Bonar 
Bridge    Railway  Station  at  Ardgay  in   the 
County  of  Ross  to  Brora  in  the   County  of 
Sutherland,    to  be  called    *<  The  Sutherland 
Railway ; "  and  for  other  Purposes, 
dxx.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Carmarthen  and 
Cardigan  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Railway  near  Kidtoelly  in  Carmarthenshire, 
clxxi.     An  Act  to  continue  the  Winchcomb  Dis- 
trict of  Turnpike  Roads  Trust  in  the  County 
of  Ohucester;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mold  and  Denbigh 
Junction  Railway    Company  to  raise  further 
Sums,  and  to  divide  their  Shares,  and  to  make 
DeTiations  and  Alterations  in  their  authorized 
Line  of  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clzxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Bishop's  Castle 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Railway  to 
the  Minsterley  Branch  of  the  Shrewsbury  afid 
Welshvool  Railway  in  Shropshire;   and    for 
other  Purposes. 


olixtT.  An  Act  for  transferring  the  New  North 
Road  or  Parliamentary  Road,  OUtsgow,  to  the 
Board  of  Police  of  Glasgow;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

olxxv;  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  for  the 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  the  Completion  of  the 
Railway  authorized  by  "  The  Camaru<nuhire 
Railway  Act,  1862." 

clxxvi.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  Wrexhcun, 
Mold,  and  Connah*s  Quay  Railway  to  F<xmdon; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clzxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Stonehouse  and 
Nailsworth  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Railway  from  Dudbridge  to  the  Great  Western 
Railway  at  Stroud;  and  for  other  Purposes 
relating  to  the  same  Company. 

clxxviii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  making  by 
the  Tottenham  and  Hampstead  Junction  Rail- 
way Company  of  Lines  of  Railway  by  way  of 
Substitution  for  Lines  of  Railway  already  au- 
thorized to  be  made  by  them ;  and  for  autho- 
rizing Arrangements  between  them  and  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  and  the 
Midland  Railway  Company;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

olxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Fumess  Railway 
Company  to  construct  new  Lines  of  Railway, 
and  to  raise  further  Monies;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

olxxx.  An  Act  for  maintaining,  improving,  and 
managing  the  public  Roads  and  Bridges  in  the 
County  of  Dumfries, 

clxxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  from  Wolverhampton  to  WahaU, 
all  in  the  County  of  Stafford, 

clxxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  in 
Lincolnshire  from  Sleaford  to  Bourn, 

olxxxiii.  An  Act  for  separating  for  certain  Pur- 
poses the  Borough  of  Belfast  fi'om  the  County 
of  Antrim  ;  and  for  making  better  Provision 
respecting  Contribution  by  the  Borough  towards 
the  Expenses  of  the  County ;  and  for  amending 
the  Provisions  of  certain  of  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Borough ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money,  and  to  consolidate  certain  of  their 
Preference  Stocks,  and  to  confer  Powers  upon 
the  said  Company  with  reference  to  Lowestoft 
Harbour ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxxT.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Pre*" 
teign  in  the  County  of  Radnor  to  join  the  Cen- 
tral Wales  Railway  in  the  Parish  of  LtangwnUo^ 
to  be  called  ^  The  Lugg  Valley  Railway ; " 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Solway  JwuHtm 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  OeTiationx 
in  their  authorized  Line ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

clzxxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Powers 
and  Provisions  of  *'The  Westminster  Improve- 
ment and  Incumbered  Estate  Act,  1861 ;"  for 
winding  up  the  Affairs  of  the  Commission  ; 
for  the  compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  the 
Completion  of  the  Improvements  ;  Borrowing 
Power ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

dxxxviii.  An  Act  for  amending  and  extending 
the  "Bum/iam  Tidal  Harbour  Act,  1860," 
and  for  enlarging  the  Powers  of  the  Bttmhavn 
Tidal  Harbour  Company  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

dxxxiz.  An  Act  for  bettor  supplying  with  Water 
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the  Town  and  Borongh  of  JSel/cut  and  other 
Places,  and  for  altering  and  amending  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  Corporation  of  the  Belfati 
Water  Commissioners ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ozo.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Denbigh^  Ruthin,  and 
Corwen  Railway  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ozoi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Edgware,  Eighgale, 
and  London  Railway  Company  to  construct  a 
short  Line  of  Railway  to  connect  their  Rail- 
way with  the  Tottenham  and  Hampitead  Junc- 
tion Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxoii.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  the 
Bammertmith  and  City  Railway  through  Fid- 
ham  to  the  North  Shore  of  the  River  Thames; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ezciii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Lancashire  Union 
Railways  Company  to  construct  an  Extension 
Line  to  Saint  Helens  and  other  Branches  in  the 
County  of  Lancaster  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ezciT.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Lynn  and  Sutton 
Bridge  Railway  Company  to  execute  certain 
Works  at  Sutton  Bridge^  and  granting  other 
Powers  to  the  same  Company. 

oxcT.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Town 
of  Southport  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxcvi.  An  Act  authorizing  the  Sale  or  Transfer  of 
Southwark  Bridge. 

ezcvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Sunningdale  and 
Cambridge  Town  Railway  Company  to  make 
new  Railways,  and  to  use  Part  of  the  Railway 
of  the  South-eastern  Railway  Company ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

oxcviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Transfer  to  the 
Belfast,  Hotywood,  and  Bangor  Railway  Com- 
pany of  the  Holywood  Branch  of  the  Belfast 
and  County  Down  Railway ;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  to  such  Transfer. 

ezcix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  com- 
pulsory Purchase  of  Lands  for  Part  of  the 
Undertaking  of  the  Sevenoaks,  Maidstone,  and 
Tunbridge  Railway  Company. 

eo.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Edinburgh  and  Olas- 
gow  Railway  Company  to  form  a  Station  on 
the  College  Lands  at  Glasgow,  and  to  subscribe 
to  and  hold  Shares  in  the  City  of  Glasgow 
Union  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oei  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Monkland  Railways 
Company  to  make  Branch  Railways  in  the 
County  of  Lanark  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eoii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  for  con- 
necting their  Railway  with  the  North  British 
Railway  near  Edinburgh  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ooiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
Railway,  to  be  called  "The  Skipton  and 
WharfdaU  Railway." 

eeiv.  An  Act  for  a  better  Water  Supply  to  Tun- 
bridge Wells  and  Places  near  thereto ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

COT.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the  Oamore 
Valley  Railways  Company  and  the  Ely  Valley 
Extension  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes, 
oevi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  the  Fort  Carlisle  Railway  to 
the  River  Ccddew,  and  thence  to  the  Goods 
Lines  on  the  Southern  Side  of  the  Carlisle 
Citadel  Station ;  and  for  other  PorposeB. 


covii.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  the 
Guide  Post  below  Eaddon,  out  of  the  BakeweU 
Turnpike  Road  into  the  BenUeyand  Ashbourne 
Turnpike  Road  in  the  County  of  Derby  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ccviii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Metropolitan 
Market  Act,  1857  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cciz.  An  Act  for  the  Mansfield  and  Worksop 
Turnpike  Road  in  the  Counties  of  Nottingham 
and  Verby, 

OCX.  An  Act  to  give  Effect  to  an  Arrangement 
concerning  the  Contribution  payable  under 
certain  Enactments  by  certain  Baronies  in 
Roscommon  and  Galway  and  the  County  of  the 
Town  of  Galway  to  Wie  Midland  Great  Western 
Railway  of  Ireland  Company. 

ooxi.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on  the 
Swansea  and  Aberystwith  Junction  Railway 
Company. 

coxii.  An  Act  for  maintaining  the  Public  Roads 
and  Bridges  in  the  County  of  Wigtown, 

ccxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  across  the  Firth  of  Forth  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Edinburgh  and  GUugow  and 
North  British  Railways,  and  in  completion  of 
the  improved  Railway  Route  between  Edin^ 
burgh  and  Berth  across  the  Firth ;  also  other 
Railways  and  Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxiv.  An  Act  for  the  further  improving  of  the 
Town  of  Blackpool  and  the  rest  of  the  Town- 
ship of  Layton  with  Warbrick  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  for  other  Purposes, 
and  of  which  the  Short  Title  is  **  Blackpool 
Improvement  Act,  1865." 

ocxv.  An  Act  for  continuing  the  Term  of  the 
Turnpike  Roads  from  Brimington  and  Chester' 
field  in  the  County  of  Derby  to  the  Bigh  Moor§ 
in  the  Parish  of  Brampton  in  the  said  County  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  GrecU  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  certain  short 
Lines  of  Railway  at  Newark,  Spalding,  Essen^ 
dine,  and  Barkstone  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocxvii.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Monkland 
Railways  Company  with  the  Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow  Railway  Company. 

ocxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Kidwelly  and 
Llanelly  Canal  and  Tramroad  Company  to  stop 
up  and  discontinue  the  Use  of  their  Canals,  and 
to  make  a  Railway  from  Burry  Port  in  the 
Parish  of  Pembrey  to  join  the  Mountain  Branch 
of  the  Llanelly  Railway  in  the  Parish  of 
LtanarthneVj  Carmarthenshire,  with  Branches ; 
to  change  the  Name  of  the  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ocxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  West  Cornwall 
Railway  Company  to  enter  into  Working  Ar- 
rangements with  other  Companies,  and  to  lease 
or  sell  their  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxx.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Belfast  Central 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  line  of  Railway 
and  a  Tramway,  and  to  empower  the  Belfast 
Harbour  Conmiissioners  to  make  a  Tramway  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
ccxxi.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Dublin  Trunk  Con- 
necting  Railway  Company  to  make  Junction 
and  I^viation  Railways;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses, 
ccxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  by 
the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway 
Company  of  a  Railway  connecting  their  Rail- 
way with  the  Dublin  and  Kingstown  Railway  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 
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Mzziii.  An  Aet  for  makinff  a  Railwaj  from 
DinpwaU  to  KyU  of  Lochalih,  to  be  called 
"  The  Dingvoall  and  Skye  lUilwaj ;"  and  for 
other  Pnrpoie*. 

aoxxiv.  An  Act  for  antboriiing  the  Ult^  Wight 
Railway  Companj  to  make  additional  Railways, 
and  to  raiie  further  Monies ;  and  for  other 
Parposes. 

oezxT.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bavni  Clemeni  Danes 
Improyement  Company  to  make  certain  Im- 
provements In  the  Parish  of  Saini  ClemetU 
Danei  in  the  County  of  MiddUiex ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oexiTi.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Staurbridge  Rail- 
way Company  to  eon&tmot  a  Branch  Railway 
to  Stcurbridffe,  and  to  raise  additional  Sums  of 
Money  for  their  original  Railway  and  Extension 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

•ozxfii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Regulation  of  the 
Eoeheiter  Oyster  Fishery  ;  and  for  other  Pur« 
poses. 

Mzzviii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Lymingitcn 
Rirer  Company,  and  authorising  them  to  make 
ImproTements  of  the  lower  Part  of  the  JLym- 
ington  River  in  connezlon  with  the  Lymingtan 
Docks,  and  to  reclaim  Mud  Land  opposite  to 
the  Docks ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eozziz.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Bti#5y  Railway 
Company  to- extend  their  Railway  to  the  Village 
of  £ait  KUbfide  in  the  County  of  LatiarJt; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxzz.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  of  the  Burt^ 
ley  Market  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oezzzi.  An  Act  to  revive  and  extend  the  Powers 
of  the  River  Fergus  Navigation  and  Embank- 
ment Compiiny  ;  and  for  authorising  the  Com- 
psny  to  embank  and  reclaim  from  the  Sea 
other  Waste  Lands  on  the  Sides  of  the  River 
Fergus  in  the  County  of  Clare ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oczzzii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  West  Cork  Railway 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  to  main- 
tain certain  Portions  of  their  Railway  con- 
structed beyond  the  authorized  Limits  ;  to  ex- 
tend the  Time  limited  for  Completion  of  Works ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oozzxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  Railways  in  the  County  of  Worcester, 
to  be  called  the  Halesowen  and  Bromsgrove 
Branch  Railways ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oozxziv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  and  maintaining  a  Railway  from  the 
FetersUm  SUtion  of  the  South  Wales  Railway 
to  Cadaxton-jwBtci'Barry,  with  a  Branch  to 
SuUy,  all  in  the  County  of  Glamorgan ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

oozzxv.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
Town  and  Neighbourhood  of  Newtown  In  the 
County  of  Mmtaomery, 

eczzxTi.  An  Act  for  the  extension  of  the  Hoylahe 
Railway  to  New  Brighton;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oexzzvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Sidmouih  Railway 
and  Harbour  Company  to  make  and  maintain 
a  Branch  from  their  authorised  Railway  in  the 
Parish  of  Sidmouth  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oczzxviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway,  to  be 
called  "  The  Spilsbyand  Fxrsby  Railway ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ooxxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Swansea  Vale  and 
Neath  and  Brecon  Junction  Railway  Company 
to  construct  a  Branch  to  Abererave;  and  for 
'  ether  Purposes. 


00x1.  An  Aet  for  more  eflRBctoally  muntaining  and 
keeping  in  repair  the  Roads,  Highways,  and 
Bridges  in  the  County  of  Aberdeen  ;  for  making 
new  Roads  in  the  said  County ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ooxli.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Bishop^ s  Castle 
Railway  Company  to  make  Communications 
between  their  Railway  and  certain  neighbouring 
Railways ;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  to 
their  Undertaking. 

ecxlii.  An  Act  to  abolish  certain  Restrictions  as 
to  the  Use  of  the  Connection  Railways  of  Mes- 
sieurs Samuel  AUsopp  and  Sons  at  Burton~ 
upon-  Trenl^  and  to  authorise  them  to  oonstmet 
additional  Railways. 

ecxiiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  in  the  Town  of  BurUm'Wpon^  Trent ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ecxiiv.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company,  and 
ior  making  and  maintaining  the  Bawes  and 
Melmerby  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

coxlv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Glasgow  euia  Souths 
western  Railway  Company  to  conatroct  new 
Railways  in  connection  with  their  Railways 
and  the  Kirkcudbright  and  Bridge  of  Weir 
Railways ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxlvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Olasgow  and  South- 
western Railway  Company  to  make  and  main- 
tain certain  Railways  in  the  County  of  Ayr; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocxlvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  City  cf  Glasgow 
Union  Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations 
of  their  authorised  Railway;  to  construct  a 
Railway  to  the  Harbour  of  Glasgow;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ccxlviii.  An  Act  for  amalgamating  the  Undertak- 
ing of  the  MarpU  New  Mills  and  Hayfidd 
Junction  Railway  Company  with  that  of  the 
Manduster,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway 
Company ;  and  for  authorizing  the  laBt>DMn- 
tioned  Company  to  subscribe  to  the  Undertak- 
ing of  the  Liverpool  Central  Station  Railway 
Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxlix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Constrooiion 
of  a  Railway  from  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
at  Mellis  to  JEye  in  the  County  of  Suf oik;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ool.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  and  better  Go- 
yernment  of  the  B<m>ugh  of  NewoastU-t^iMm- 
Tyne;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cell.  An  Act  to  enable  the  North-eastern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Railway 
and  Works  in  Leeds  in  the  County  of  York; 
to  raise  additional  Capital;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oclii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Committee  for 
managing  the  General  Station  at  Berth,  and  to 
vest  m  such  Committee  the  whole  of  that  Sta- 
tion and  other  Works  to  be  made  Part  thereof; 
to  alter  the  Division  and  Appropriation  thereof; 
to  authorize  the  Enlargement  and  ImproTo- 
ment  of  that  Station  and  the  Construction  of 
new  Works  ;  to  enable  the  Committee  to  re- 
cover the  Expense  of  Enlargement  from  the 
Companies  interested  in  such  Station,  and  to 
confer  Powers  and  impose  Liabilities  on  those 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocliii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Joint  Committee 
for  managing  the  General  Railway  Station  at 
Ferth  to  lease  or  feu  Part  of  the  Ground  within 
the  Station  Limits  for  an  Hotel,  or  to  erect  an 
Hotel  thereon  ;  to  enable  the  Companies  inte- 
rested in  the  said  Station,  or  the  Migoritf  of 
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them,  to  oontribato  to  the  Hotel ;  and  for  other 
Purpofes. 

oeliT.  An  Act  for  regnUtiog  the  Police,  Lighting, 
Draining,  and  ImprOTement  of  the  Burgh  of 
Pert  Olcugow;  for  sappljring  with  Water  the 
•aid  Burgh  and  Places  adjacent ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

eelT.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Souik  Devon  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  at 
Eieter,  and  to  confer  upon  them  further  Powers 
in  relation  to  their  own  Undertaking  and  the 
Undertakings  of  other  Companies;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

eclTi.  An  Act  for  inoorporating  the  Sovih  Nor- 
tkumberland  Railway  Company,  and  authoriz- 
ing them  to  make  and  maintain  the  South  Nor- 
thwnb&rhnd  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oelTii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Torquaff  Gas  Com- 
pany to  increase  their  Capital  and  extend  their 
Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oelTiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  near 
the  Waterloo  Station  of  the  London  and  Soutft- 
weetem  Railway  to  Whitehall ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oeliz.  An  Act  to  enable  the  West  Biding  and 
Orivteby  Railway  Company  to  raise  further 
Sums  of  Money ;  to  extend  the  Time  limited 
in  respect  of  One  of  their  authorized  Branches; 
and  fbr  other  Purposes. 

eolx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  WrexJiafn  andMinera 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  new 

*   Lines  of  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eelzi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wrexham,  Mold,  and 
Connalfs  Quay  Railway  Company  to  extend 
their  Railway  to  Connah'i  Quay;  and  fbr  other 
Purposes. 

oolxii.  An  Act  to  stop  up  Part  of  an  existing 
Road  called  OUmcetter  Road,  formerly  called 
Hoamore  Lane,  in  the  Parish  of  Saint  Mary 
Abbotti^  Keniington^  in  the  County  of  Middle' 
tfts,  and  to  rest  the  Site  thereof  in  the  Owners 
of  adjoining  Lands,  and  to  make  a  new  Road 
of  greater  Width  in  lieu  thereof ;  and  for  other 
Pnrpooes. 

aeUiii.  An  Act  for  inoorporating  the  Bude  Canal 
emd  Launeeston  Junction  Railway  Company, 
and  authorizing  them  to  make  and  maintain 
the  Bude  Canal  and  Launeeston  Junction  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

odxir.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  the  Waterford  cuid  Limerick 
Railway  at  Chnmel  to  Ltimore  and  Dungar- 
wm  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

mAxw,  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dublin,  Rathminet, 
Raihgar,  Roundtoum,  Rathfamham,  and  Rath- 
code  Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Rail- 
way to  Bleeinion  and  in  Dublin;  and  for  other 
Purposes  with  relation  to  the  same  Railway. 

•olzri.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Town  of  Oban  in  the  County  of  Argyle  to  the 
Dunblane,  Doune,  and  Callander  Railway  near 
CaUaneler  in  the  County  of  Perth,  with  a  Tram- 
way to  the  Harbour  of  Oban;  and  for  other 
Pvpoaes. 

cdzirii  An  Act  for  making  a  new  Railway  Station 
at  Leeds  in  the  County  of  York  ;  and  for  other 
Pnrposee. 

celxfiii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  a  Contribution  by 
the  London  and  South-western  Railway  Com- 
pany to  the  Undertaking  of  the  London^  Chat* 
Mam,  and  Dover  Railway  Company,  and  for  the 
User  by  them  of  Part  of  ^t  Undertaking ; 
and  lor  other  Purposes. 


edzix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  London^  Chat* 
Jiam,  and  Dover  Railway  Company  to  make 
connectiug  Railways,  and  to  widen  Parts  of 
their  existing  Railways  in  Surrey,  and  to  ao- 
qulre  additional  Lands ;  to  provide  for  the 
Abandonment  of  a  Railway  authorized  by  the 
"  Crystal  Palace  and  South  London  Junction 
Railway  Act,  1862  ;"  and  fbr  other  Purposes. 

cclxx.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Stra^ 
ford-on- Avon  to  Worcester;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

cclxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  3£oldatui  Denbigh 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  certain 
new  Lines  of  Railway,  and  to  abandon  a  Por- 
tion of  their  authorized  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cclxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Scarborough  to  Whitby, 

cclzxiii.  An  Act  for  the  Dissolution  of  the  Toot- 
ing,  Merton,  and  Wimbledon  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  for  vesting  their  Undertaking,  Rail- 
way, and  Property  in  the  London  and  South' 
western  Railway  Company  and  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  ; 
and  for  authorizing  the  making  and  maintain- 
ing of  a  Junction  Line  of  Railway  at  Wimbledon 
between  the  London  and  South-western  Rail- 
way and  the  Tooting,  Merton^  and  Wimbledon 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cclxziv.  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Powers  of  the 
Tyne  Improvement  Commissioners,  and  to 
facilitate  the  Construction  of  the  Tynemouth 
Docks ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cclxxv.  An  Act  fbr  enabling  the  West  Yorkshire 
Railway  Company  to  raise  further  Money ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cclxxvi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
West  Midland  Railway  to  the  CoUford,  Mon- 
mouth,  Usk,  and  Pontypool  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cclxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Abandonment 
of  the  Wem  Branch  of  the  Cambrian  Railways 
Company,  and  a  Transfer  of  the  Company's 
Agreement  to  work  the  Aberystwith  and  Welsh 
Coast  Railway  to  Thomas  Savin,  and  a  Lease 
of  the  Company's  Undertaking  to  the  said 
Thomas  Savtn. 

cclxxviii.  An  Act  to  make,  further  Provision  for 
the  Prevention  of  Accidents  from  Gunpowder  in 
the  River  Mersey  and  in  the  Borough  of  Liver- 
pool ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oolxxlx.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Deeside  Railway  Extension  at  Charleston  of 
Aboyne  to  the  Bridge  of  Oaim,  to  be  called 
'*  The  Aboyne  and  Braemar  Railway." 

oolxxx.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sale  by  the 
Assignees  in  Bankruptcy  of  the  Estate  and 
Effects  of  the  Bagenalstown  and  Wexford  Rail- 
way Company  of  their  Line  of  Railway  and  all 
other  their  Property,  together  with  the  Rights, 
Powers,  Authorities,  and  Privileges  of  the  said 
Company,  and  for  the  Dissolution  of  the  said 
Company. 

oclxxzi.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Monmouthshire 
Railway  and  Canal  Company  to  execute  addi- 
tional Works ;  to  acquire  the  Brecon  and  Aber- 
gavenny Canal ;  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and 
for  other  Purposes  relatingto  the  same  Company. 

colxxxii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sidmouth 
and  Budleigh  Salterton  Railway  Company  to 
make  and  maintain  a  Deviation  of  their  autho- 
rized Line  in  the  County  of  Devon;  and  for 
other  Purposea* 
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oolzxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Aheryttmih  and 
Welsh  Cooii  Railway  Company  to  deviate  from 
lome  of  its  aathorized  Lines  ;  to  make  certain 
Extensions  at  Portmadoc  Harbour,  Aherdovey^ 
and  Cerig^Penrhyn;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclxxxiT.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Bream  and 
Llandovery  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Deviation  of  Part  of  their  aathorized  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclxxxT.  An  Act  for  the  Consolidation  of  the  Ca- 
pitals and  Undertakings  of  the  Brecon  and 
Merthyr  Tydfil  Junction  Railway  Company ;  to 
enable  them  to  raise  more  Money,  and  to  con- 
struct new  Lines  to  Ivor  and  Dowlaig,  ard  a 
Diyersion  of  the  Cyfarthfa  Deviation ;  to  ex- 
tend the  Time  for  the  Completion  of  Parts  of 
their  Railways  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclxxxvi.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to 
the  Brotnley  Gas  Consumers  Company,  Limited. 

oolxxxvii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
ScoUith  Central  Railway  Company  with  the 
Caledonian  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cclxxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  and  maintain  certain 
Branch  Railways,  to  supersede  certain  level 
Crossings,  and  to  improve  certain  of  their  Sta- 
tions and  acquire  additional  Lands,  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Renfrew,  Lanark,  Edinburgh,  Jhtmbar- 
ton,  and  Cumberland;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oelxxxix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
their  Line  near  Cleland  in  the  County  of 
Jjonarh  to  their  Line  near  Mid-Calder  in  the 
County  of  Edinburgh,  with  Branches  to  the 
Mineral  Fields  and  Works  in  that  District; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxo.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  CaledonMn  Rail- 
way Company  to  extend  their  Douglas  Branch 
to  Muirkirk  in  the  Counties  of  Lanark  and 
Ayr ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxci.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  vesting  of  the 
AberyttwUh  and  Welsh  Coast  Railway  in  the 
Cambrian  Railways  Company  by  Amalgamation. 

coxcii.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  the 
Chester  and  West  Cheshire  Junction  Railway ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxciii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Coventry  to  the  Souiham  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

CGXciv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Town  of  Crief  to  Comrie,  with  a  Railway 
connecting  said  Railway  with  the  authorized 
Crieff  and  Methven  Junction  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

coxcv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
maintaining  an  existing  Railway  from  Carreg 
Hylldrem  in  the  County  of  Merioneth  to  Port- 
madoo  in  the  County  of  Carnarvon,  and  making 
an  Extension  thereof. 

ocxcvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  to  connect  Deal  and  Walmer  and 
Dover  in  the  County  of  Kent;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ccxcvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalnmation 
of  the  Dumfries,  Loehmaben,  and  Lockerby 
Junction  Railway  Company  with  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxcviii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  divers 
Railway  Companies  with  the  Glasgow  and 
South-western  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ooxoU.  An  Aot  for  oonferring  further  Power*  on 


the  Great-western  Railway  Company  lor  the 
Construction  of  Works  and  the  Acquisition  of 
Lands,  and  otherwise  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other 
Companies  and  Persons ;  and  for  other  Par- 
poses. 

000.  An  Aot  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Provi- 
sions relating  to  the  Police  of  the  Town  of 
Greenock;  to  authorize  certain  Improvements 
in  the  said  Town ;  and  for  various  other 
Purposes. 

ocoi.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  Oreeuoek 
to  the  Glasgow  and  South-western  and  Bridge 
of  Weir  Railways  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Highbridge  Markets 
and  Gas  Act ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  tho 
Westerfield  Station  near  Ipswich  of  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  to  Fdixstow  in  the  County  of 
Suffolk  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccciv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  new 
Works  ;  and  for  the  Amalgamation  with  their 
Undertaking  of  the  Undertakings  of  divers 
Railway  Companies ;  and  for  authorizing 
Arrangements  respecting  divers  Railways; 
and  for  regulating  and  increasing  tho  Capital 
and  Borrowing  Powers  of  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Manchester  and 
Milford  Railway  Company  to  make  certain 
new  Railways  in  substitution  for  Part  of  their 
authorized  Railway  and  Aberystwith  Branch ; 
and  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Purchaae  of 
Lands  and  Completion  of  Part  of  their  autho- 
rized Line ;  and  to  give  various  other  Powers 
to  the  said  Company  and  to  other  Railway 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccvi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Cemmes  Road  Station  on  the  Cambrian  Rail- 
way to  near  the  Town  of  Dinas  Mowddwy; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

occvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Newry  and  Gretnort 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  Deviations 
in  their  authorized  Line,  and  to  constmct  cer- 
tain new  Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cocviii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  a  oomplete  Union 
of  the  Undertakings  of  the  North  British  and 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Railway  Companies 
by  Amalgamation  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
Pier  at  Burntisland  and  other  Works  by  the 
North  British  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccx.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  the 
North  London  Railway  to  Alexandra  Park, 
and  to  the  Edgware,  Bighgate,  and  London 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

coczi.  An  Act  for  defining  and  extending  the 
Powers  of  the  Corporation  of  Oldham  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Improvement  of  Streets  in  the 
Borough,  and  to  Police  and  other  Matters  of 
local  Government,  and  to  Gras  and  Water  Sop- 
ply ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Constmotion  of  a 
Railway  between  Ross  and  Monmouih  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ccoxiii.  An  Act  for  dividing  the  Parish  of  Saint 
Philip  and  Jacob  in  the  City  and  County  of 
Bristol:  and  for  forming  the  Out- Parish  of 
Saint  Philip  and  Jaecib  into  a  distinct  and  ae- 
parato  F«ri«h ;  for  making  fartber  Proriiiaii 
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a«  to  the  Election  and  Appointment  of  Oyer- 
seen  of  the  Poor  tor  the  said  Out-Parish,  and 
as  to  Chorohwardens  of  the  said  Out-Parish ; 
and  for  other  purposes. 

cccxir.  An  Act  for  the  making  and  maiutaining 
of  StapenhiU  Bridge  over  the  River  Trent 
near  to  the  Town  of  Burton -upon- Trent, 
with  Approaches  thereto,  and  for  the  discon- 
tinuing of  Stapetihill  Ferry  across  the  River ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

eccxr.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  near 
the  Aberyttwith  and  Welsh  Cocut  Railway  in 
the  Parish  of  Towyn  in  the  County  of  Meruh 
neth  to  the  Township  of  Maestre/nant  in  the 
Direction  of  Talyltyn,  to  he  called  **  The 
TalyUyn  Railway  ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccczvi.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Vcde  ofNeaih 
Railway  Company  to  raise  further  Monies ; 
and  for  giving  Effect  to  Agreements  between 
them  and  the  Aberdare  VmUy  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way Company  reepectiyely ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ceciTii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  from  Watchet  to  Minehead  in  the 
County  of  Somerset, 

cecxTiil.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  Wiltshire 
from  the  London  and  South-western  Railway 
to  the  Berks  and  Hants  Railway  at  Pewsey  and 
WoodboTOugh  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxiz.  An  Act  to  authorize  Deviations  in  the 
Line  of  the  Oloucetter  Extension  of  the  Wor- 
cester, Dean  Forest,  and  Monmouth  Railway 
Company  ;  and  to  enable  the  Company  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ecoxx.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Construction 
of  a  Railway  from  Aeton  to  Brentford;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

eecxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  West  Riding  and 
Orimsby  Railway  Company  to  construct  a 
Railway  from  the  SotUh  Yorkshire  Railway  to 
Lincoln;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxxii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway  from  Portmadoc  to  Beddge- 
iert  in  the  Counties  of  Oarnarvon  and  Merio- 
neth; and  for  other  Purposes. 

oecxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bishop's  Castle 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations  in  their 
authorised  Railway,  and  a  new  Line  in  con- 
nexion therewith ;  to  alter  the  Levels  of  their 
authorized  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eeexxiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Brecon  and 
Merihyr  Tydfil  Junction  Railway  Company  to 
acquire  the  Hereford,  Hay,  and  Brecon  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eecxxv.  An  Act  for  the  better  Regulation  and 
Management  of  the  Docks  and  other  Works  at 
and  near  to  Ctzrtft^  of  the  Trustees  and  others 
claiming  under  the  Will  of  the  late  Marquess 
of  Bute;  for  authorizing  Arrangements  with 
Railway  and  other  Companies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ceCkzvi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon 
the  Carnarvon  and  Llanberis  Railway  Company; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

eeoxxvii.  An  Act  to  vest  in  the  Oreat  Northern, 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield^  and  Lincolnshire,  and 
the  Midlatid  Railway  Companies,  jointly,  the 
Stockport  cmd  Woodley  Junction,  the  Stock' 
port,  Timperley,  and  Altrincham  Junctioti,  the 
Cheshire  Midland,  the  West  Cheshire,  and  the 
OarstOH  and  Liverpool  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Pttrpofeiwith  reepeot  to  the  said  Undertakings. 


cccxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
Railway  from  Olaggow  to  VoaAridge,  and  a 
Junction  with  the  City  of  Glasgow  Union  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company 
for  making  a  Railway,  to  be  called  <*  The  Fur- 
ness  and  Lancaster  and  Carlisle  Union  Rail- 
way ;**  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxx.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Leeds^  Bradford,  and  Halifax  Junction  Rail- 
way Company  with  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company. 

cccxxxi.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
West  Yorkshire  Railway  Company  with  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company. 

cccxxxii.  An  Act  for  conferring  Powers  on  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company 
for  the  Construction  of  Branch  Railways  and 
Works  and  the  Acquisition  of  Lands  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccxxxiii.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional 
Powers  on  the  London  and  North-western 
Railway  Company  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other  Com- 
panies in  England;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxxiv.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional 
Powers  on  the  London  and  North  -  western 
Railway  Company  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other 
Companies  in  Wales;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxxv.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  Powers 
on  the  Midland  Railway  Company  for  the 
Construction  of  Works,  and  otherwise  in  rela- 
tion to  their  own  Undertaking  and  the  Under- 
takings of  other  Companies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cccxxxvi.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  relating  to 
the  Moses  Gate  and  Kingley  Branch  Turnpike 
Roads,  and  to  make  other  Provisions  in  lieu 
thereof;  and  to  authorize  new  Works  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccxxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Widening  and 
Extension  of  the  NantUe  Railway;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccxxxviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Christian  Mal/ord  in  the  County  of  ff'ilts  to 
Beaehingstokc  in  the  same  County. 

cccxxxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  North  Staf- 
fordshire Railway  Company  to  construct  cer- 
tain Railways  forming  a  Loop  Line  of  Railway 
in  the  Staffotdshire  Potteries;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cccxl.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Peterborough, 
Wisbeach,  and  Sutton  Railway  Company  to 
extend  their  Railway  to  Crowland;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccxli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  in  the  County  of  Salop,  to  be  called 
"  The Shrtwsbttry  and  Potteries  Junction  Rail- 
way ;"  and  for  other  Purposes." 

cccxlii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  SirJiowy  Rail, 
way  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  in  sub- 
stitution for  the  authorized  Extension  of  their 
Railway  to  the  Merthyr,  Tredegar,  and  Aber- 
gavenny  Railway,  and  to  deviate  their  au- 
thorized Railway  in  the  Parish  of  Bedwellty, 
and  to  use  Parts  of  the  Merthyr,  Trede* 
gar,  and  Abergavenny  Railway  ;  and  for  con- 
firming the  Mode  in  which  certain  Roads 
have  l^n  crossed  or  diverted  by  the  Company  ; 
and  for  suspending  the  Operation  of  certain 
Provisions  of  "The   Sirhowy  Railway   Act, 
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1860/'  as  to  Passenger  Trains  to  be  nin  upon 
the  Railways  of  the  Oompany  and  the  ifofi- 
mouthshire  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cooxliii.  An  Act  for  authorising  "The  Scutk- 
eastern  Railway  Company  "  to  make  new  Lines 
of  Railway  by  way  of  Extensions  of  their  Rail- 
way at  Oreenwieh,  Woolwich,  and  Cranbrook 
respectively ;  to  acquire  additional  Lands  ;  to 
raise  further  Monies;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

cooxli?.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  in  Essex,  to  be  called  •*  The  S<nUh 
Essex  Railway." 

cocxIt.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Straihspey  Rail- 
way Company  to  extend  their  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occxlri.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  R$fde  Pier  Com- 
pany to  construct  certain  Tramways  at  Ryde  in 
the  Isle  of  Wight;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocoxlvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  London,  Chat- 
ham and  Dover  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
short  connecting  Railway  at  Beekenham,  and 
to  abandon  certain  authorised  Lines ;  to 
make  Provisions  as  to  the  working  of  their 
Traffic  and  that  of  the  Sowth-easUm  Railway 
Company ;  to  confer  further  Powers  with  re- 
ference to  the  Kent  Coasi  Railway,  and  Ex- 
emptions from  Dues  and  Privileges  at  Broad" 
stairs,  Ramsgaie,  and  Margate  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

occxlviii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Construc- 
tion of  Railways  from  Bury  St  &munds  in 
the  County  of  Suffolk  to  Thetford'm  the  County 
of  Norfolk;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxlix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  lAaneUy  Rail- 
way and  Dock  Company  to  extend  their  Rail- 
way to  the  Mumbles, 

cool.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Navan 
in  the  County  of  Meath  to  Kingscaurt  in  the 
County  of  Coi/Oft. 

eccli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  Waierford  to  Dungarvan  in 
the  County  of  Waierford,  and  from  Lismore 
in  the  County  of  Waterford  to  Fermoy  in  the 
County  of  Cork;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ecclii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon 
the  Cixrmarthenshire  Railway  Company;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cccliii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Oreat  Southern  and  Western  Railway  at 
Thurles  to  CUmmel, 

cccliv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Chichester  and 
Midhurst  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Railway  to  the  London  and  South-western 
Railway  near  HasUmere;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ocdv.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  "  The 
Bedford  and  Nortfiampton  Railway ;"  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ccclvi.  An  Act  for  making  an  Extension  of  the 
Blane  Valley  Railway  in  the  County  of  Stirling, 
and  a  Diversion  of  Part  of  the  said  Railway  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclvii.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  Drayton 
Junction  Railway  to  Bettisfield ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ooolviiL  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Oirvan  in  the  County  of  Ayr  to  East  ChaUoch 
in  the  County  of  Wigtown  ;  and  for  other  Pur-  • 
poses. 

occlix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  construct  Always  from  Mansfield 
to  Sout/tweU,  and  from  Mansfield  to  Worksop, 


with  a  Branch  to  Staveley,  and  other  Branches ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ceclx.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Oonstmction  of  a 
Railway  in  the  County  of  MonttuHtth,  to  be  called 
the  ** Newport  and  Usk  Railway;"  and  for 
other  Purposes   . 

occlxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  NorthamptoH  and 
Banbury  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Branch  at  Blisworth ;  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooolxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Northampton  and 
Banbury  Junction  Railway  Company  to  extend 
their  Railway  to  Chipping  Norton  and  Bloekley; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  North-eastern  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  Branch  Railways  in 
the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  abandon 
Portions  of  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccolxiv.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  the 
Newport,  Abergavenny,  and  Bereford  Line  of 
the  Oreat  TFestem  Railway  Company  at  Ponty- 
pool  to  Caefleon,  B,nd  to  the  Oreat  Western  Rail- 
way at  or  near  Newport ;  and  for  other  Par- 
poses. 

ooclxv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Company  of 
Proprietorsof  the i2tf<7tfnt'«  Canal  to  improve  their 
Limehouse  Basin,  and  make  a  new  Entrance 
thereto  from  the  River  Tha»nes,  and  a  Wharf  on 
the  7Tuimes,aMd  other  Works,  at  Limehouse; 
for  regulating  their  Capital,  and  authorizing 
them  to  raise  further  Monies;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ooclxvi.  An  Act  for  making;  Railways  in  GloueeM' 
tershire  to  connect  certain  Railways  on  the  East 
with  Railways  on  the  West  of  the  River  Severn; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

v^Llxvii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway,  to  be  called  *'  The  iS0iif& 
Wales  mid  Great  Western  Direct  ILailwhj  ;" 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ceclxviii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Undertakings  of  the  West  Hartlepool  Xlarboor 
and  Railway  Company  and  the  Cleveland  Rail- 
way Company  with  that  of  the  North-eastern 
Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooclxix.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  the  Limerick  and  North  Kerry  Junction 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclxx.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Bodmin  and 
Wadebridge  Railway  Company  to  improve  the 
Line  of  their  Railway,  and  to  abandon  Portions 
thereof,  and  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  and  for 
authorizing  Arrangements  between  them  and 
other  Railway  Companies ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ccclxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  ^Rd-  Wales  Railway 
Company  to  make  Extensions  to  the  Westward, 
and  to  abandon  the  Formation  of  the  LUas^mg 
Branch  authorized  to  be  made  by  *'  The  Mid- 
Wales  Railway  {Hangurig  Branchy  4w.)Aot, 
1863  :"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclxxii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  West  London 
Docks  and  Warehouses  Company  to  extend 
their  Limits  of  Deviation ;  to  divert  or  stop  up 
Roads ;  to  alter  and  vary  their  Rates  and 
Duties  and  Rates  of  Interest ;  to  ohange  tbetr 
Name  ;  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  and  for  otlier 
Purposes. 

ecclxxiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Cornwall  Railway  near  SaUash  to  the  Tamar 
Kit  Hill  and  Calliftgton  Railway  at  CaUin^lan 
in  the  County  of  Cornwall. 

eeelxxiT.  An  Act  fbr  aathoritiog  tlM  Ltassteetien, 
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£cdmin,  and  Wadebridge  Junction  Railway 
Comnuij  to  make  an  Extension  Railway  from 
tiie  Bodmin  and  Wadebridgs  Junedcn  Railway 
at  RuUiem  Bridge  to  the  VornwaU  Railway  at 
Truro,  and  to  raise  farther  Monies ;  and  for 
changing  the  name  of  the  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ooclzzT.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Constmotion  of 
a  Railway  from  the  North  Kent  Railway  to  the 
Medwaf,  and  of  a  Pier  in  that  RiTer ;  and  for 
other  Pnrpoees. 

ooelzxri.  An  Act  to  anthorise  the  Constmotion  of 
a  Railway  in  the  County  of  Olamargan,  to  he 
called  •*  The  A/on  Valley  Railway ;"  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oeelzzrii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Constmotion 
of  a  Doek  and  other  Works  at  or  near  Newport 
on  the  Western  side  of  the  River  Uik^  to  he 
called  **  The  Alexandra  Dock,"  and  of  Railways 
to  connect  the  same  with  neighhooring  Rail- 
ways ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


ccclxxriii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Manchester, 
Shejieldy  and  lAneolnshire  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  Railway  to  Liverpool;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ooclxxix.  An  Act  for  making  certain  Railways 
from  the  London^  'Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway  to  the  East  wrinsUad,  Oroombridge, 
and  Tiuilbridge  Wells  Railway,  and  to  the 
Brighton,  Uel/Uld,  and  Tunbridge  Wells  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccolxxz.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Constmction  of 
a  Railway  from  the  South  Wales  Railway  to 
Fishguard  Bay,  and  of  a  Harhour  there ;  and 
for  other  Purposes* 

ccclzxzi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  limited  for 
the  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works 
hy  the  Acts  relating  to  the  WcUerford  <md 
Passage  Railway  Company. 

occlxxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction 
of  Railways  in  and  near  DubUn,  to  he  called 
'*  The  Dublin  Metropolitan  Junction  Railways." 


I  » 
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PiUYATE  ACTS, 

▲MD  WHEREOF  THE   PRINTED  COPIES  MAT  BE  GIVEN  IN   EVIDENCE. 


1«    A  N  Act  to  enUi^  and  amend  tfye  Powers 

'  A,    and  ProTisionB  relating  16  the  Manajge- 

inrat  and  ImproTement  of  the  Property  subject 

to  the  Trusts  of  the  THQ  of  the  Most  Noble 

FraneU  late  Doke  of  Bridaeioater, 

9*  An  Aet  for  modi^inffthe  Trosts  of  the  Settled 

'  Estates  of  the  R^t  Honourable  Oecrge  Jamei 

Earl  of  WineMUea  and  NMngham,  declared 

by  his  Marriace  Settlement,  and  to  take  effect 

during  his  Lifetime,  and  of  which  the  Short 

Title  is  «'Earl  of  W%nekUua*$  Estate  Act, 

8.  An  Act  for  the  better  eanying  into  effioct  of 
**  Baroness  Windior^t  Estate  Act,  1857." 

4.  An  Act  for  amending,  extending,  and  enlarg- 
ing the  Powers  and  modifying  certain  Cona- 
tions as  to  Residenoe  oontuned  in  the  Will 
and  Codicils  'of  the  Right  Honourable  John 
Lord  iZotttf  deceased. 

5.  An  Act  for  confirming  an  Agreement  between 
the  Right  Honourable  Charki  Morgan  Robin' 
ion  Lord  Tredegar  and  Promoters  of  the  Alew- 
andra  Dock  Comnany  for  the  Conyeyanee  to 
the  Comnanj  of  Lands  forming  Part  of  his 
Settled  Estates,  and  the  making  by  Trustees 
of  the  Settlement  of  the  Estates  out  of  Trust 
Monies  subject  to  the  Settlement  of  a  Contri- 
bution towards  the  Capital  of  the  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes;   and  of  which  tiie 


Short  Title  is  "Lord  Tredegaa's  Estate  Act, 
1865." 
6u  An  Act  for  confirming  ^aka  of  Parts  of  an 
Estate  oalled  OartkmeiUo,  belonging  to  Jok* 
Wynne  Esauire,  who  has  been  found  a  Lnnatie 
by  Inquisition,  and  for  authorizing  the  Sale  of 
fhrther  Parts  of  the  same  Estate  for  the  Pur- 
pose of  paying  Costs  incurred  in  the  Matter  of 
his  Lunacy,  and  certain  of  his  priTate  Debts. 

7.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Testamoitary  Tm^ 
ten  of  &\t  WUlkmlVatieU  EUoU  i^  Stobt  vti 
WeUi,  Baronet,  deceased,  to  sell  the  Trust 
Estates  or  Parts  thereof  for  the  Puzpose  of 
paying  off  or  proTiding  for  the  Payment  of  the 
Debts  which  aflBMt  or  which  may  be  made  to 
aflbct  the  same,  and  for  other  Porposes  in  rela- 
tion thereto. 

8.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  borrowing  of  Money 
on  the  Security  of  the  EntaQed  Estote  of 
DownU  Park  in  the  County  of  Forfar ^  or  the 
Sale  of  a  Portion  of  the  EsUte.  for  the  Purpose 
of  paying  the  Debts  and  Legamee  aflbcting  the 


9.  An  Act  for  authorising  Salsa  of  Fisheries  and 
Rights  of  Fishing  and  other  Hereditaments  liy 
the  ProTOst  of  the  College  of  the  BuHf  and 
Undivided  Trinitg  of  Queen  Etizabetk  near 
l^H^^tn  in  his  Corporate  Oapaoity ;  and  for 
ether  Purposes. 


PRIVATE  ACT, 


VOT  PBDITSD. 


10^  An  Act  to  enable  Abraham  JEdwarde,  Clerk,  to  exorcise  his  Offloeof  a  Priett^  and  to  hoUiaj 
Benefice  or  Preforment  in  the  United  Church  ci  England  and  Irdand. 
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GENERAL  INDEX  TO  SESSION  1865. 


EXPLANATION   OF  THE  ABBREVIATIONS. 

It  being  a  principal  object  of  this  Index,  that  the  proceedings  on  each 
Motion  shall  be  completely  recorded,  some  abbreviations  of  forms  were 
necessary.  Those  who  are  accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
will  readily  fill  up  the  voids.  Those  who  are  not  so  familiar,  may  find  the 
following  explanation  useful,  but  will  find  the  whole  farmtdm  set  out  at 
length  in  the  "  Contents/' 

The  names  which  immediately  follow  the  title  of  a  Bill  are  those  of  the 
Peers  or  hon.  Members  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  numbers  which  are  added  at  stages  of  Bills  are  the  official  numbers 
of  the  prints  and  reprints  ordered  at  each  stage,  and,  with  the  Statute,  will 
enable  the  reader  to  follow  all  the  changes  the  Bill  has  undergone. 

The  entries— Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^''  Amendt. 
"  this  day  six  months ;  ''  Question  put,  "  That  '  now,'  ftc.'' — ^indicate  the 
usual  form  of  raising  the  issue — ^namely,  "  That  the  word  'now '  stand 
part  of  the  Question.'' 

''The  Ballot,  Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Supply"  indicates  that 
the  Question  was  raised  by  means  of  an  Amendment  moved  on  the 
Motion  (after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  had  been  read),  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.'* 
In  this  case  the  issue  is  formally  raised  by  the  Motion  "  To  leave  out  from 
the  word  '  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  '*  other  words. 
The  decision  is  taken  on  the  Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Nos.  added  to  the  "  Parliamentary  Papers  "  are  in  most  cases  those 
given  in  the  Commons'  "  List  of  Papers  for  Sale." 


INDEX 

TO 

HANSARD'S   PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE  SEVENTH  SESSION  OP 

THE   EIGHTEENTH   PAIILIAME2TT   OF   THE   UNITED    KINaDOM. 

28«  &  29«  VICTOEIA. 
1865. 

Explanation  or  thk  Abbbbyutionb. 

In  Bills,  Read  !<>,  2"*,  S«,  or  1*,  2%  8%.Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.— In  Speeohes, 
IR.,  2R.,  SR.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading. — AmendL,  Amend- 
ment.— Res.,  Resolution. — C<mim,,  Committee. — Re-Comm,^  Re-Committal. — Rep,,  Report.— 
Comid.,  Consideration. — Adj.,  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — cl..  Clause.— <u2e{.  el,,  Additional 
Clause. — neg.f  Negatived. — Jtf.  Q.,  Main  Question. — 0,  Q,,  Original  Qnestion.^0.  M.,  Original 
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When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 
is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorized  Report. 

When  in  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  Office  (the  Member  having  accepted  or 
vacated  office  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 
Speeches  on  those  Subjects  were  dolivored  in  the  speaker's  private  or  official  character,  as  the 
case  may  be. 

When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill|  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 
place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
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"^        Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;   Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  Feb  9,  [177]  116 

Abolition  of  Arrest  upon  Final  Process 

Bill    (The  Lard  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1"  Mar  9,  [i  77]  1305  (No.  20) 
Bill  withdrawn*  Mar  13 

Abolition  of  Arrest  on  Final  Process 

(No.  2)  Bill  {The  Lord  ChaneeUor) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  *  Mar  13  (No.  33) 


Abytsinia,  ImpriionmetU  ofBtitUh  StibjecU  %r 
cont. 

Address  for  Copies  of  Letters  and  Papers, 
{Lord  Chelmsford)  May  23,  [179]  1^^  •  *^>^ 
long  debate,  Cont.  43,  Not*Cont.  42  ;  M.  1 ; 
List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  789  :  Question, 
Lord  Chelmsford;  Answer,  Earl  Rassell 
May  30,  1043  ;  Observations,  Lord  Chelms- 
ford; Reply,  EarlRttsseU.7ttM<;13,ri8o]109; 
ObserTations,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns ;  Reply»  Mr. 
Layard  ;  long  debate  thereon  June  30, 992 ; 
Observations,  Lord  Chelmsford ;  Reply.  Earl 
Rassell  Jidy  4, 1145  —  PoW.  P.  [1951] 


.  ./.».,.iox     Acts  of  Parliament,  Obsolete 

Ahymnta,  Imprisonment  of  Bnttsh  Suh^       Question,Mr.Hadfield;  Answer,  The  AHorney 


jects  in 
Question,  Mr.  Warner ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
April    24,    [178]    957  ;     Question,    Lord 
Chelmsford ;  Answer,  Earl  Rassell  April  27, 
1075  !     Greenock  Railway,  Ro^Comm.  [1 78]  ii9d 
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GenoralJjpnV  25,  [178]  1002 

AuDAtR,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Ipswich 
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Addrrley,  Riglit  Hon.   C.  B.,  Stafford- 
shir  e^  N, 
Africa— Wostem  Coast  of,  CJomm.  moyed  for, 

[1773535 
Army  Estimates— Works,  BaildiDgs,  «&c.  [i  78] 

119 
British  Kaffraria,  Oomm.  [i  77]  1097;  cL  2, 1098 
Canada — DcfcDces  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

8U 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[179]  1025;  Comm.  el,  2,  Amendt.[i8o]51d ; 

3R.  842 
Colonial  Naval  Defenoo,  Comm.  [177]  1823 
■    Companies  Workmens'  Education,  2R.  [180] 

440 
Education,   Comm.    moved    for,    [177]  884; 

Minute  of  Council,  [178]  1S17,  1318 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Barnet  Magistrates, 

[178]  710 
New  Zealand- War  in,  [177]  1407 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  220  ;  Comm.  Schedule  1, 

[179]  1332 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1341 
Union  Cbargeability,  2R.  [178]  333;  Comm. 

[1793124,127 

Admiralty,  Ac.,  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

( The  Duke  of  Somenci) 

I  Read  I''*  June  10  (No.  165) 

Read  2'  *  June  20 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  22 

Read3**/u}i«  23 
c.  Read  1«  *  June  23  [BiU  242] 

Read  2«  *  June  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3*"  *  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  <&  20  Vict.  0.  1 12] 

Admiralty  Powers,  ftc..  Bill 

( The  Duke  of  Somerset) 

I,  Road  1»  •  June  16  (No.  166) 

Read  2**/tm«20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3>  *  June  23  (No.  245) 

c.  Read  10  •  June  23  [Bill  243] 

Read  2^  •  June  26 

Committee  *  {on  re-comm) ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3«  •  June  30  [Bill  245] 

B,oyal  Assent  July  6    [28  A  29  Vict.  c.  112] 

Adtocate,    The   Lord    (Right   Hon.    J. 

liioncreiff),  Edinburgh 
lreland--State  of,  Res.  [177]  779 
Judicial  Statistics,  Scotch,  [177]  058 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

190 
Leeds  Bankruptcy   Court,   [180]  902;    Res. 

Amendt.  1072 
Medical  Practitioners,  Scotch,  [177]  600 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 

183,  538 
.Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),  [177]  1042 
Supply— Sheriff  Court  Ileuses  (Scotland),  [179] 

601 ;— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  1306 
Writs  Registration   (Scotland),  Leave,    [177] 

633;    2R.  [178]  1156,  1168,  1571;  Comm. 

[1793 1203,  1337 
Wriu    Registration,   Ac.   (Scotland),    Leave, 

[»77]952 


—  179  —  180. 

Affirmati(m8  (ScotlfliLd)  Bill 

(Mr.  Edward  Craufitrd^  Mr.  DwUcp) 

c.  Ordered*  Feb  22 

Read  1<»  •  Feb  24  [Bill  40] 

Bead2°»Jfar8 

Committee*;  Report iforO 

Read  3"  •  Mar  13 
/.  Read  I**  (Lord  Chelmsford) Mar  14  (No.  37) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  Mar  21,  [178]  1 

Committee  *  Mar  23 ;  Report  *  Mar  24  (No.  43) 


Read  3«  *lfar  27 
Royal  Assent  April  7 


[28  VUt.  e.  9] 


Africa— (WesUm  Coast) 
Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  consider  the 
state  of  the  British  Establishments  on  the 
Western  Coast  of  Ainca"  {Mr.  Adderley) 
ifV6  21,ri77]W5 

And,  on  March  3,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Mr.  Addorley  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Cardwell,  Mr.  Chiohester  Forteseue/  Sir 
Francis  Baring,  Lord  Stanley,  BIr.  Seymour 
Fitzgerald,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Buxton,  Lord 
Alfred  ChurohUl,  Mr.  Arthur  Milk,  Mr. 
Baxter,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr. 
Grogory,  Mr.  Cheetham,  and  B(r.  OaTe; 
Maroh  6,  The  Karauess  of  Hartington  mod 
Mr.  U.  Seymour  added 
Report  June  26--(PaW.  P.  No.  412) 
Cape  Colony-^  The  Kafirs.  Question,  Mr. 
Warner;  Answer,  Mr.  drdwell  May  29, 
[179]  076 

(See  Ashaniee) 

African  Merchant  Company,  Subsidy  to 
Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  Chaneellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  27,  [i77]  '<r47 

AGAE-EtLi8,  Hon,  L.  Q.  F.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
County   Voters  Registration   (Ireland),    2R. 

[178]  265 

Agricultural  Gangs 
Motion  for  an  Address,  '*  That  the  Commiasion 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Employment 
of  Children  and  young  Persons  in  trades  and 
Manufactures  not  already  regulated  by  Law, 
do  include  within  its  Inquiries  Children  and 
young  Persons  employed  in  some  Parts  of 
the  Country  under  an  organised  System 
known  as  that  of  Agricultural  Gangs" 
(The  Earl  of  ShafUsbmy)  May  12,  [179] 
174;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreea  to 

Agricultural  Parishes 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knight,  Return  ordered. 
JV6  27,ri77]  830;  Motion  for  further  Re- 
turns (Mr,  Knight)  ;  Debate  adjourned  ; 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6 ;  Returns  ordered, 
1201— (PaW.  P.  No.  151)  __^ 

Agricultural  Statistics 

Question,    Mr.  Gaird ;    Answer,   Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  Jfar  31,  [178]  560 

AiELiE,  Earl  of 
Canada— Defences  of,  [178]  1526 
North  West  Territory— British  North  Amerioa, 

[177]  588 
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AT.BTnrATiT.ic,  Earl  of 
Singapore  and  the  Siraiti  Settlements,  [180] 
437 

AldemMfy  Breakwater  at 
Qaestion,   Mr.  Baxter;    Answer,    Hr.   Peel 
May  19,  [i  79]  560 

Alkali  Act — Jnipeeior'a  Report — Pari.  P. 
[1935] 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Derby  May  29,  [179] 
681 

AiresBSTSiN,  Mr.  W.,  Greenwich 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 

[178]  092 
Qreenwioh  HospitaL  2R.  [179]  1010 
NaT/  Estimates — Wages  to  Artifioers  at  Ilome, 

[1 78]  946 
New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  496,  497 

Angh-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty 
Question,  Mr.  Baines;  Answer,  Mr.   Lajard 
June  15,  [180]  264 

Aksok,  Hon.  Major  A.  H.  A.,  Lichfield 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  dte.  [178] 

116 
Canada— Defenees  of,  Papers  moyed  for,  [178] 
ow2 

Akbtbtttheb,  Sir  B.,  FifeMre 
Seotland— Postal  System  of  Fife,  [178]  370 

Aniu8la/C0ry  Soetety 

Petition  presented  by  Lord  Bronghsm  June  13, 
[180]  122 

Appeal  Committee 
I.  Appointed  Feb  7 

AjtCHDALL,  Captain  M.  E.,  Fermanagh  Co. 
Game  Lioenoes  (Ireland),  Leave,  [177]  224 

ArgmiUne  JRepubUc,  The — Treatment  of  a 

BriiUh  Officer 
Qnestion,    Admiral    Walcott;    Answer,    Mr. 
Layard  Jum  20,  [180]  540 

ATtOTLL,  Duke  of  (Lord  Priv f  Seal) 

BritUh  Kaffraria,  2K.  [177]  1531, 1532 

Courts  of  Justice  Bailding,  2R.  [178]  1188; 
Comm.  d.  16, 1314 

Coarts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  3R.  add. 
<?l.  [178]  1588 

Edmunds,  Leonard — Resignation  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177]  1221 

India— Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  282 

A&MT 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditttre,  considered  in 
Committee /uti«  15,  [180]  331 ;  Resolutions, 
Ix>rd  Clarence  Paget  and  The  Marquess  of 
|)artington,  agreed  to 

[eont, 


N,    1866)        ARM  ARM 

- 179  —  180, 

Arrt— con/. 
Artillery 

Armstrona  and  Whilworth  Guns,  Question,  Sir 
John  Ilay ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilart- 
ington/V617,[i77]320;  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Baillie ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting* 
ton  Mar  16. 1730  ;  Question,  Mr.  H.  Baillie ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  0, 
[179]  48  ;  Question,  Mr.  II.  Baillie  ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Ilartington  June  16,  [180] 
366 

Armstrong  Gun  Commission,  Question,  Sir 
John  ifny  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilart- 
ington June  16,  [180]  308 

Armstrong  Guns  for  Foreign  Governments, 
Question,  Mr.  I<nird ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  2,  [177]  960 

Armstroftg  \2'potinder   Uims,    Question,  Mr. 
II.  Baillio  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Feb  20 A I'j'j]  449 

Enfield  Rifles,  Conversion  of,  Question,  Mr. 
II.  H.  Vivian ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  16,  [179]  358 

*  Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  Ohscrvations,  Mr. 
Henry  Berkeley ;  BLeply,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington;  debate  thereon  Mar  20,  [177] 
1924 

Maekay's  Gun,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ewart; 
Answer,The  Marquess  of  Hartington  June  30, 
[180]  983 

Btjfle  brigade  and  JFhitwortJt  Rifles,  Question, 
Sir  Frederick  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  20,  [177]  1920 

Chaplains,  Dress  of.  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton June  23,' r  1 80]  731 

Chaplains  in  New  Zealand,  Question,  Colonel 
Herbert ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington; Debate  thereon  June  2,  [179]  1224 

Commissions,  Issue  of.  Question,  The  Earl  of 

Longford  ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripen 

June  30,  [180]  971 
Contagious  Diseases  Prevention  Act,  Question, 

Colonel  North ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

Ilartington  May  19,  [179]  562 

Dawkitis,  Lieutenant  Colonel,  Case  o/',Qttestion, 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith  May  22,  [179]  641  ; 
afler  long  debate^  Question,  *'That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn;"  A.  112,  N.  172; 
M.  60  ;  Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith  ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  May  23,  744 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  26, 
"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy 
of  all  Correspondence  relating  to  the  first 
Court  of  Inquiry  on  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daw< 
kins  in  or  about  July  1864,  Ac."  {Mr.  Darby 
Grijith),  [179]  879;  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  d'c.;"  after  lonff  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Explanation,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  3^y  29, 1041;  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilartington 
June^,  [179]  1336 

'Dcp6t  Battalions,  Explanation,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  24,  [178]  241 

Field  Allowance  to  Officers  at  Aldirshot,  Ques- 
tion, Major  Knox  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  June  30,  [180]  984 

Foot  Guards,  The,  Questions,  Sir  John  Tre- 
lawny  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Mar  23 ,  ^i  •jft^  ft^ 


ARM 
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Oard^m,  CtdHvaiion  qf,  hf  Sddieri,  QuMtion, 
Mr.  W.  Ewui ;  Amwer,  Tlio  MarquoH  of 
nwtiDgton  AprU  3,  [i  78]  670 

Gunpowder 
AecidenU  by,  Qaesiton,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton ; 

Amwer,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  Ifay  26,[i79]877 
GwemmetU  Powder  Magazines,  Qaettion,  Mr. 

Batler ;  Aaiwer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  10, 

[177]  135 
Storage  of,  Qaeition,  Mr.  Serjeant  Kinglake  $ 

Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  0,  [177]  1116 

ffjfmn  Book  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  Qaestion, 
TboMarqueu  ofWestmeath;  Amwer,  Earl 
Do  Grey  and  Ripon  June  27,  [x8o]  850 

LSbrariei,  jrc.  Address  for  Copy  of  Cata- 
logue of  Books,  Ao.  (Mr.  JThaUey)  Mar  31. 
[178]  47:  after  debate,  Question  put,  and 
negatived 

MUUarj  Commiaioners  to  the  United  Statee, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
Quess  of  Hartington  Mar  3d,  [178]  83 

Military  ffoipitali  ai  Netley  and  Wodwieh, 
Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  iklhonsie  ;  Reply, 
Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon ;  long  debate  thereon 
Ifar  0,  [177]  1099 

Military  tte$erve  Fund,  Question,  Lord  IIo- 
tham ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilartington 
ifar8,[i77]  1048 ;  Question,  I«ordUotham  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartlogton  May  22, 

[1791  030 
Military   Store    Department,   Question,    Mr. 

Gregory ;  Answer  The  Marquess  of  Hartlog- 
ton ifor  6,  [177I 1123 

Military  TeUgrapke,  Qaestion,  Captain  Jerris ; 
Amwer,  The  Marquess  of  Bartington  Mixy  18, 
ri79]401 

MtUkary  TVotn,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Rogers;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  22, 

ti79]«« 
MUitia  Traveliing  AUowanees,  Question,  Sir 

Henry  Straoey;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

HarUngton  Feb  88,  [177]  846 

Number  of  the  ^Irmy,  Question,  Colonel  Gilpin; 
Answer,The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  27, 
[177]  746 

Ordnance  Experimentt,  Question,  Mr.  Pea* 
eooke ;  Amwer,  The  Marqoess  of  Hartington 
^fH/ 8,  [178]  672 

Ordnance  Select  CommiUee,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Hanbury  Traoy ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  JTor  28,  [178]  371 ;  ObserTstions, 
Mr.  H.  Baillie;  Debate  thereon  June  2,  [179] 
1216 

Ordnamee  Survey,  Question,  Sir  William  Jol- 
Hflb ;  Amwer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Mar  3,  [177]  1001 ;  Obserratiom,  Mr.  Eigby 
S^rmoor ;  Keply,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Jfoy  12,  [179]  211 

Promoiion  in  Rifle  Corpe,  Question,  Colonel 
Sykes ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton May  0,  [179]  47 

RaHny  of  Boueee  of  Ofieere,  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  10,  [i  79]  567 

Reeruiiina,  Address  for  a  Royal  Commission 
(Mr.  aReiUy)  Feb  21,  [177]  515  ;  after  long 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  The  Marauess  of  Harting- 
ton Mar  28.  [178]  372;  Qaestion,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer.  The  Marqueu  of  Harting- 
ton /«ni«20,[i8o]530 


Auir — eont. 


Reaimenial  Paymaeiere,  Qaestion,  Mr.  H.  E. 
Surtees;  Answer,  The  Marqoess  of  Hart- 
in^on  June  16,  [180]  366 

Regimental  QmrtermaeterCf  Question,  Sir 
Frederidt  Smith  :  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Feb  0,  [179]  115 

Roman  VathoUc  or  trick  Reeruitc,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Reilly;  Answer,  The  Blarquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  16,  [177]  1730  ;  Qoestbn. 
Mr.  CrRcUlj;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  ifay  22,  [179]  630 

Senieneec  of  Comic  Mamal,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Monitt;  Amwer,  Mr.  Headlam  Mar  3, 
[17711042 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  Emplcymeni  of,  Queotion, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote ;  Amwer,  Tho  Mar- 
queu of  Hartington  June  10,  [180]  441  ; 
Question,  Colonel  Herbert ;  Answer,  Tho 
Marquess  of  Hartington  June  30,  980 

Tower,  Deputy  Lieutenancy  of  the,  Question, 
Sir  John  TreUwny  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  lfar3,  [177]  1044 

VdunUer  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin; 
Answer,  The  Marqoess  of  Hartington 
Mar  14,  [177]  1662  —  Service  on  Juries, 
Question,  Mr.  Algernon  Egerton ;  Answer, 
The  Marqueu  of  Hartington  April  3,  [178] 

671 

Volunteer  Serpeant  Instructors,  AUowanees  to, 
QuMtion,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery ;  Answer, 
The  Marqueu  of  Hartington  ifor  23,  [178] 
86 

Volunteers,  Drill  Instructors  of.  Question,  Mr. 
J.  R.  Yorke;  Amwer,  The  Marqaeu  of 
Hartington  April  3,  [i  78]  671 

War  OffieCf  The,  Question,  Sir  Staffbrd  North- 
oote ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Hartington 
Mar  17,  [177]  1830 ;  Qaestion,  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote ;  Amwer,  The  Marqueu  of  Hart- 
ington ifor  24,  [178]  202 


Arrests  for  Debt  Abolitioii  (Ireland)  Bill 

(5tr  Cdman  O^Loghlen^  Mr,  Eenmessy) 

e.  Ordofod ;  read  1«  •  May  4  [Bill  126] 

Read  2<»*  June  14 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  16 


AshmtieOf  Rum<mr$d  Expedition  aaainsi 
QuMtion,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Sfr.  Card- 
well  JFV5  17,  [177]  323 

Ashworthf  Case  of  Mr.  Oharlet 
Question,  Mr.  Basley;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Greyi>6  0,ti77]118 

Atkinson,  Matthew,  Ezeeuiion  ttt  Durham  of 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson;  Amwer,  Sir  Creorge 
Grey  Ifar  21,  [178]  7 

Attobket  GsirsEALi  The  (Sir  Roondell 

Palmer),  Richmond 
A  seem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

Res.  [178]    1611;    Comm.  [179]  61,  54; 

Report,  1233,  1234, 1243 
Bankruptey  Act,  Select  Committee  moved  for, 

[177]  133;  [178]  058$  Res.  1113 
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AnoRirsT  Ginxral — cent. 

Bankruptcy  Laws,  [179]  40 

China^British  Subjects  in,  [177]  1049;  [178] 

782 
Clerical  SubscriptioD,  2R.  [180]  056 ;  Comm. 

el.  2,  840 
Countj  Courts   Equitable    Jurisdiction,   2R. 

[179]  858;  Comm.  [180]  680;  cl,  1,  681  ; 

el,  13,  Amendt.  682 ;  cL  14,  Amendt.  \b. ; 

add.  el.  683,  684  ;  Consid.  cl.  20, 847 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  500, 

512,532,894 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Leave, 

[177]  811;  2R.1027 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  157, 

193,  197  ;  2R.  294,  299  ;  Comm.  604,  605  ; 

add.  el.  606,  607  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt. 

[179]  1183 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  In- 
struction to  Comm.  [177]  934,  938  ;  Comm. 

[178]  178,  179,589  ;  Lords  Amendt.  [179] 

1184 
Criminal  Cases  (Evidence),  2R.  deferred,  [177] 

945 
Crown  Suits,  4!:c.  [179]  490 
Dyce  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1019, 1022 
Kpisoopal  Church  in  the  Colonics,  [178]  276, 

277 
Forfeitures  on  Conviction  of  Felony,  [177]  205; 

[180]  445 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  cl.  10,  [179]  1320, 

1321 ;  Consid.  cl.  13,  [180]  503 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  308 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  [178I 1049 
Ireland — Circulation  of  Lottery  Tickets,  [179] 

1121 
Land  Debentures  (IreUind),  Comm.  [178]  750 ; 

cl.  7,   751;    Amendt.    752;    el.   11,  753; 

Amendt.  754,  757 
Law  of  Evidence,  2.R  [177]  941 ;  Comm.  el.  1, 

[180]  314  :  el.  2,  316 
Mortgage  Debentures,  Comm.  [178]  455 
Obsolete  Acts  of  Parliament,  [178]  1002 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178]    1290; 

Comm.  el.  2,  [179]  529,  531 ;  add.  el,  536, 

539 
Patent  1^1  W8,[ 1 77]  1475  ;— Ilon.  R.  Bethell, 

[179]  392 
Patent  OflSoe  —  Alleged  Irregularities  in  the, 

[177]  1120,1122 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),    2R.  [179]    841; 

Comm.  1182;  el.  6.  [180]  87;  cL  20,  88;  add. 

cl.  331 
Rcgistrarship  of   the   Court  of  Bankruptcy, 

Leeds,  [179]  293,  489;  Comm.  moved  for, 

776  ;  [180J  893,  895,  907,  908,  1120 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  018,  619 
Rupert's  Und,  [178]  1001 
Simony,  Law  of,  [180]  982 
Stonor,  Mr.,  Appointment  of,  [178]  563,  567 
United  States— The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  414; — Extradition  Treaty 

with,  1537 
Winslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to,  [180]  1041 


Attorneys  and  Solicitors'  Bill 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  !•  Feb  24,  [177]  634  (No.  15) 
Movod.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  3f<ir  10, 
1403  ;  after  debate,  Cont.  21,  Not-Oont.  23  ; 
M.  2  ;  List  of  Cont.  and  NotCont.,1474 


Attorneys*,  Sfe.,  Certificate  Duty 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  19, 
To  leave  out  from  "That  the"  and  add 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  just  and 
expedient  that  the  annual  Duty  payable  upon 
Certificates  taken  out  by  Attorneys,  Soli- 
citors, and  Proctors  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  by  Writers  to  the  Signet,  Solicitors, 
Agents,  Attorneys,  and  Procurators  in  Scot- 
land, should  be  abolished  "  {Mr.  Denman), 
[179]  564;  Question,  "That  the  words, 
Ac.;**  after  debate,  A.  143,  N.  146;  M.  3 ; 
Words  added  ;  Main  Question,  ai  amended, 
agreed  to 

Augmentation  Act 
Returns    presented   (The    Lord    Chemeclhr) 
Feb  14,  [177]  225— (Par/.  P.  No.  7) 

Australia^  Transportation  to 
Question,  Mr.  Moor;    Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell 
Feb  10, [177]  137;  Petitions (Xorrf  Tamton) 
Feb  27,  737 

Ayr  Barffhs  Election  Bill 

(Mr.  iMward  Craufurd,  ViseouiU  Bwry) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  25  [Bill  166] 

Read  2«  •  June  1 

Committee  ** ;    Report  June  8 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 

Read  3«  •  June  20 
/.  Read  1»  •  ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  20 

Read  2»  • /wiw  27  (No.  186) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3*  *  Jutte  30 

Royal  Assent  July  6     [28  &  29  Viei.  0.  92] 

Atbtok,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Tower  Samlets 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,   [177]   1788, 

1999 ;— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178]  249; 

— Military  Education,  256; — Misoelutneous 

Services,  262,  263 
Azeem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

[179]  1246 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  1252, 

1264;  el.  8,  1267;  Re-Comm.  cl.  8,  [179] 

812 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  Res.  426,  {179]  1111 
Borough   Franchise   Extension,   Leave,  [177] 

560;  2K.[i'j8]lii5 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervoia'  Report, 

[177]  1606 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  Adj.  moved,  [178] 

741,742 
Colonial  Governors  (  Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1617;  Comm.  add.  (rf.  [180]  070 
County   Courts    Equitable    Jurisdiction,    2R. 

[179]  858  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  [180]  679,  681  ; 

add.  cl.  Amendt.  684 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  528 
County  Voters    Registration,  Comm.  el,   12, 

[179] 101 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  868 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  I^.ive,  [177]  186 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Lords 

Amendts.  [179]  1185 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  6,  [179] 

182,  483 
Dyce  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1022 
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AntTOK,  Mr.  A,  S.^-ewt. 
Bait  India  (Revenae  AooonnU),  Bepori,  [180] 

1034 
EduentioD,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  910 
Eleotion  Petitioni  Act  (1848)  Amondment, 

Comm.  [177]  682 
Exoter,  Diooom  of,  [178]  033 
Fire  Brigmde   (MetropolU),  2R.  [179]  834; 

Comm.  el.  10,  Amendt.  [180]  530 ;  et.  11, 

631 ;   Amendt.  532 ;  cl,  11,  533 ;  add,  el 

534 
GoTerament  Annoitiei,  [j  77]  057 
Greenwich  HotpiUl,  2R.  [179]  1001 ;  Comm. 

cl.  5,  1315;  cl.  10,  1320 ;  cl  20,  Amendt. 

[180]  124,  126 
India— The  Budget,  [180]  260 
Inland  RcTenne,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  307 
Lanoathtre  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Janction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1650 
Law  of  Evidence.  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  317 
Leeds  Coart  of  Bankroptcf ,  Comm.  moved  for. 


[179]  784;  [180]  910 
Libel,  2  R.  [179]  787 
Uverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  652 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  d,  1,  [178] 

1060, 1070  ;  el  4, 1067, 1068 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistrates, 

[178]  721 
Metropolis  Sewage  and   Essex   Recbimation, 

2R.  [177]  843  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  [178]  881 ; 

add.  el  1000 
MetropoliUn  Ilouseless  Poor,  2R.  [178]  538; 

Comm.  el  1,  Amendt.  765 
Motropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1901 
Metropolitan  ToU  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1057 
Mines,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  72,  73 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [177]  275 
Kavj— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

399 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,  [178] 

728  ;— Scientific  Departments,  731 ;— Wages 

to  Artificers  at  Uome,  947 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  198 
Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [1771  256;  2R.  [178]  868;  Comm. 

d.  2,  Amendt.  [179]  542,  546 ;  add.  el.  553, 

554 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [x8ol  624 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  ri77l  1854 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  620 
Saturday  Half-holiday  and  the  Civil  Service, 

[180]  45 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1560 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  604  ; — 

Woods,  Foresto,  Ao.  700,  711 ;  [180]  481 ; 

—British  Museum,  [179]  1851 ;— Post  Office 

Packet  Service,   1361  ;— National    Gallery 

Enlargement,  [180]  496 
Th.ames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  232 
Transport  Service  between  England  and  India, 

[180]  1022 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  d.  2,  [179]  496, 

516 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,   Leave, 

[177]  1460;  [178]  1021 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  Insurance, 

[178]  1509 

Attouk,  Mr.  B.  8.,  Kxrhealdy^  Sfc. 

Canadian  Railways,  [178]  234 

WrlU   Registration  (Scotland),  Comra.  [179] 


Ateem  Jah 

OoKHOIIi^ 

Moved,  <'That  a  Select  Committee  be  a^ 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  claim  of  Ilis 
Highness  Prince  Aseem  Jah  to  the  title  and 
dignity  of  Nawab  of  the  Camatic,  and  the 
claims  of  His  Highness  under  a  Treaty 
entered  into  in  1801  between  the  Honourable 
the  East  India  Company  and  his  Highness 
Prince  Ascem-ul-Dowlah "  {Sir  FUsBay 
Kelly)  Mar  14,  [177]  1663  ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  38,  N.  53  ;  M.  15 

Forged  Signatures  to  PcHUant,  Special  Report 
of  the  Public  Petitions  Conunittee  (Mr, 
Charles  Forster) ;  short  debate  thereon 
Mar  16,  [177]  1735  ;  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed Mar  23 

And,  on  ^laroh  24,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Charles  Forster  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Bonham-Carter,  Sh*  James  Fergusson, 
Major  Gavin,  Mr.  Lyall,  Mr.  Tavemcr  John 
Miller,  SlrColman  0*Logblen,  Mr.  Hastings 
Russell,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  Owen 
SUnley,  Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly,  Mr.  Henneaay, 
and  Mr.  Cox 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  28  — 
(PaW.P.  No.231) 

Report  considered  May  8,  [1 78]  1604 

Motion,  **  That  George  Morris  Mitchell,  haTing 
fiibricated  signatures  to  several  Petitions  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  and  having  knowingly 
procured  other  fabricated  signatures  to  such 
Petitions,  has  been  guilty  of  a  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House  "(Jfr.  C.  Forster) 

After  debate,  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from 
"  That,"  and  add  **  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee be  re-oommitted  to  the  said  Commit- 
tee "  (Lord  R,  CeeU) ;  Question,  "  That  the 
words  &c.;"  after  further  debate.  Debate 
adjourned— (Par/.  P.  No.  317) 

Adjourned  debate  [8th  May]  resumed;  after 
further  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn May  9,  [179]  51 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
be  re-committed  to  the  said  Conunittee 
(Mr.  Attorney  General) 

Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell  referred  to 
Committee 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  26^(P<arl. 
P.  No.  317) 

Report  of  Select  Committee  considered  June  2 

After  long  debate  resolved,  "That  George 
Morris  Mitchell,  having  ftibricated  signa- 
tures to  several  Petitions  presented  to  this 
House,  and  having  knowingly  procured  other 
fabricated  signatures  to  such  Petitions,  has 
been  guilty  of  Contempt  and  a  Breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House"  June  2,  [i  79] 
1230;  Motion  agreed  to 

Motion,  "That  George  Morris  Mitchell  be, 
for  his  said  ofifence,  committed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gaol  of  Newgate ;  and  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrants  accordingly;*' 
nficr  long  debate,  A.  41,  N.  7  :  M.  34 

Motion,  "Tliat  Powell  Marshall  and  Henry 
Whitehead  having,  in  consort  with  Georgo 
Morris  Mitchell,  fabricated  signatures  to 
BGveral  Petitions  presented  to  this  House, 
havo  been  guilty  of  Contempt  and  a  Breach 
of  tlio  Trivileges  of  this  House*'  {Mr, 
Charles  Forster)  1246 ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  39,  N.  5  :  M.  34 
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Azeem  JoA— cont. 

Tho  Serjeant  at  Arms  reported  ho  liad  on 
Friday  last  taken  into  hin  custody  Powell 
Marshall  and  Henry  Whitehead,  hut  that 
he  had  not  yet  succeeded  in  apprehending 
George  Morris  Mitchell  June  8,  [179]  1266 

Petitions  from  tho  said  Powell  Marshall  and 
Henry  Whitehead,  brought  up,   and  read 

After  debate,  ordered,  that  the  said  Powell 
Marshall  and  Henry  Whitehead,  haying  ex- 
pressed their  regret  and  contrition  for  their 
oflfenco,  be  discharged  out  of  the  custody  of 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  without  payment  of 
their  fees 

Tho  Sergeant  at  Arms  informed  tho  House,  that 
George  Morris  Mitchell  had  been  this  day 
apprehended,  and  was  now  in  Newgate 
June  19,  [180]  514 

Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a  State 
Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's  Gaol  of  Newgate, 
expressing  his  deep  contrition  and  regret  if 
he  lias  offbnded  against  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  praying  for  his  release  from 
custody,  brought  up,  and  read  ;  to  lie  upon 
tho  Table,  and  to  be  printed     [App.  2.] 

Bagwell,  Mr.  J.,  Clonmel 

Hankmptcy    and     insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [i  78]  786 
€k>nstabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [178]   1512,  1514;   Gomm.  Preamble, 

[179]  986 ;  cl,  8,  902  ;  add,  cL  996 
County  Voters    Registration    (Ireland),    2R. 

Amendt.  [1783266 
Ireland-— State  of,  Res.  [177]  684 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  608 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  461, 

464 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cL  2,  [179]  602 
Union  Medical  OflScors  (Ireland),  [177J  319 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1907 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  647 

Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Invemesshire 

Army — Armstrong    12-pounder    Guns,    [177] 
449,  460  ; — Armstrong  and  Whitworth  Guns, 
1739  ;  [179]  48  ;  [180]  366  ;— Case  of  IJeut.- 
Coloncl    Dawkins,   [i  79]    662  ;  —  Ordnance 
Select  Committee,  1216 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  293 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1932 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland),  [177]  846 
Navy  Armaments,   Comm.  moved  for,   [177] 

962,  984,  992 
Navy— The  "  Achilles,"  [178]  1081 
South  Kensington  Now  Road,  Re-Comm.  [180] 
362 

Baikes,  Mr.  E.,  Leeds 
Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty,  [180]  264 
Borough  Franchise   Fxtension,    Leave,  [177] 

669,  661,  967  ;  2R.  [178]  1372,  1394,  1396, 

1448,  1460,  1470,  1676,  1676 
Consular  Reports,  [i  78]  8 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1209 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1890 


Ballot,  The 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Berkeley;  Answer,  Sir  George 
GreyjFV6  24,  [177]  660 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  10,  To 
add  afler  the  word  *' That  "in  tho  original 
Question,  the  words  "  as  a  General  Election 
is  impending,  and  as  we  have  no  Law  which 
can  put  down  the  intimidation  of  Voters  nor 
prevent  Bribery,  it  is  therefore  expedient 
that  a  trial  should  be  siven  to  the  Vote  by 
Ballot"  {Mr,  Henry  Berkeley^  [180]  416; 
Question,  "That  those  words  bo  thcro 
added ;"  afler  short  debate,  A.  74,  N.  118; 
M.  44 
Another  Amendt.  To  add  after  tho  word 
"That,"  in  tho  original  Question,  tho 
words  "  this  House  will,  upon  Monday  next, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply  " 
( Vueount  Palmerston),  427 ;  Question, "  That 
those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  TVords  added ;  original  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Bandov,  Earl 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [179]  970 
Ireland — Case  of  Catherine  Ganghan,  [179] 
1186 


Bank  Notes  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  O'lAyghUn,  Colonel  French) 

c.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Conunittee  ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  l**  May  2,  [178]  1371 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2°  "  (Sir 
Colman  CLoghlen)  June  21,  [180]  604 

After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill 
withdrawn  [BUI  124] 


Bank  Notes  Issue  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  Peel) 

177]  Banke  of  Isstie,  considered  in  Committee ; 
Resolutions  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe' 
quer)  Feb  10, 150 

Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  13  [Bill  121 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o  "  (Afr, 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  Feb  23,  608 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *^  That,"  and  add 
**  it  is  expedient  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing and  effects  of  the  Acts  7^8  Viet,  0  32, 
and  8  &  9  Vict,  0.  38,  regulating  Banks  of 
Issue  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that,  in 
the   meantime,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  before  the  llouso  be  postponed  "  {Mr. 
Buchandti),  608  ;  Question, "  That  tho  words, 
&o. ;"    after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn; 
•Main  Question  agreed  to  ;  Read  2® 
,  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  17, 1909  [Bill  75] 
178]  Order  for  Committee  on  roHK>mm.  read 

Moved,  «*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
tho  Chair"  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Eteehc^ 
quer)  May  1,  1247 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  •*  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  month,  re* 
solve  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  {Mr, 
Ayrton) ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ao. ;" 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn;  Main 
Question  agreed  to ;  Bill  considered  in 
Committee  ;  after  long  debate,  reported 

Considered  •  May  6  [Bill  123] 
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Bank  Notes  Ihm  BUl^eont 

Order  for  third  roadiog  read  and  discharged 
Maf/25 

179]  After  long  debate,  Moved,  '<That  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clause  8  and 
the  Preamble"  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), 800 
Amcndt.  to  leare  oat  "in  respect  of  Clause  8 
and  the  Preamble"  {Mr,  Hadjield) ;  Ques- 
tion,  "That  the  words,  Ac,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  considered  in  Committee  and 
reported ;  as  amended,  considered 

.  Order    for   third   reading   discharged  ;    Bill 
withdrawn  Jun^  1,  1123 

Bank  Notes  Issue  (Scoilaiid) 

(Mr,  Blaekbfirn,  Mr.  Stirling) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  * ;  Ordered  June  20 
Read  l""*  June  21  [Bill  232] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Jmie  28 

Bank  of  Ireland  (Consolidated  Fund)  BiU 

{Mr,  Dodson,  Mr,  Chancellor  0/  the  Exckequer, 

Mr.  Peel) 

e,  Resolntion  in  Committee  ;  Ordered  Feb  10 
Readl«*F<;6  13  [Bill  14] 

Read  2«  after  debate  Feb  20,  [i  77]  462 
Committee*;  Report /V6 23 
Read  8«»ifV6  27 

I  Read  1* •  {The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  2 
Read  2** ;  Committee  negatiyed  April  4 
Read  S^^  April  e  (No.  19) 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Viet.  c.  16] 

Bankruptcy  Act,  1861 
After  debate,  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  *'  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  New  Bankruptcy  Act,  and    to  report 
thereon"  {Mr,  MoffaU)  Feb  9,  [i  77]  120 

Committee: — Mr.  Moffatt  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Malins, 
Mr.  Weguelio,  Mr.  Gathorno  IWdy,  Mr. 
Kirkman  Hodgson,  Mr.  Crum-Ewing,  The 
Lord  Adfocate,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Vance,  Mr. 
Cave,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Roebuck,  Mr. 
TaTemer  John  Miller,  and  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Feb 
24,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson  discb.  and  Mr. 
Dunlop  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Mar2\—(Parl,  P, 
No.  144) 

Question,  Mr.  Murray  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Awril  24,  [i  78]  968 

Motion,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1861  deserres  the  prompt 
and  serious  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment"  {Mr,  MoffaU)  May  16,  [179] 
420 ;  [Mouse  counted  out  ;1  Motion  again  pro- 
posed May  30,  1100  ;  after  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Court  of.  Observations,  The  Lord  Chancellor 

^^6  9,  [177]  93 
Lawi,  Question,  Mr.  Paull;     Answer,   The 

Attorney  General  May  9,  [i  79]  49 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolyency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  miner  Oibson,  Sir  Colman  O^Loghlen) 

e.  Read  1°  •  Feb  21  rfiiU  841 

Rcad2'»*Ft6  28  -* 

Iconi* 


Bankruptcy  and  Intolvency  {Irelind)  Aet  AmeneU 
ment  BiU^cont, 

Committee*:  Report  Ftf6  24 
Read  3«  •  Feb  27  [BiU  103] 

I,  Read  1*  *  (  The  Lard  Steward)  Mar  2  (No.  20) 
177]  Read  2*  after  short  debate  Mar  7, 1221 
.  Referred   to    Select   Committee,   after   short 
debate  Mar  14,  1645 
And,  on  March  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 
Belmore,  V.  Ilutchinson,  L.  Boyle,  L.  Sil- 
Chester,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  Chaworth,  L.  Cran- 
worth,  L.  Helper,  L.  Chelmsford 
Report  of  Select  Committee  *  Mar  23 
Committee  *  Mar  24  ( Nos.  43  ^  44 ) 

178]  Amendts.  reported  Mar  27, 273 
.  An  Amend t.moTcd  {The  Earl  of  Lon^ord)i 
Cent.   16,   NoUCont.  21;   M.  3;   List  of 
Cent,  and  Not.*  Cent.,  274 
Read  3*  •Mar  28 
c.  Lords  Amendment  considered,  and  one  disagreed 
.      to  AprU  6, 786 

I,  Commons'  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  Amend- 
ment considered  May  2, 1305        (No.  06) 
.  MoTed,  "Not  to  insist,^."  ( The  LordSteward); 
after  short  debate,  Cent.  33,  Not-Cont.  43; 
M.  10;  resolved  In  the  negatire;  the  rest 
.  of  the  Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to ; 

Protest  against  not  insisting,  1308 
Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Vtet,  c.  21] 

Bankruptcy,  Leeds,  Regiztranhip  of  the 

Court  of 
(See  Leede  Cowrt  of  Bankruptcy) 

Babiko,  Ht.  Hon.  Sir  F.  T.,  Portenwuth 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 
2R.  [180]  206 

Bahing,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Marlborough 
British  Passports  to  Rome,  [1 77]  450 

Baeino,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  631 
National  Gallery— Mr.  FritVs  "  Derby  Day/' 

[178]  1238 
Partnership  Amendment,    2R.    [178]    1294; 

Comm.  cl,  1,  [179]  527  ;  odd,  d,  534 

BjLBiKa,  Mr.  T.  G.  (Tinder  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department),  Fenryn  ^ 
Falmouth 

Cattle,  Diseases  in,  [177]  1117 

County  Voters  Registrationi  Comm«  add.  d. 
[179]  103 

Devizes  Turnpike  Trust,  [i  79]  562 

Firo  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  828; 
Comm  cl,  6,  [180]  530  ;el,U,  Amendt.5S3  ; 
cL  17,  533  ;  add.  el,  534  ;  Consid.c;.  18,  718 

Fires  in  London,  [178]  7 

Gunpowder,  Accidents  from,  [179]  877 

Inclosure,  2R.  [178]  540 

India — Claims  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Fron- 
tier Field  Forces,  [180]  950 

Local  Government  Supplemental,  Comm.  [17S] 
1034, 1035 

Middlesex  Indastrial  Schools,  Report,  [i  79]  976 

New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  [177]  407 

leont. 
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BAZ 
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Babhco,  Mr.  T.  G.— conf. 

Nevrington  Greon  and  Hornsey   Road,  [178] 

1230 
Police — Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  1102  ; — 

at  Pablic  Buildings,  [180]  131 
Polico  Superannuation,  Gomm.  cl.  5,  Amendt. 

[178]  1071 ;  add.  d.  1072, 1073 
Registration  of  County  Voters,  [177]  1475 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1024,  1026;  Comm.  cl.  28,  [180]  301 ; 

add.  d.  365  ;  Consid.  cl.  31,   Amendt.  593 
Salmon  Fishery  Acts,  [178]  880 
Supply — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  256 
Theatres,  &o.  Leave,  [177]  1320 
Transport  Service  between  England  and  Indin, 

[180]  1023 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [180]  087; 

el.  1,  680,  845  ;  Schedule,  840 
Tompike  Trusts,  [178]  1469 

Babbow,  Mr.  "W.  H.,  Nottinghamshire ^  8. 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm.* 

Res.  [178]  1144 
Halt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  275,  280 
Prisons,  2R.  [177]  1862  ;  Comm.  cl,  21,  [179] 

1320 ;  Schedule  1, 1333,  1335 

Babttelot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Sussex,  W. 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1275 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [i  78]  1495 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derhf/ 

Army  Estimates— Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 

1979 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  Res.  [170]  1111 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1153 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  275,  280 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  Amendt.  [180]  616 

Bateson,  Sir  T.,  Devizes 
Ireland — County  Down  Assizes — Chief  Justice 
Monahan,  [178]  100,  197  ;— Law  Adviser  to 
the  Castle,  [180]  1042 
Sheep,  &o.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  407 

Bath,  Marquess  of 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking — Standing  Order, 

[179]  959 
Edmunds,  I^onard  —  Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1217,  1219;— Pension,  Res. 

[179]  34,  44 
Private  Bill  Costs,  Report,  add.  cl.  [178]  483 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  735 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [180]  351 

Bath,  Order  of  the 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply,  Address  for 
Copy  of  Regulations  June   16,  [180]  400; 
after  short  dooato,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Baxtbb,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Montrose,  Sfc. 
Aldemey — Breakwater  at,  [179]  560 
Bank  Notes  Issuo,  2R.  [177]  012 
British  and  North  American  Steamship  Com- 
pany, [177]  1368 
Partnership  Amendment,  2a.  [178]  1288 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  [179]  302 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),  [177]  1042 
Slave  Trade,  [179]  877 

YOL.  CLXXX,    [tbisld  sbries.] 


Bazlet,  Mr.  T.,  Manchester 

Ashworth,  Mr.  C,  Case  of,  [177]  118 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1389 
Collection  of  Taxes,  [178]  669 
Coloni«'a,  Protection  of  the,  [179]  909 
East  I iidia  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 

954,  901 
India— Medical  Officers,[i8o]  924 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committeo 

on,  [177]  1900 

Beach,  bir  M.  E.  Hicks-,  Gloucestershire,  JS, 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [180]  687 

Beecuoft,  Mr.  G.  S.,  Leeds 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1801).  Res.  [179]  1112 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No«  1),  2R.  [178]  479 

Belfast  Commission  of  Inquiry 
Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly;   Answer,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  Fch  9,[i77]  119— Pari.  P.  [3466] 

Belmoile,  Earl  of 
Irish  Railways,  Liabilities  of  Shareholders  in, 

[177]  05 
Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1597 
Pheasants  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  630 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1457 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland),  Comm.o^.  d.  [180] 

626 


Bektinck,  Mr.  G.  CaTendish,  Taunton 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [179]  801 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  214 
Minor  Canons,  &c.  [180]  984 
Salmon     Fishery     Act    (1861)    Amendment, 
Comm.  cl.  28  ;  Amendt.  [180]  364  ;  Consid. 
e/.  31,  Amendt.  593 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  [179]  245,246, 247;— Me- 
tropolitan Firo  Brigade,  257  ;  Report,  371 ; — 
Office  of  Works,  Ac.  944,  947  ;— Department 
of  Science  and  Art,  1171,  1180  ;— National 
Gallery,  1259  ;— British  HUtorical  Portrait 
G  a Ucry ,    1 276  ;  —  Consulir   Establishments 
Abroad,  1285,  1280 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
[177]  1461 

Bektikck,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Army    Estimates  —  Works,     Buildings,    ho, 

Amendt.  [178]  104,  175 
Aseem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

[179]  1240,  1246 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  3R.  [179]  1123 
Borough  Franchise,  2R.  [178]  1470 
Ceylon — Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rocks,  [179] 

1134 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  2R.  Amendt. 

[178]  1302 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  735,  737,  738 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[1773508 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  293,  294 
Dockyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [170]  950,  1040 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1133 
Franco— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1757 
Gonsfor  CkMSt  Defenoea^  ^i'\l\  \^^V 
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BixTiHCK,  Mr.  G.  W.  V.-^eonL 

Ireland— State  of,  Rei.  [177]  600 
Locomotives   on  Roads,  Comm.  ei  2,  [17S] 

1063  :  d.  4, 1068 
Mortality  among  Children  in  Norfolk,  [178] 

008 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  004 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  686 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1434  ; 

—New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  036,  041 
Picoadilly  and  Park  Lano  Nevr  Road,    2R. 

[177]  590 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [i77]  ^16 
Railway  Accidents,  [177]  116;  Res.  1124,1136 
Railways  (Guards  and   Passengers  Communi- 
cation), Comm.  [179]  68 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  0,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  360, 

360,  361,   1036  ;*— Department  of  Science 

and  Art,  [179]  IICO,  1170,  1180 
Union  Chargcability,  2R.  [178]  306;  Comm. 

Instruction,  [179]  116,  117;  3R.  706 
Waysand  Means,  Comm.  Res, — Tca,[i  78]  1404 
Wreck  Abstract,  [177]  1662 

Berkeley,  Hon.  C.  P.  F.,  OhueesUr 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [179]  1317 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,   [178] 

728  ;— Wages  toArtiftcers  at  Ilome,  063  ;— 

—New  Works,  Ao.  [179]  032 

BxBKELBT,  Hon.  F.  H.  F.,  Bristol 
Ballot,  The,  [177]  660 ;  Res.[x8o]  416,  427 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1200 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [i  77]  1024 
Industrial  Exhibitions — Protection  of  Inven- 
tions, [177]  320 
Theatres,  Ao.  2R.  [180]  183 

Sernakd,  Mr.  T.  T.  Aylesbury 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  2R.  [178J  326 

Bessbobouoh,  Earl    of   (Master    of   the 

Buckhoands) 
Abyssinia—Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 
in,  Papers  moved  for,  [i  79]  739 

Bishops*  Trust  Substitution  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Mundy ;   Answer,  Mr.  Walpole 
June  10,  [180]  444    - 

Black,  Mr.  A.,  Edinburgh 

Attorneys,  dsc.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  571 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1250 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  211.  [178]  1400 
Medical  Practitioners,  Scotch,  [177]  509 

Blacebttrn,  Mr.  P.,  Stirlingshire 
Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  608 
Dogs  Regulation  (Irehind),  Comm.  ch  '6,  [179] 

483 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),    2R.  [179]  836; 

Comm.  d,  16,  Amendt.  [180]  533;  Consid. 

d.  18,  Amendt.  718 

Ilyde  Park,  Gardens  in,  [177]  1830 

Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board.  2R.  [178! 
100  -^ 

\conL 


BLACKBUKir,  Mr.  P. — eonl. 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 

537 

Sonli^  OoUectioD,  Papon  moved  for,  [180] 
413 

Supply— Lunatio  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  [179] 
600  ; — Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotbnd),  601; 
—Works  and  Public  Buildings,  703;— Woods, 
Forests,  Ac.  706,  707 ;  — OfBce  of  Works, 
Ac.  043,  045,  046;  — West  India  Relief 
Commission,  1136  ;— Landed  Estates  Court, 
1150,  1151; — Department  of  Science  and 
Art,  1180 


Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Waterfard  City 

Constabuhiry  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Consid.  d  3,  [180]  105 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  ICO 
Ireland— State    of.    Res.    [177]  820; — Poor 

Fishermen,  [179]  014; — The  Constabulary, 
'     1338  :— District  Lunatic  Asylums,  [180]  367 
Lunatics  in  Gnols,  [179]  503 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  [177]  1301 ;  2R.  [180]  097 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuanoe, 

Leave,  [180]  310  ;  2R.  500 
Railway    Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[178]  55 
Seirago  of  the  Metropolis,  [177]  1470 
Supply — Nonconforming,  dsc.  Ministers,  [179] 

1303  ;— Brehon  Laws  (Ireland),  1308 ;— Flax 

Cultivation  (Ireland),  1310 
Tories,    Robbers,   and    Rapparees   (Ireland), 

Comm.  [178]  1523 
Union  Offloers  (Ireland)  Snperannoation,  9R. 

[i77]l»08 


BoimAM-OABTEKy  Mr.  J.,  Winchester 

Aseem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio— Forgod 
Signatures,  Report,  [177]  1738;  Comm. 
[179]  58:  Report,  1243 

Inclosure,  2R.  [178]  541 

Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,!  177] 
447 


»f 


Borough  Franchiae  Extension 

(Mr,  Baines,  Mr.  Basley,  Mr,  Sduk/ield, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Fortter) 

177]  «.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Baift€$\  559 
Ordered,  after  short  debate ;  read  1°  Fd>  21 

[Bill  32] 
1 78]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2« 

(Jfr.  Baines)  May  3, 1372 
.  Previous  Question,  "  That  that  Question  bo 
now  put "  {Lord  Eteho),  1302 ;  after  long 
debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  further  adjourned  May  4 
.  Debate  resumed  ifayS,  1613;  after  long  debate, 
Previous   Question,   "That    that    Question 
be  now  put,"  A.  214,  N.  288 ;  M.  74 ;  Divi- 
sion List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1705 


Borough  Franchise  Extension  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Collins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Baines 
Mar  2,  [177]  956  ;  Observations,  Sir  George 
Grey ;  Answer,  Mr.  Baines  May  2,  [  1 78]  1 460 
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BoTrvBHiE,  Rt  Hon.  E.  V.^Ethnamock,  Sfc. 

Borough  Franohise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  U*49 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1193 
I^eeds  Court  of  Bankniptcj,  Res.  [180]  1112, 

1183 
Public  House  Olosing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

<?/.2,  [179]  551 
St.  Benet,  Graceohurch  Street,  and  Allhallows, 

Lombard  Street,  [17  7]  321 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  3R.  [x8o]  246 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[177]  H58, 1460 ;  [178]  1013,  1017 

BoYiLL,  Mr.  W.,  Ouildford 

Courti  of  Justice  Building,  Leaye,  [177]  194 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  180 
DjToe  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1021, 1022 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1199 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1291, 1293; 

Comm.  cl  1,  [179]  527;  ood.  cl,  537,  538, 

530 


BowTEBy  Sir  0.,  Dundalh 
Army  —  Recruiting,  Commission   moved  for, 

[177]  «25 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  493 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit 

2R.  [180]  295 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  530 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  178,180 
Game  (Ireland),  2R.  [177]  1528 
India  0£Bce   (Site,  dec),  Comm.  cL  2,  [178] 

861,  863 
Inns  of  Court,  Leave,  [177]  829;    2R.    [178] 

1040.  1048,  1053 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.cl.  1,  [180]  309 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  509 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  222 
Private    Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

103 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  79I  850 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177J  1352 
Science  and  Ai*t  Collections,  [178]  1554 
Supply — National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 

492,  497 
Union  of  Benefices  Act   Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1014 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved 

[180] 588 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  781 

Bhadt,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  68; 

Report,  00 
Army   Estimates— Military  Education,    [178] 

261  ;— MisccllAncous  Services,  263 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178] 475, 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [179]  078  ;   el,  4,  989 ;  add.  cl  994, 

095 
Inclosure,  211.  [178]  541 
Infant  Mortality  at  Emncth,  [178]  562 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [1783002 


Bbadt,  Mr.  J. — eonU 

Metropolis  Sewage  and    Essex   Reclamation, 

Consid.  [i78]887 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  508 
Public  Ofllces  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1303 
Supply — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  258 
Theatres,  Ac.  2R.  [1801 183 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Addreu  moved, 

[180]  588 

Bramston,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Eisex^  8. 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [179]  1263 

Brazil  and  Uruguay 

Question,  Mr.  Magnire ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
jFV6  10,  [177]  138  ;  Question,  Mr.  Maguire; 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb  24, 685  ;  Question. 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde ;  Answer,  Earl 
Russell  Mar  9,  1367 ;  Question,  Mr.  Ma- 
guire ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmertton  Mar  9» 
1371 


Brazil,  Diplomatic  Relation%  with 

Question,  Mr.  White  ;   Answer,  Viscount  Pal- 
merston  Mar  9,  [177]  1369 

Bkidoes,  Sir  B.  W.,  Kent,  E. 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180] 

720 
Romnn  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  612 
Supply — Hates  for  Government  Property,  [179] 

604 


Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham 

Armv — Case  of  Lieut  .-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

658 
Army  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178] 

164 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1611,  1013 
Cobdon,  Mr..  The  lato,  [178]  677 
Indemnity,  211.  [180]  080 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1657 
Navy — Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

385,  387,  391 
Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

442 
Qualidcation  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

183 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1336 
Saffron  lllll  Murder,  [177]  209 
United  States— Claims  for  compensation,  [177] 

1372 

Briscoe,  Mr.  J.  I..  Surrey,  W. 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.c/.  8.  [178]  1266 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  649 
Inclosure,  Comm.  [178]  628 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1332 
Supply  —  Now  Houses    of    Parliament,  [179] 

250  ; —Printing  and  Stationery,  1142 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [179]  516 
•Ways  and  Me;ins,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,[i78]  148f 
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Briiiol   and  North    Somerset    Railway 
{Southern  Extension)  Bill 

0.  Mored,  "That  the  Bill   be  now   read    2«" 

{Mr.  Gore  LomgUm)  April  7.  [178]  887 
Amcndt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Greaves) ;  Ques- 
tion, '*  That '  now/  Ae."  put,  and  negatived ; 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ; 
Bill  put  off  for  six  months 

Bristol,  Episcopal  Residence  at 

Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  June  2*i,  [180]  032 

British  Guiana — Coolies 

Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  3fay  30,  [179]  1103 

British   India    and   Colonial   Trust   and 
Agency  Corporation  {lAniited) 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Milncr 
Gibson  June  29,  [180]  925 

British  Kaffiraria 
Question,   Mr.  Arthur   Mills ;   Aofwer,  Mr. 
GardwellF^6  14,[i77]237 

Britiflh  KaflAraria  Axmexatioii  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Cardwelly  Mr,  C,  FwUseue) 

177]  e,  Ordeted  ;  it»d  1»  Feb  IC,  312     [BQl  27] 
Read  2«  •  Feb  23 

Committee  • ;  Report  Mar  1  [Bill  15] 

Considered  *  Mar  0 
.  Considered  in  Committee;  after  debate,  re- 
ported mar  3, 1093 
Read  3'' *ifar  7 

1,  Read  1*  *  ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  9 

.  Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  13, 1531      (No.  27) 
Committee* ;  Report  Mar  14 
Read  3*  *  Mar  16  (No.  34) 

"- r.e.5] 


BriUsh  North  Ameriea^-^nt. 


Rojal  Assent  Mar  27 


[28  Vta. 


British  Museum 

Petition  of  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
{Earl  Stanhope)  Mar  22,  [177]  956  ;  with- 
drawal  of  Notiee  of  Motion  {Axrl  Stanhope) 
Mar  13, 1530 ;  Obser rations,  Mr.  Walpole  ; 
Hopljr,  Tho  Cbanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  13,  1534;  Question,  Mr.  Augustus 
Smith ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  18,  [179]  488 

Enlargement  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Hcnrj  Sey- 
mour ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  May  16,  [i  79] 
390 

British  North  America 

Canada^  Defences  of— Report  of  Colonel  Jer- 
voit,  Question,  Lord  Lyveden  ;  Answer,  Earl 
De  Grey  and  Ripon  ;  long  debate  thereon 
Feb  20,  [177]  416 :  Obsoryations,  Mr.  Sey- 
mour Fittgerald ;  Reply,  Mr.  CardwoU  ; 
long  debate  thereon  Mar  13, 1530  ;  Question, 
Tho  Earl  of  Airlie  ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey 
and  Ripon  May  5,  [178]  1526;  I/etter«o*f 
Colonel  Jenrois^PaW.  F,  [3434] 

[conS. 


Quebec,  Defences  of,  Obaerrations,  Lord  Elebo 
Mar  24,  [178]  242 ;  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  April  6,  For  Copy  of  Papers  and 
Extracts  of  Correspondence  relative  to  the 
proposed  Canadian  Deienees  and  the  sharo 
of  the  total  cost  which  is  to  be  reepectiTely 
borne  by  Canada  and  the  United  Kingdom  " 
{Lord  Meho),  [178]  793;  after  long  debate, 
Question,  *'That  the  words,  ^V'  pnt,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Question,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  AprUI,  892 

Canada,  Diimitsal  of  Judge  Coursol,  Question, 
Mr.  Peaoooke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  10, 

[177]  137 

Confederation,  The^  Question,  Lord  Robert 
Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Mar  28,  [178] 
83 ;  Obserrations,  Mr.  Cardwell  June  19, 
[180]  439  ;  Papers  relating  to  the  late  Con- 
terenoes  presented  [by  Command];  to  lie 
on  the  Table^PaH.  P.  Mo.  [3426.  8535] 

North  West  Territory,  Question,  Lord  Wham- 
oliflb  ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  Feb  88,  [177] 
583 

BaUways,  Question,  Mr.  Aytoun;  Answer, 
Mr.  Caldwell  Mar  24,  [i  78]  234 


British  North  American  Steamship  Com* 

pasty 
Question,    Mr.    Baxter;   Answer,   Mr.    Peel 
JTor  9,  [177]  1868 


Bboxlet,  Mr.  W.  D.,  WanDiekshirej  N. 

Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [178]  533 ; 

Comm.  add.  d,  Amendt.  758,  764 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  97 
Union  ChargeabUity,  Consid.[i79]  693 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,    Re- 
turns moved  for,  [179]  211 


BBOvBWJit  Lord 

Anti-SlaTory  Society,  [180]  122 
Partnerriiip  Amendment,  Uomm.  [180]  253 
PriTate  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  179,  [180] 

852 
SUto  Trade  Papers,  [180]  333, 431 ;  Explana- 
tion, 1025 
Union  ChaigeabiUty,  2R.  [x8o]  20 


Bkowne,  Lord  J.  T.,  Mayo  Co. 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [178]  1514;  Comm.  [179]  980;  cl.  0, 

993  ;  aidd,  d,  995 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  6,  [179] 

481 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Aot  OontinoAnec, 

Leave,  [180]  324 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  68 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comin.  [179]  614 
Supply — Lunatic  Asylum,   Isle  of  Man,  [179] 

507,  590,  600  ;  —  Fishery  Board  (Scotland). 

1307 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1008;  Comm.  cU  1»  Amendt.  [178] 

266 
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Bnucp,  Right  Hon.  K.  A.  (Yice  President 
of  the    Committee   of   Council   for 
Education),  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Cattle  Biseasos  Preyention,  [179]  298 
Charitable  Trusts  Foes,  2R.  [178]  1032 
Charities,  Vacant  Inspeotorship  of,  [180]  203 
Education — Revised  Code  of  Regulations,  [177] 
323,  328;   Committee    moved  for,  804;— 
School  Grants,  [178]  1465;  —  Endowmonta 
for,  Minute  of  Council,  1535,  1536.  1537 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [180}  440 
Grand  Junction  Canal  Basin,  [180]  1043 
Science  and  Art  Departiftent,  [177I5OO 
Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moyea  for,  [180] 

413,  410 
Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  [179]  608,  600  ; 
—Education,  1153,  1160,  1162  ;— Depart- 
ment of  Science  and  Art,  1166, 1170, 1178, 
1180 
Union  Phargeability,  Comm.  [179]  324  ;  Consid. 
667,  671,  683 


Bbuce,  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 

Belfaat^Riots  at,  [i  77]  400 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
Comm.  Preamble,  [i  79]  085 

Game  (Ireland),  2R.  [177]  1528 ;  Comm.  [179] 
372 

Ireland— SUto  of,  R.es.  [i  77]  795  .'—Stipen- 
diary Magistrates — Mr.  Ffrench,  1476 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  615 

BucHAKAK,  Mr.  W.,  Glasffoto 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  608 
Writs   Registration,    Ao.   (Seotland),    Leave, 

[I? 7]  052 

Buckley,  Lieut. -Gen.  E.  P.,  Salishury 
India— The  Sixty-fourth  Foot,  [178]  1240 


BuLKELET,  Sir  B.  B.  "W.,  Anglesey 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  204 


BiTLLEB,  Sir  A.  "W.,  Devonport 

Navy — Superannuation  in  the  Dockyards,  [1 77] 
452 

Burial  Service,  The 

Question,  Lord  Ebury;  Answer,  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  June  23,  [180]  707 

Moved  to  resolve.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Evils  arising  from  the  compul- 
sory and  almost  indiscriminate  use  of  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Church  of  England 
demand  the  early  attention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture {Lord  Ebury)  July  3,  [180]  1026; 
Cent.  20,  Not-Cont.  44  ;  M.  23  ;  Resolved 
in  the  negative ;  List  of  Cont.  and  Not- 
Cont.,  1033 

BuRT.EiGn,  Lord,  Northamptonshire,  N. 
Militia— Reviews  of  the,  [180]  538 

BuiiuKLL,  Sir  P.,  I'^ew  Shoreham 
Roman  Catholio  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1007 


N.   1865)  BUR         CAI 

- 179  — 180. 

BuBT,  Yisoount  (Treasurer  of  the  House- 
hold), Wick,  ^e. 

Army  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  he,  [178] 
124 

Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  mored  for, 
[177]  505 

Lanoasbire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1660 

Princess  of  Wales — Answer  to  Address,  [180! 
250  .      'L       J 

Wimbledon  Common,  Postponement   of,  211.' 
[i77]408;2R.  Ii78]760 


Bim^B,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Tower  Samlets 
Powder  Magazines,  GoTemment,  [177]  135 

Butt,  Mr.  I.,  Toughal 
Courts  of  Common  Law  (IrelandX  [177]  847 


BuxTov,  Mr.  C,  Maidstone 
Borough  FranoUse  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1660 
Canada — Defences  of.  Papers  moTcd  for,  [178] 

804 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  646 
East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 

952 
New  Zealand—War  in,  ^177]  1400 
Saturday  Half-holiday  in  Government  OfBoes, 

[k8o]  633 


Caird,  Mr.  J.,  Stirling,  See, 
Agricultural  Statistics,  [178]  560 
Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1130 
Export  Duties  (India),  [178]  1600 
Ireland — State  of.  Res.  [177]  815 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  264,  267 
Metropolis  Sewage  and    Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  830, 844 
Piers  and  Uarbours  (Scotland),  [179]  021 
Supply— Office  of  Woods,  Ao.  [180]  479,  484 


Oaibns,  Sir  H.  M.,  Belfast 

Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  992,  1013 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  320,  828,  969,  354^ 

355,  356,  357,  859,  860  ;  Res.  [180]  150 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

825 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Leare,  [178]  1170  ;  Comm.  [179]  982,  983  ; 

d.  1,  Amendt.  986 ;  cl,  4,  Amendt.  988,  989, 

900 ;   el.  7,  091 ;  el.  9,  Amendt.  092,  994  ; 

add.  el  996  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  [180]  104  ;  el. 

3,  105;  «/.  4, 106 
Court  of   Chancery  (Ireland),   Comm.  [178] 

528 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  403 
India — District  Judges,  [177]  203 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [177]  761  ;— The  Con- 
stabulary, [179]  1339, 1341 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  626 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  104 
Railway  TraveUing  (Ireland),  2R.  [178J  60 

[eemi. 
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CAimKi,  Sir  H.  M.— «oif<. 

Record  of  Title   (Ireland),  SR.    [179]    851» 

853  ;  Comm.  1183  ;  cl.  U»  [180]  88  ;  d.  40, 

89 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]    1087, 

1097  ;  a.  I,  Amendt.  [180]  46 
Small    Benefices  ( Ireland )  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [X76]0O 

Catthnesb,  Earl  of 
LocomollTCB  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  871 

Cambrxdob^  Duke  of  (Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding-in-Chief) 
Army  — MUitarj   Hospitals   at   Netlej   and 
Woolwich,  [177]  IIU 

Caxpbell,  Lord 

Priyate  Bills— SUnding  Orders,  [180]  917 
PubUc  Schools,  2R.  [178]  667 

Canada — see  BritUh  North  America 

CANTEBBi7aT,  Arohbishop  of 
Burial  Serf  ice.  The,  [^j8oT  708,  709 ;  Res.  1080 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [179]  873  ;   Res. 

1046 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  699 
PubUo  Schools,  2R.  [178]  657,  749 
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Cape  of  Good  Sop$ — Long  v.  Bishop  of 
Cape  Town 

Question,  Mr.  Grant  DufP;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  18,  [179]  486 

I%d  Kafirt,  Question,  Mr.  Warner ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  May  29,  [179]  976  —  (see 
Briiiih  Kafraria) 


Capital  PnniBhrnents  within  Gaols  Bill 

{Mr,  Bibbert,  Mr,  Banham-CarUr,  VUet,  Enfidd) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'>Teb  20  [BiU  30] 

Bill  withdrawn  June  28,  [180]  915 

Cabdioav,  Earl  of 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108, 109 

Cabdwell,  Eight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary  of 
8tate  for  the  Colonies),  Oxford  City 

Africa — Rumoured  expedition  against  Asban- 
tee,  [177]  d23;«-Westem  Coast,  Comm. 
moved  for,  553 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1813, 
1815  ;~Work8,  Buildings,  &o.  [178]  160 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  el,  8,  [178]  1209 

British  Guiana— Coolies,  [179]  1104 

British  KaflTraria,  [177]  287;  Leave,  312; 
Comm.  1098  ;  d.  17,  1099 

British  North  American  Colonies,  [178]  83  ; 
—Red  River  Territory,  [179]  977 ;— The 
Confederation,  Papers  presented,  [180]  439 

Canada — Dismissal  of  Judge  Coursol,  [177] 
137  ;— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Keport, 
1165,  1595,  1596;  Papers  moved  for,  [178I 
8)8,  845,  892 ;— Railways  in,  235;  — 
Fortidcations  in,  [179]  ili 

[eOiU, 


Cabdwbli,  Right  Hon.  E. — cont, 

Canadian  Delegates,  [179]  1209 

Cape  Colony— The  KafBrs,  [177]  976 

China— Taxation  at  Uong  Kong,  [177]  1119 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178J  852 

Colonial  Bishops,  [178]  788  ;— See  of  Ropert'f 

Land,  [170]  1100 
Colonial  Defences,  [179^  1106 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Allowances),  [177] 

119 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  [1 78] 
959;  I^ave,  1514,  1517,  1510  ;  2R.  [179] 
1031, 1035;  Comm.  ell  2.  [180]  513,  514; 
el  4,  065  ;  d.  12,  668,  669  ;  add.  el,  670  ; 
3R.  843 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Leave,  [177]   1027, 

1030 ;  Comm.  1824 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [179]  911 
Episcopal  Church  in  the  Colonies,  [178]  276 
Mauritius— Military  Defence,  [177]  1746 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  289,  9»0.  I51I, 
1512. 1746, 1747 ;— Renewal  of  hostiUties  in, 
[178]  785,  893;— AfBurs  of,  [179]  879;— 
Separation  of  Provinces,  1104 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  [180]  927 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  9,  [178]  360,362 ; — Civil 
Service  Estimates,  852; — Education  (Ire- 
land), [179]  1259  ;— Bermudas,  1281  ;— La- 
buan,1281 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland) 

[180]  758 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  137 
United  States— Passport  System,  [177]  661 
Western  Africa— War  at  Lagos,  [179]  390 


Carkakvok,  Enrl  of 

Companies  Workmens'  Education,  Comm.  r/.  1, 
[179]  956 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  869 ;  Nomi- 
nation of  Comm.  [180]  7,  8 

Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [179]  192; 
Comm.  380 

Prisons,  2R.  [180]  519  ;  Comm.  el,  68,  Amendt. 
853;  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  854;  Schedule  2, 
855 

Union  ChargeabUity,  2R.  [180]  32,  33 


Cahkegie,  Hon.  C,  Forfarshire 
Army — Recruiting,    Commission    mored    for, 

[177]  523 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  2R.  Adj.  moved, 
[178]  1168,  1571 


Carriers  ActAmendmentBill 

{Mr.  Milner  Gib$m,  Mr.  BuU) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read 
1"  •/«>/<?  10  [Bill  224] 

R(ad2»»/imtf  19 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3°  •  June  21 
I.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Stanley  of  Aldcrley)  Jtme  29 

Read  2»*  June  26  (No,  198) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 

Read  3*  •  June  29 
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CIIA 


Cartoofis  and  Omammtal  Screens  at  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace — Petition 
Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards  Mar  31,  [178] 
556  ;    Question,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bontinek ; 
Answer,   Mr.   Cowper  May  16,  [179]  301 
—(Por^.  P,  L.  No.  84) 

Casey f  Alexander ^  Property  of  the  late 
Question,  Colonel    Vandeleur ;    Answer,   Sir 
Robert  Peel  Mar  28,  [178]  370 

Cattle,  Diseases  in 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegi'ave-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  Mar  6,[i77]  1117 

Cattle  Diseases  Prevention  Bill 
Question,  Sir  Jervoise  Jervoise  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
II.  A.  Bruce  May  15,  [179]  207 

Cave,  Mr.  S.,  Neto  Shareham 
Africa — Western    Coast,  Comm.    mOTod   for, 

[1773545 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1256 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  154, 155 
Colonial  Governors   (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[179]  1029;   Comm.  cl,   4,  Amendt.  [180] 

663,  664 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Comm.  [177]  1823 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1210 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  [179]  1314 
Industrial    Schools,    Suspension  of   Standing 

Order,  [178]  487 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  604 
Navy—Loss  of  the  '*  Bombay,'*  [180]  631 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1602 
Oyster  Fishery,  [178]  672 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178]    1286; 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [179]  526  ;  add.  CL  534 
Poland— Affairs  of,  Res.  [177]  1839 
Post  Horse  Duty,  Exemption  from,  [178]  804 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of,  Res.  [179]  104 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1»  [179]  1334 
Slave  Trade,  [177]  846 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks,  R*-Oomm.  [180] 

516 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  476 
Thames  Embankment,  [180]  633 
Trinity  Board— Steam  Tugs,  [177]  1117 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  337 ;  add.  cL 

521;  Consid.  701 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [i  78]  1475 
West  India  and  Pacific  Steam  Skip  Company's 

Mail  Contract,  [177]  1921 
West  India  Postage  Rate,  [180]  46 
Wrecks  and  Casualties,  Abstract  of,  [177]  287 

Cavendish,  Lord,  G.  H.,  Derhyshire,  It. 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  add,  el.  [179]  524 

Cecil,  LordE.  T.  G.,  {see  also  Gr^bojjbs^, 
Yiscount)  Stamford 
Aieem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

Res.  Amendt.  [178]  1611 ;  Comm.  [179]  60 
Borough  Franchise  £itension,2R.  Adj.  moved, 

[178]  1448,  1449 
British  North  American  Colonies,  [178]  83 

[cont. 


Cecil,  Lord  R.  T.  G. — ami, 

Canada — ^Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois*  Report, 

[177]  1609 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  734,  730,  739, 

741,742,851 
Education — Revised  Code  of  Regulations,  [177] 

327 ;  Comm  moved  for,  902 
India  Office  (Site,  &c.),  Coram,  el.  2,  [178]  862 
Ireland,  State  of,  Res.  [177]  717 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  [179]  490 ;  Comm. 

moved  for,  781 
Metropolitan  Houseless   Poor,  Consid.   [178] 

859 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [1J7]  1507; — Separa- 
tion of  Provinces,  [179]  1104 
Notices  of  Motion,  &c.[i77]  322 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.[i8o]  93 
Tests  Abolition  (Oiford),  2R.  Amendt.  [180] 

210,  228 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  el.  2,  [179]  516 
United  States — Claims  for  compensation,  [177] 

1372;— Extradition  Treaty  with,  1537;— 

The  "  Alabama,"  [179]  1108 

Certiflcates  of    ICarriage,   ftc,   Dattes 
Bepeal  Bill 

(Sir  J.  Fergtuton,  Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Blackburn) 
e.  Ordered  *  May  23 

Ceylon,  Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rocks 
Question,    Mr.    Baillie    Cochrane;    Answer, 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  1,  [179]  1180 

Chain  Cables  and  Anchors 
Question,    Mr.    Laird;   Answer,    Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  May  9,  [179]  46 ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Laird ;   Reply,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson ;   short 
debate  thereon  June  23.  [180]  732 

Chairman  of  Committees 
The  Lord  Redesdale  appointed,  Nemine  Die- 
scniiente,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees 
of  the  House  of  Lords  for  thii  Session,  [i  77] 
Feb  7 


Chakgeixob,  The  Lobd  (Lord  Westbury) 
Abolition   of  Arrest  on  Final  Process,  Ir. 
[177]  1365,  1367 


Affirmations  (Scotland),  2R.  [178]  2 

I,  IR.  [I 
1466 


Attorneys  and  Solicitors, 


77]  634 ;  2R. 


AugmenUtion  Act,  Returns,  [177]  225,  227 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  77] 

1222,  1223 
Bankruptcy,  Court  of,  [177]  93 
Clerical  Subscription,  Res.  [179]  1046,  1050 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  Comm.  [179] 

718 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [179]  180, 182 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  IR.  [177 

486;  2R.  1038;  3a.  [179]  108 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [178]  1171 ; 

Comm.  1310  ;  3R.  el.  16,  1579,  1580,  1582  ; 

[180I  252  ;  Commons  Amendts.  859 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  3R.  cl. 

14,  [178]  1584;   add.  cl.  1535,  1686,  1588  ; 

Commons  Amendts.  [180]  357 

leotti. 


CHA 
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CHA 


Cbanosllob,  The  Loan — eont. 

Courts  of  Justice  Site,  [177]  415,  410;  Re- 
turns moved  for,  1914, 1919 

Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  bj  Rail- 
ways, [178]  665 

Dockrall,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  moTed  for,  [178] 
103,  1532, 1533 

Edmunds,  Leonard — Resignation  of,  Comm. 
nioTod  for,  [177]  1203,  1212,  1215,  1217, 
1219,  1221 

Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Eridenoeand  Prac- 
tice, 2R.  [177]  1725 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [i  78]  193, 1532, 1533 

Juries (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  1597 

Marriages  (Lamboame),  Comm.  add,  eL  [179] 
189, 191 

Parliament — Lords    Commissioners*   Speech, 

[177]  2 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [180]    118; 

Comm.  d.  5, 253 ;  Report,  711, 716 

Patent  RighU,[i77]  635,  636 

Prirate  Bill  CosU,  2R.  [178]  76 ;  Res.  add,  el 
484  ;  SR.  ProTiso,  768 

Reading  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Out-door  Com- 
mittees, [177]  317 

Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1453 

Resignation  of— 'Personal  Statement,  [180] 
1174 

Sa£Fh>n  Uill  Murder— Case  of  Peliizloni,  [178] 
486 

Standing  Order  No.  191  —  Displacement  of 
London  Poor,  Amendt.ri78]  878,  874, 877 

Statute*  Law  Reyision,  IR.  [180]  430 

Chakcbllob  of  the  Exchequsb  (Right 
Hon.  Vr.  £.  Gladstone),  Oxford  Vhi- 
versitff 

African  Merohant's  Company,  Subsidy  to,  [177] 

748 
Army  Estimatee—  Chelsea  and  Kilmainham 

Hospitals,   [178]   857; — Administration   of 

the  Army,  985 
Army — Salary  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  [180]  090 
Attorneys,  dec.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  572 
Bank  of  Ireland,  2R.  [177]  453 
Bank  of  Ireland  (Consolidated  Fund),  Res. 


[1771156 

Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180;^ 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.   [177J  616;   Comm. 


Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  605 


1909;    [178]  1247;  el.  8,    Amendt.    1265, 

1267,    1268  ;aifte.  el.   1270,    1272,    1273; 

3R.  Amendt.  [179]  800;  Re-Comm.  810; 

el.  8,  815,  819,  821,  822,  823 ;  Preamble, 

Amendt.  827;  3 R.  1123 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  150, 154,  155 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [177]  1450 
British  Museum,  [177]  1534;  [179]  488,  489 
Business,  Public,  [178J  1204 
Cape  of  Good  Hope — Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 

Town,  [179]  486,487 
Church   Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178] 

420,  444 
ClTil  Senrioe  Estunates,  [i  78]  736,  737,  740 
Collection  of  Taxes,  [178]  669 
Collection  of  the  Revenue  in  Scotland,  [179] 

236 
Comptroller  of  the  Exoheqner  and  Public  Audit, 

2R.  [180]  284,  302 

ConsoUdated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R.  [180] 
675 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jorisdlotioii  (Judges 
S«larioB),  Res.  [i  80]  528 


Chahcxllob  ov  tbb  ExcBsquBB— «onf. 

Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  mored 

for.  [180]  1212 
Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  [179]  541 ;  Comm. 

949.  950  :  a.  1,  951.  952,  1038 
Education,  Comm.  mored  for,  [177I  850 
Established    Church    Serrice  —  Rev.   A.  D. 

Wagner,  Comm.  moTod  for,  [179]  770 
Financial  Statement,  [177]  1534;— Ways  and 

Means,  Comm.  Res.  [i  78]   1084, 1 142 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  37, 1467 
GoTemment  Annuities  Act,  [177]  238,   560. 

959:  [180]  823 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Consid.  el.  13,  [180]  508 
Highway  Contracts,  Stamp  Duty  on,  [180]  446 
Income  Tax  Papers,  [178]  670 
India  Office  (Site,  &e.),  Comm.  cZ.2,  [178]  862 
Inhind  Revenue  Acts,  Comm.  Res.  (Malt),  [179] 

665;  Res.  1   (Stamp  Duties),  711;  Ret.  2, 

712,  713 ;  Res.  3,  t6. ;  Res.  4,  714 
Inland  Revenue,  Conun.  el.  7,  Amendt.  [180] 

304 :  a.  16, 805  ;  eL  25, 306  ;  Preamble.  307, 

308 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  204, 

200,  211,  212,  374,  375,  377.378 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  ft  77]  674  ;— Medieal 

Officers  in  Unions,  Res?  1519,  1522  ;— Rjul- 

way    System,   Address  moTcd,  [178]  917; 

[180]  927 
Liguof  and  Succession  Dnty,  [177]  134,  448 
LtTcrpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  655 
Lotteries— Public  Departments,  [179]  1968 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  272,  275,  278,  280 
Man,  Isle  o^  Disafforcstation  (Compensation), 

Comm.  [177]  1458 
Marriage  Certificates,  Stamp  Duties  on,  [179] 

298 
Mileage  Duty  on  Stage  Carriages,  [180]  261 
Navy — Dockyard  Accommodation,  [1 78]  1603 
New  Museum  of  Natural  History,  [179]  876, 

877 
North  and  South  Shields,  Ports  of,  [180]  1162 
Patent  Office,  Alleged  irregularities    in  the, 

[177]  1123;— Accounts,  [179]  637.  638 
Paymaster  General  and  the  Audit  Office,  [iSo] 

628 
Pensions  to  Officers  of  the  House  of  hoitiM, 

[177]  1370 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of,  Res.  [179]  204 
Post  Office— Threepenny  Postage  Stamp,  [177] 

410 
Public  Accounts,  Committee  of,  [177]  931; 

Committee  nominated,  455,  456 
Railway  Legislation,  [177]  232,  236,  237 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179I  613,  618 
Savings  Banks  and  the  National  Debt,  [f8o] 

443, 444      • 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [179]  1550,  1562, 

1565 
SUver  Coinage,  [180]  262 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks,  Comm.  el,  1, 

[180]  28 
Supply — Redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Toll,  [17  7] 

1456; — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Mao,  [179] 

599  ;— Works  and  Public  Buildings,  704  ;— 

Woods,  Forests,  d(c.  707,  709 ;— Office  of 

Works,  d(c.  943,  946,  947;— Printing  and 

Stationery,  1144,   1145,   1146  ;  — National 

Gallery,  1260,  1275 ;  —  Royal  Academj  of 

Music,  1280 ;— British  Museum,  1353 ;— Post 

Office  Department,  1359, 1360 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2H.  [180]  217,  224 
Timber  Duties,  [177]  1480 

[osfsIL 
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CHE 


Chancellor  of  the  Exohequbr — coni. 

Tobacco,  Home  Grown,  [t8o]  026 
Union  Chargeability,  Gonsid.  [179]  696 
Unirereity  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moTed, 

[180]  577,  683 
University  of  Oxford,  Election  for  the,  [179] 

60 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1084,  1142;— Tea,  1240,  1242, 

1466, 1483, 1489, 1492, 1403 ;  Amendt.  1600 ; 

— Income,   1601 ;  —  Fire  Insurance,   1606, 

1606, 1609, 1612  ;  Report,  Exchequer  Bonds, 

1710 
Wines,  Foreign,  [i  79]  1 13 

Chapter  House,  Westminster 
Question,   Sir   Stafford   Northcote;    Answer, 
Mr.  Cowper  May  18,  [179]  488 

Charitable  Trusts  Fees  Bill 

{Mr,  Hankey,  Mr.  Shatv-Lefcvre) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l*"  •  Mar  10  [BUI  66] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2^"  {Mr, 

Thomson  Hankey)  April  26,  [178]  1027 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Sir  M.  Peto)  ;  Ques- 
tion, •*  That  'now'  <fec.  ;"  after  short  de- 
bate. Question  put,  and  negatived ;  main 
Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ;  Bill  put  off 
for  six  months 

Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London    and 

Westminster 
Hoved,  **That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial 
Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minotcr,  referred  to  in  the  Eleventh  and 
Twelfth  Reports  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, be  laid  before  the  House"  (The 
Bishop  of  London)  June  23,  [180]  706  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to — Pari,  P, 
No.  [3461] 

Charlemont,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  7 

Cbebthau,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 

Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

el.  12,  [180]  669 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

el,  1,  [180]  681;  a<i(i.c/.  684 
Lancashire  and   Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1064 
Tnide  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1899 
United  States — Consuls  for  the  Southern  States, 

[180]  368 

Chelmsfobd,  Lord 
Abolition  of  Arrest  on  Final   Process,  IR. 

[177]  1366 
Abyssinia-^Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [178]  1076  ;  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  726, 

1043,  1044  ;  [180]  109,  1146,  1166 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  88 
Affirmations  (Scotland),  2R.  [178]  1 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  2R.  [177]  1471 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency   (Ireland)    Act 

AmenduMnt,  2R.  [177]  1222;  Report,  [178] 

374 

YOL.  CTiXXX,  Itmjbs>  sfBixs.]  {conu 


Chxlmsford,  Lord — tonU 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 
096 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1046, 1047; 
3R.  «2.  4,  Amendt.  1117 

Confession  in  the  Church  of  England— Law  of 
Evidence,  [i  79]  181,  182 

County    Courts    Equitable  Jurisdiction,    2R. 
[177]  1036 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.  el,  4,  [178] 
1313  ;  3R.  cl  16, 1682  ;  [180]  261 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of — Pension, 
Res.  [170]  31,  38,718 

Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2R.[  177]  1726.  1727 

Illicit  Distillation  in  Clare  and  Donegal,  Re- 
turn moved  for,  [177]  281 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  1633 

Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1697 

Ix>cal  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 
[180]  263 

Marriages  (Lambourne),  Comm.  add,  cU  [179] 
101 

Navy  —  Captains  on  the  Reserved  List,  [180I 
976 

Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  d,  6,  [180) 
262,  263  ;  Report,  709 ;  Amendt.  716,  710 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  786 

Penalties  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [180]  968 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 
[180]  114;  e/.  6,  116 

Roman  Catholic  Oath..2R.  [180]  812 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  d,  40, 
Amendt.  [180I  868 

Standing  Order  No.  191— Displacement  of  Lon- 
don Poor,  [178]  876 

Wlnslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to.  Explanation,  [180] 
1139 

Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition  Bill 

(Sir  J,  Shelley,  Mr,  Loeke  King,  Mr,  Locke) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  16 

Readl<»*3farl6  [Bill  74] 

Moved.    «*That    the  Bill    be  now  read    2»" 

(Sir  J,  ShcUey)May  1,  [178]  1301 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  BenHnck) ;  Ques- 
tion, •*  That  *  now*  Ac. ; "  after  short  de- 
bate, A.  27,  N.  14  ;  M.  13;  main  Ques- 
tion agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*^,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges  Bill— (see  Metropo- 
litan Toll  Bridges  BiU) 

Cheltenham    and    Qloueestershire     Water 

Bill  (hy  Order) 
e.  Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  jP<;6  21 , 
[177]  490 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Lord  R.  Montagu)^ 
491  ;  after  debate.  Question,  "  That  *  now ' 
d(c.,"  A.  88,  N.  118  ;  M.  30 ;  Bill  put  off  for 
six  months 

Chemists  and  Bnifi^gists  Bill 

{SirF,  Kelly,  Mr,  Kinglake,  Sir  8,  Northcote) 

177]  e.  Resolution  in  Committee,  1910 

Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  17  [BiU  78 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  r«ad  a*** 
(Sir  FitMBoy  KsUfi)  Mox  %« A1<^ 
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Chemists  and  DrtiggUis  BtU—eoni, 

After  debate,  Bill  read  3°,  and  committed  to  a 
178]  Select  Committee,  470 

And,  on  April  6,  Select  Committee  nominated 
as  follows:— Mr.  Baring  (Chairman),  Sir 
FiURoy  Kelly,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Lord  Elcho, 
Mr.  Brady,  Mr.  Hastings  Russell,  Mr.  Charles 
Wynn,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Solater- Booth,  Mr. 
Cox,  Mr.  Schneider,  Sir  James  Fergnsson,  Mr, 
Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Roebuck,  and  Mr.  Black 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  June  10— (Pari. 
P.  No.  881) 

Chemists  and  Dmg^gist  (No-  2)  Bill 

{Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr,  C,  Forster,  Mr.  Airrton) 

e.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  Mar  21,  [178]  46 
Ordered  ;  read  1°  after  short  debate  Mar  21 
Read  2®  •  Mar  20,  and  referred  to  the  same 

Select  Committee  [Bill  84] 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  June  19— {Pari, 
A  No.  381) 


ChesteBi  Bishop  of 
'    St.  Titus  Church,  Lirerpool,  [i  79]  861 

Chichestkb,  Earl  of 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  705 
St.  Titus  Church,  Lirerpool,  [179]  861 

Childers,    Mr.  H.   C.  E.    (Lord  of  the 
Admiralty),  Pontefract 

Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  [179]  541,  1041 

Greenwich  Hospital,  Leave,  [178]  1002,  1013  ; 
2R.  [179]  1011,  1012,  1017  ;  Comm.  cl.  5, 
1316, 1317,  1318  ;  cl,  10,  1319,  1320,  1322  ; 
cL  11,  1324,  1325;  el.  14,  1326;  cl.  20, 
[180]  125.  126;  cl.  43,  127;  el.  61,  128; 
add.  cl.  129,  130 ;  Consid.  d,  13,  Amendt. 
499,  506 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 
Railway.  2R.  [177]  1056 

Navy — Chaplain  General,  [177]  1017; — Dock- 
yard Accounts,  1018  ; — Wages  in  Dockyards, 
1143; — Naval  Chaplains,  1637; — Greenwich 
Hospital,  1923; — Chaplains'  Quarterly  Re- 
port, [178]  488  ;— Board  of  Admiralty,  712  ; 
— Case  of  Sir  R.  Bromley,  [179]  1336; — 
Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180]  394, 
396,  397,  751 ;— Masters  in  the,  983 

Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1444; 
—  Coast  Guard  Service,  [178]  728;  — 
Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  949,  952 ; 
— Wages  to  Artificers  Abroad,  954  ; — Mis- 
cellaneous Services,  955;  —  Naval  Stores, 
996  ;— New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  932, 942 

Supply,  Report,  [178]  1039 

China 

British  Subjects  in  the  Chinese  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
JFV6  16,[i77]287 

British  Subjects  in.  Observations,  Colonel 
Sykes ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  20, 
1046;  Question,  Colonel  Sykes;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  Apnl  6,  [i  78]  782 

Consular  Cotirts  in.  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Lnyard  Mar  2*,  t^n^^Sl 


\ 


China — eont. 

Dismissal  of  Prince  Kung^  QaettioD,  Colonel 
Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  June  2,  [179] 
1209 

Foreign  Vessels  under  the  Chinese  Flag,  Qoet- 
tion,  Mr.  Liddell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajard 
June  20,  [180]  639 

Indian  Allowances  tit,  QuestioD,  Mr.  Walde- 
grave-Leslie;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Uartingion  Miar  23,  [178]  81 

Piracy  in,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Aaswcr, 
Mr.  Uyard  AprU  7,  [178]  888 

Proceedings  in.  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Layard  May  I,  [178]  1239 

Taxation  at  Hong  Kong,  Question,  Mr.  Waldo- 
grave-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card  well  Mar  9, 
[177]  1119 


Church  Attendance  on  Sunday  Bill 

(Mr.  Clifford,  Mr.  A.  Russell,  Mr.  S.Lefem) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committeo  Mar  1,  [177]  946 
Ordered ;  read  !»  •  Mar  1  [Bill  46] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  3/ar  13 


Church  Ustahlishment  {Ireland) 

Motion,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase, 
the  present  position  of  the  Irish  Choreh 
Establishment  is  unsatisfactory,  and  calls  for 
the  early  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govcni- 
ment"  {Mr,  Dillwyn)  Mar  28,  [178]  384; 
after  long  debate.  Motion,  ^  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Oosehen) ;  A.  221, 
N.  106  ;  M.  115  ;  Debate  adjourned  till  Toes- 
day  2nd  May  ;  Question,  Mr.  Walpole ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Dillwyn  April  28,  1204 

Church  of  England 

Burial  Service,  Moved  to  resolve.  That,  is 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Evils  arisio^ 
from  the  Compulsory  and  almost  indiscrimi- 
nato  use  of  the  Burial  Service  of  the  Chnreh 
of  England  demand  the  early  attention  of  Um 
Legislature  {Lord  Ebury)  July  3,  [180] 
1026  ;  On  Question  ?  Cont.  20,  Not-Coot., 
43  ;  M.  23  ;  Resolved  in  the  negative ;  litt 
of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  1033 

Confession  in  tlic — Law  of  Evidenee — Cast  of 
Constance  Kent,  Questions,  The  Marquess  of 
Westmeath  Miyl2,[i79]  177;  long  debate 
thereon 

Convocation  of  Canterbttry — Alteration  0]  lk 
Canons,  Question,  Mr.  Whiteside;  Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  June 8,  [179]  1269;  Qow- 
tion,  Mr.  Whiteside ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  June  16,  [180]  369 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Tite,  Question,  Mr. 
Henry  Seymour ;  Answer,  Sir  Geoi^  0«7 
/t(iy8,[i8o]1044 

Ejnscopal  Churcfi  in  the  Colonies,  Qoettion, 
Mr.  Dunlop ;  Answers,  Mr.  OardweU,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  27,  [178]  275 

Episcopal  Residence  at  Bristol,  Question.  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  June  22,  [180]  632 

Episcopate,  Increase  of  the.  Petition  preisited 
by  Lord  Lyttelton  June  23,  [180]  696;  after 
debate,  Petition  read  and  ordered  to  lis  «> 
the  Ubie 

[eesd. 
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Church  of  England — cont. 

£$lMithed  Chitreh  Service—The  Rev.  A,  D. 
Wagner,  Motion,  '*  That  a  Soleot  Commit- 
tee be  appointed  to  inquire  and  report  to  this 
House  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  service  of 
the  Established  Church  is  administered  at 
the  church  of  St.  Fnul's,  Brighton/'  d^o.  {Mr. 
WhaUey)  May  23,  [179]  767  ;  after  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Exeter,  The  Diocese  of.  Question,  Mr.  Wyld ; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  April  T,  [1 78J  981 

JUegal  Usages  and  Ornaments  —  Auneitlar 
Confession,  Moved,  and  after  short  debate 
May  23  Resolved,  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  of  the  means  of  enforcing  the  Law 
as  to  illegal  usages  and  ornaments  in  the 
Church  of  England,  and  especially  in  respect 
of  the  practice  of  Auricular  confession  (Mr, 
Whalley),[i'j9]7H 

Liturgy,  Revision  of  the,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  I, 

[179]  1123 

Minor  Canons,  ^c,  Observations,  Mr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinok ;  Reply,  Sir  George  Grey 
June  30,  [180]  984 

SL  Alban's,  Hoibcm,  Services  at,  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Westmeatb ;  long  debate 
thervon  June  IG,  [180]  334 


CUmrch  Bates  Commutation  Bill 

{Mr,  Netvdegale,  Lord  Robert  Montagu) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<»  •  Feb  21  [Bill  36] 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<»*'  (ifr. 

Newdegate)  May  10,  [179]  74 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*now,"  and  add  **upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Sir  C  Douglas);  Ques- 
tion, "  That '  now '  &c. ;"  after  long  debate, 
A.  42,  N.  126 ;  M.  84  ;  words  added ; 
main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ; 
second  reading  put  off  for  six  months ; 
Division  lift,  96 


Churches  and  Chapels  Exemption  (Scot- 
land) Bill  (,The  Lord  Advocate^ 
Mr,  Solieitor  General  for  Scotiand,  Mr,  Adam) 

c.  Ordered  Jfay  11,  [179]  173 

Read  1«  May  15,  378  [Bill  147] 

Read2«*ifay  18 

Committee*;  Report  ifay  22 

Read3<»*i/ay  26 
h  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  Privy  Seat)  May  29 

Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  128} 

Committee* ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3** /un«  22 

Royal  Assent  Jum  29  [28  &  29  Viot,  0.  62] 

CflTTBCHiLL,  Lord  A.  S.y  Woodstock 
Afiriea— Western   Coast,  Comm.    moved  for, 

[177]  547 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  22,  [178]  367 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1503 


CflUBSiOK,  Lord 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Eisez  Reclamation, 

9R.[i79]lll<^ 


Civil  Bill  Courts  Procednre  (Ireland)  Act 
(1864)  Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  R.  Peel,  Sir  Colman  0*LoghUn) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Feb  17  [Bill  29] 

Read  2*»  •  Feb  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  21 

Considered  *  Feb  22 

Read3°*/V6  23 
I  Readl-*  (The Lord SUward) Feb  U  (iJoA^) 

Read  2"^  *  ;  Committee  negatived  Feb  28 

Reads**  Jfar2 

Royal  Assent  Mar  3  [28  Vict,  0.  1] 

Civil  Service  Estimates 
Question,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  Mar  17,  [177]  1906 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  3,  To 
leave  out  from  "  Tliat,"  and  add  "  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee for  examination,  and  to  report  there- 
on, in  respect  of  each  Class  separately,  such 
matters  as  may  appear  to  them  specially  to 
deserve  the  attention  of  the  Houso  "  (Mr. 
Augustus  Smith),  [178]  717;  Question, 
**  That  the  words,  Ae, ; "  Amendt.  with« 
drawn ;  Observations,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith 
May  Id,  [1 79]  603 

Clancartt,  Earl  of 
Ireland— Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  432 


Clanbicarde,  Marquess  of 

Army— Barracks  (Ireland),  [177]  1461,  1462 
Bankruptcy    and     Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Comm.  [177]  1645;     Report,. 

[178]  274  ;  Commons  Amendts.  1306 
Braxil  and  Uruguay— The  River  Plato,  [177] 

1367 
Fisheries   Commissioners,    Chairman   of  the, 

[180]  349 
India— Titles  to  Land,  [180]  1038 
Ireland— Public  Records  relating  to,  [177]  741 ; 

— Curragh  of  Kildare,  [i  78]  869 
Jackson,  Mr.,  Claims  of,  [180]  974 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [180]  021  ^ 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[179]  1116;    Comm.  [180I  112;   c/.  0,  114, 

1 1ft  ;  Report,  Amendt.  516,  618 
Railway  Pasaongen,  IR.  [180]  109,  433 
Record  of  Title  (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  H67 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  734,  735 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  810 
Shannon  River,  Nomination  of  Comm.  [179] 

628 
Union  OflBcors  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[179]  5 

Clakkndok,  Earl  of  (Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster) 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  C32,  655,  667,  668, 
746  ;  Select  Comm.  1304,1305  ;  Nomination 
of  Comm.  1458 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  2R.  [180]  32 

Clare*  8  Patents 
Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  Answer,  Lord  Clareneo 
Paget /V6  20,  [177]  449 
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Agenej  Monej-^-Confiil  General  at  St.PeUrt- 

burg,  [i77]384 
Attorneys,  Ac.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [i7q]572 
Bank  Notes  Isaue,  dR.  [179]  806  ;  Be-Comm. 

0/.  8,  824 
Costoms,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moTed 

for,  [178]  1210 
Fire    Brigade    (Metropolis),    Comm.  eh   17, 

Amendt.  [180]  533 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Goram.  [178]  1198 
Russia  Company  Dues,  [177]  234 
Supply  —  Consular   Establishments    Abroad, 

Amendt.  [179]  1282, 1283, 1284, 1285 


Chrieal  Subscription 

Clerical  Subscription  considered  in  Committee 
{Sir  Oeorge  Orey^)  May  8,  [178]  1710 
[House  oounted  out] 


Clerical  SnlMMription  Bill  [hj..] 

{The  Lord  PreiiderU) 

179]  L  Presented ;  read  1*  Miy  19,  560 
HoTcd,  "That   the   Bill    be   now  read    2»*' 
May  26  (No.  Ill) 

•  Read  2%  afler  short  debate,  873 

•  Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  resoWe  itself 

into  a  Committee  "  May  29,  959     (No.  132) 
t  Amendt.  ( The  ArehhiBhop  of  Dublin) ;  after 

long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  House  in 

Committee,  962 
.  Amendts.  reported  May  80,  1045    (No.  138) 

•  Read  8*  Jtme  1 ;  Amendts.  made ;  Bill  passed, 

1117  (No.  230) 

.  Protest  against  the  third  reading,  1118 
180]  e.  Read  l""  •  June  2  [Bill  199] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  {Sir 
Oeorge  Orey)  June  22,  0.34;  after  long 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Read  2^ 

•  Moved,  "  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into 

Committee    on    the  Bill"  June  26,  837; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

•  Commi^ee ;  Report,  839 

•  Considered  as  amended  June  27, 879 
Read3»*/untf  28 

I.  Commons  Amendts.  considered  June  29,  924 
Royal  Assent  Juiy  5      [28  <b  29  Vici.  0. 122] 


Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Veher  of  the  Slack  Bod, 
Office  of 

On  Feb  10,  Committee  appointed  as  follows  : 
— Ld.   Chancellor,  Ld.  President,  D.  Rich- 
mond,  M.   Lansdowne,  M.   Salisbury,    M. 
Bath,  E.  Devon,  E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Malmes- 
bury,   E.  Chichester,  Ld.  Chamberlain,  V. 
Eversley,  L.  Willoughby  de  Eresby,  L.  Col- 
▼ille  of  Culross,  L.  Ponsonhy,  L.  Foley,  L. 
Redesdale,  L.    Colchester,  L.  Wynford,  L. 
Cran worth,  L.  Chelmsford 
Report  of  Select  Committee  Feb  17 
Second  Report  Jfay  23— (PaW.  P.  No.  120) 
Third  Report  July  ir^Parl,  P.  No.  253) 


CLVYSLAin),  Duke  of 
Local  GroTemment  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 

[180]  255 
Museums,  Ac,  Public,  [180]  970 
Private  Bill  Costs,  8R.  add.  d,  [178]  767, 768 
Sewage  Utilisation,  Comm.  [179]  629 
Union  Chargeabillty,  Comm.  [180]  356 

CijyFOKi),  Mr.  C.  C,  lele  of  Wight 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  Leave,  [177] 

946 
Cowes  Trinity  Pilots,  [177]  600 
Union^Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  131 

QusTOv,  Sir  R.  J.,  Nottingham 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  43 
Master  Manu&cturers — Rental  on  Machinery, 

[180]  540 
Puolic  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

add.  e/.  [179]  553 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  343 
University  of  Oxford,  Election  ?or  the,  [i  79]  50 

CoBBOLD,  Mr.  J.  C.|  Ipswich 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  6R.  [179]  810 ;  Re-Comm.* 

el.  8,  Amendt.  811,  827 
India— Army  Promotion,  [180]  259 

Cohden,  Ilr.^  The  Late 
Observations,  Viscount  Palmerston,  Mr.   Dis- 
raeU,  Mr.  Bright  April  3,  [178]  673 

Coghhake,  Mr.  A.  D.  Baillie,  JSimiton 
Canada — Fortifications  in,  [1 79]  114 
Ceylon — Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Roeka,  [179] 

1130, 1133 
Colonial  Governors  Retiring  Allowances,  [177] 

119;  [178]  959 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  9R. 

[179]  1019,  1033,  1035;  Comm.e{.2,  [180] 

514 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [1 78]  1196 
Indian    Civil    Service  Esuuninations,    Papers 

moved  for,  [i  79]  396 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Ofllcers,[i78]  202, 

211,  212  ;  Explanation,  372,  373,  374, 975 
Ireland — Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1829 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

195 
Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  the,  [179] 

212 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  LeaTe, 

[177]  1802 
Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Communi- 
cation), Comm.  [179]  65 
Supply— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 

496 

CooAN,  Mr.  W.  H.  F„  Kildare  Co. 
Army  Estimates — Pay  and  Allowances,  [177] 

1972 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.   [178] 

454 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  21,  [179] 

716 ;  Consid.  el.  21,  Amendt.  859 
Ireland — County  Down  Assizes — Chief  Jostiee 

Monahan,  [178]  197, 108 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  79]  854 


COL 


COL 


(  SESSION,    1865) 
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C0LCHR8TEB,  Lord 
Edmunds,   Leonard,    Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moYedfor,  [177]  1221 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [180]  857 

Cole,  Hon.  H.  A.,  Fermanagh  Co. 
India — Pegu  Prize  Money,  [i  78]  783 

COLEBROOKR,  Sir  T.  B.,  Lanarhshire 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  621 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  860 
Greenock  Railway,  Ro-Comm.  [178]  1195 
lAnarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  Amondt. 

[178]  194 

CoLLiEB,  Sir  B.  p.,  see  Solicitob  Genbbal 
The 

Collins,  l£r.  T.,  KnutreBlorough 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  [177]  957 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  92 
County  Voters  Registration,  Leave,  [177]  1364  ; 

Comm.  cl,  6,  [179]  99  ;  cL  12, 100;  add,eL 

102 
Kducational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  2R. 

[180IOI5 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

c/.  2,  [179]  552,  554 
Roman  Catholio  Oath,  2R.  [179]  473;  Comm. 

015,617 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1019 
Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1091 

Colonial  Bocks  Loans  Bill 

(Lord  C.  Paget,  Mr.  Chil^-i) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee*  June  15 
Resolution  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1°* 

June  16  [Bill  226] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'> "  (L&rd 

Clarence  Paget)  June  20,  [180]  595 ;  afVer 

short  debate.  Read  2*» 
Committee* ;  Report  Jttne  20 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  27 
Readd<'*/tin«28 
/.  Ketd  I'' •  (The  Lord  President)  June  2S 
Read2**/tiN<;29  (No.  231) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  30 
Readd»*/ti/y3 
Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  <k  29  Viet,  c.  106] 

Colonial  Oovemors  (Betiring  Pensions} 
Bill 

{Mr.  Dodion,  Mir,  Cardwell,  Mr,  C,  Forteeeue) 

1 78]  e.  Considered  in  Committee  May  4 

Resolution  (Mr.  Cardwell)  agreed  to,  15 1 9 
Resolution  [May  4]  reported ;    Bill  ordered  * 

May  6 
Read  1»  •  May  9  [Bill  133] 

179]  Read  2°  after  long  debate  May  29, 1019 
180]  Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  "  June  19,  512  ;  after  short  debate, 

•  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  considered  in  Commit- 
tee, 5 13 — B.P. 

.  Committee ;  Report  Jtme  22,  663 

•  Considered  as  amended  June  23,  760 

.  Read  3°  after  short  debate  Jume  26,  841 
I.  Read  V  (Eari  De  Grey)  June  20  (No.  225) 

[cotU. 


Colonial  Oovernors  {Retiring  PenHom)  Bill^ 
cent. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
June  30,  964;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  Read  2« 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jtdy  3 

Read  3*  •  July  4 

Royal  Assent  July  5   [28  <b  29  Viet,  e.  1 13] 


Colonial  Laws  Validity  Bill 

{Mr.  C.  Forteeeue,  Mr,  Secretary  Cardwell) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  May  29,  [179]  1042 

Read  2'>  •  June  12  [Bill  188] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  13 

Read3«>*7Mn«  14 
/.  Read  l^*{EarlDe  Grey)  June  15 

Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  158) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3*  •  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29     [28  di  29  Viet,  0. 63] 


Colonial  Marrii^es  Validity  Bill 

{Mr,  C,  ForUteue,  Mr,  Secretary  Cardwell) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  May  29,  [179]  1042 

Read  2**  •/utwj  12  [Billl84] 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  13 

Read  3°  *  June  14 
/.  Read  1»  •  {Earl  De  Grey)  June  15 

Read  2*  *  June  19  (No.  159) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3''  *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29     [28  &  29  Vict.  0. 64] 


Colonial  Naval  Defence  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Cardwell,  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
Mr,  C,  Forteseue) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  2  ;  Read  1«  •  Mar  6    [BUI  51] 

Read2»*  JWar  13 

Committee ;  Report  after  short  debate  Mar  16, 
[177]  1823 

Read3°»3farl7 
I.  Read  1**  {Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  20  (No.  39) 

Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  27,  [178]  272 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  28 

Read  3*  Mar  30,  484 

Royal  Assent  April  1  [28  Vict.  c.  14] 


Colonies 

Africa  {Western  Coast),  Select  Committee 
appointed  and  nominated — see  Africa 

Australia,  Transportation  to.  Question,  Mr. 
Moor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  10,  [177] 
137  ;  Petitions  {Lord  Taunton)  Feb  27.  737 

British  Kaffraria,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  14,  [177]  237 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 
Town,  Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  18, 
[1791486 

Coloftial  Bishops,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Sey- 
mour ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  AprU  6,  [i  78] 
783 

Colonial  Defences,  Question,  Mr.  Warner; 
Answer^  Mr.  Cardwell  May  30,  [179]  1105 
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Colonial  Owemcn^  ReHrxng  AUowaneei, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Balllie  Cochrane;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gardwell  Fe6  9,[i77]llO;  Question, 
Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  April  2i,[ifS]  959 

JEpiieopal  Churefi  in  the,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Dan- 
lop  ;  Answers,  Mr.  CardweU,  -The  Attorney 
General  Mar  27,  [  1 78]  375 

Mauritiui,  The—GonmbulMn  for  MUita/y 
Defence,  Question,  Mr.  Ljall ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cardwell  Mar  16,  [177]  1742 

Protection  of  the.  Observations,  Mr.  Marsh ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell;  debato  thereon 
3fa2^  26.  [179]  005 

Ruperfs  Dxni,  See  of,  Qaestlon,  Kr.  Grant 
Duff;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  May  80,  [179] 
1100 


Commeretal  Treaty  with  Urance 
Question,  Mr.  Treheme  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  Mar  10,  [177]  lliS  —  ImportaJtion 
of  Salt  into.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Tollemaohe ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  May  15,  [179] 
292 

Commimonairei^  Band  of  the 
Question,  Major  Stuart  Knox;  Anaweri  Mr. 
Cowper  May  2,  [178]  1316 

CommiBsionersof  Supply  XeetingB  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

{Mr.  Finlay,  Sir  Q.  Montffomry,  Sir  W.SeoU) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1«  April  8,  [178]  7i3  [BUI  102] 

Read  2'' •  ^j9ri/ 6 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  10 

Committee*  {on  re-eamm,);  Report  May  15 

Read  3""  •  May  19  [BiU  1 36] 

I  Read  l^^  {The  Earl ofAirlie)  May  22 

Read  2«  •  May  30  (No.  1 18) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  1 

Reads**  June  2 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VkL  0.  38] 

OommiBBioners  of  Supply  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr,  Finlay,  Mr,  AyrUm) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1*"  •  April  6  [3iU  104] 

BiU  withdrawn*  if<^  10 

Committee  of  Selection 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  at  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Bon- 
ham-Carter,  Lord  Hotham«Mr.  Mowbray,  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders 
Speoial  Report  June  15,  [i8q]  269 

Common  Law  Courta  (Fees)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  Oenerai,  Mr.  SoUeitor  Oeneral) 

e.  Resolution  *  Feb  21 
BiU  ordered  •  Feb  22 

Read  !«•  Feb  23  [BUI  89] 

Read  2«*  ^i;627 
Committee* ;  Report  Mar  I 
Oonddered  •  Mar  8  [BUI  1741 

Read6«*lfar6 

[eonl. 


Comwion  Law  Cowrtt  {Feee)  Bttf— oont. 

I  Ketidl^* {The Lard Chaneeller) Mar 7 
Read  2>  •  May  I  (No.  26) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 
Read  3*  •  May  5  J^o-  ^  ^^) 

Royal  Assent  June  10  [28  Vict,  0.  45] 


Commont  and  Open  Spaces  {Metropolis) 

After  debate,  on  Motion  of  Afr.  DouUon,  Seleet 
Conmiittee  appointed  "to  inquire  into  the 
best  means  of  preserring  for  the  public  use 
the  Forests,  Commons,  and  Open  Spacee  in 
and  around  the  MetropoUs"  F'eb  21,  [177] 
502 

And,  on  March  3,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows  : — Mr.  Locke  (Chairman),  Mr.  Doulton, 
Mr.  Cowper,  Viscount  Bury.  Sir  Henry 
WiUoughby,  Mr.  Locke  King,  Mr.  Dn  Cane, 
Mr.  Henry  BaiUie,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr. 
John  ToUemache,  Mr.  Kinnaird,  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck,  Mr.  Peacocke,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr. 
Vance,  Mr.  Lyall,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Torrent, 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefeyre,  Mr.  Alderman  Rose»  and 
Mr.  Cox 

Report  of  Select  Committee  4pi^  8,  [  178]— 
(Par/.  P.  No.  178) 

Companies  Workmens'  Education   Bill 

[h  J..]     (  The  Lord  Arehbiehep  of  York) 

1 79]  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  U      (No.  103) 

Read  2*  May  18,  483 
.  Considered  in  Committee  May  23, 718 
.  Amendts.  reported  May  29,  953    (No.  121) 
.  Mofcd  to  omit  Clause  1,  and  insert  ano^er 
Clause  in  Ueu  thereof  ( The  Lord  President), 
953 
.  On  Question,  that  Clause  1  stand  Part  of  the 
BiU;    Cent.  53,    Not-Cont.    38;   M.   15: 
List  of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,  956. 
.  Read  3*  after  debate  May  30, 1045  (No.  131) 
c.  Read  1«  •  June  12  [BiU  191] 

(Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley,  [180]  446 
Order  for  second  reading  read  and 
BiU  withdrawn  June  19 


Compound  Spirits  Warehonaing 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Pedl) 

6.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Ordered  *  June  30 

Presented  ;  read  1»  •  June  21         [BUI  238] 

Read  2''  •  June  22 

Committee*  Report  Jimtf  28 

Read3«*  June  29 
I.  Readl**  {Lord  Stanley  tf  Alderky)  Jme  98 

Read  2>*  June  27  (No.  224) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3*  *  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5   [28  it  29  Viet.  0.  98] 

Comptroller  ofthe  Exchequer  and  Publio 
Audit  Bill 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Peel) 

e.  Ordered ;  i«ad  1*  •  June  12  [BUI  208] 

x8o]  MoTcd,  <'  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2« 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exekequer)  Jme  15. 

284 
•  Amendt.  to  leafe  ooi  **  now,*'  and  add  **  npoa. 

.•f 


M 


this  day  three  months  "  (Lord  Robert 
Id^),  296  i  QnwtioD,  <<Tbat  'now,*  *• 


I  I^WWP^B 


COM         CON  (  S  B  S  S  I  0 

177  _  178  - 

Comptrotkr  0/  the  Exeh^w  and  PMie  AudU 

after    short    debate.    Amondt.    withdrawn ; 

main  Question  agreed  to ;  Read  2^ 
Committee*  ;  Report  June  19  fBill  228] 

Committee*  (on  re-comm.);  Report  June  22 
Readd«*  June  23 
l  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  President)  June  23 
Read  2*  •  June  27  (No.  212) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jtme  29 
Read  S*^  *  June  30 
Royal  Assent /u/y  5    [28  &  29  Vict,  0.  93] 

Confederate  States 
Beale,  Captain^  Case  of^  Question,  Mr.  Peacocke; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  18,  [177]  ldd6 
British  Property  in  they  Question,  Mr.  Gregory; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  20,  [177]  1922 


Consolidated  Fnnd  (£175,650)  Bill 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
Maris 

Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Mar  U 

Read  2«  •  Mar  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  17 

Read3»*  Mar  20 
I  Read  I**  Mar  21  ;  Read  2*  •  Mar  23 

Committee  negatived 

Read  8*  •  Mar  24 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict,  0.  4] 

ConsoUdated  Fimd  (£15,000,000)  BiU 

e.  ReAd  1»*  Mar  24  ;  Rend  2'>*  Mar  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  28 

Read  8«»*3far  20 
/.  Read  l^*  Mar  30  ;  Read  2»  •  Mar  31 

Committee  ncgatired 

Read3»*-4j»n7  3 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Viet.  0. 10] 

Consolidated  Fond  Appropriation  BUI 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Peel) 

180]  e.  Ordered;  read  !*»•  Jufie 21 
MoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  June  22 
670  ;  after  debate,  Read  2* 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  23,  717 
.  Read  3<*  after  short  debate  June  26,  82d 
L  Read  1**  June  26 
Read  2*  *  June  29 
Committee  *  Report  July  3 
Read  3*  •  July  6 
Royal  Assent  July  6      [28  di  29  Viet,  0.  123] 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment BQKSir  Robert  Peel,  Sir  O.  Qrey) 

1 78]  e.  Ordered ;  read  1<*  after  debate  April  27» 
1168  [Bill  122] 

.  Road  2«  after  short  debate  May  4,  1612 

I  79]  Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye 
theChair"3/ay  29,  078 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*That"  and  add 
'*  the  Bill  bo  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee"  {Mr.^WiUiam  Ormshy  Gore); 
Question,  <'  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  Question 
agreed  to;  Bill  considered  in  Committee; 
after  long  debate,  BiU  reported  Moty  29 


N,    I860}         CON  COT 

-  179  —  180. 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)   Aet   Amendment 
Bill-'-eont. 

i8o]Considered  as  amended /Mnd  12,  104 

Read  3»  •  June  15  [BiU  178] 

/.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Dufferin)  June  16 

Read  2«  •  June  23  (No.  168) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  26 

Read  3*  •  June  27 

RoTal  Assent  June  29    [28  h  29  Viet.  c.  70] 

Constance  Kent — Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  Sir  George 

Gre7ifav9ri79]  48 
See  also  Church  0/  England — Confession  tit 

Consular  Reports 
Question,  Mr.  Baines;   Answer,  Mr.  Lajard 
ifar21,  [i78]8 

Controverted  Elections 
General  Committee  of  Elections  (By  Mr. 
Speaker^s  Warrant)  Feb  9,  [177]  127  ;  Rt. 
Hon.  Sir  Francis  Thomhill  Baring  (Chair- 
man), Rt.  Hon.  Spencer  Horatio  Walpole,  Kt. 
Hon.  Lord  Athlumney,  Sir  William  Miles,  Mr. 
George  Ward  Hunt,  Mr.  John  Bonham- 
Carter  ;  Chairman's  Panel  Feb  23,  589 ;  Mr. 
William  Edward  Baxter,  Mr.  James  Went- 
worth  Bullcr,  Mr.  Edward  C.  Egerton, 
Mr.  Thomas  William  Evans,  Mr.  James 
Milnes  Gaskell,  Mr.  Robert  Longfield ;  Re- 
port from  the  General  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions ;  Francis  Charles  Hastings  Russell,  esa. 
added  in  the  room  of  James  Wontworth 
BuUer,  esq.,  deceased 

Conventual  Establishments 
Question,  Mr.  Hennessj ;    Exphinatioo,   Mr. 
Newdegato  Mar  13,  [177]  1637 

CoBE,  Earl  of 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  1044 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Conmi.  [180]  522 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  267 

Coroners  (Ireland)  BiU 

(Colonel  Dickson,  Mr.  Hcwncssy) 

e.  Ordered  •  May  18 
Read  1»  after  short  debate  May  19,  [179]  620 

[BiU  161] 

CoBRY,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone^  Co. 

Dockyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [179]  949,  950, 
1030 

Greenwich    Hospital,    Comm.    cl.   10,    [174 
1322;  cl  11,  1324;  d.5\, [i%o\  128; 
d.  129 

Naval  RoserTC,  [180]  738 

Navy  Estimates,  [179]  487  ;— Now  Works,  dM« 
922,  934 

Navy — Recruits  for  tho  Marines,  [779]  641 ; 
—Masters  in  the,  878  ;  [180]  983 ;  —  Dock- 
yard Superintendents,  Res.  393 

Cotton  Manufacturing  Districts^  Distress 
in  tlu — Mr.  Famall 

Obsenrations,  Earl  FortMoue;  short  debate 
theraoo  Feb  S3,  [177]  680 


COU  COU        {GENERA 

177  —  178  - 

Conntj  Courts   Equitable   JnrisdictioiL 

Bill  (  The  Lord  Chancellor) 

177]  Z.  Presented;    read  1»  after  short  debate 

Feb  2\,iSQ  (No.  9) 

.  Read  2*    after    debate   Mar  8,   1030;    and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,   on   March  0,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 
Devon,  E.  Romnej,  V.  Everslej,  L.  Cran- 
worth,  L.  Saint  Leonards,  L.  Wensleydale, 
L.  Helper,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Kingsdown,  L. 
Lyveden 
Report  of  Select  Committee  *  May  4  (No.  81) 
Report  •Afoy  4  (No.  82) 

Committee  •  May  8  ;  Report  •  May  9    ( No.  94 ) 
179]  Read  3*  after  debate,  and  passed  May  11, 

106  (Nos.98dc210} 

c.  Read  I''  •  May  16  [Bill  150] 

.  Read  2*>  after  debate  May  25, 855 
180]  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That 
it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  as- 
similate the  Sheriflb'  Court  of  the  City  of 
London  in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court" 
(Mr,  Ayrton)  June  22,  679 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  22,  681     [Bill  236] 
•  Considered  as  amended  June  26, 847 
Read  3°  *  June  27 
Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  &  20  Viet,  c.  99] 


County     Courtt    FquitahU     JuriidicHon 

Considered  in  Committee  June  20,  [180]  527 
Moved,  "  That  provision  be  made  for  the  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Three 
Hundred  Pounds  per  annum  to  eaoh  of  the 
Judges  of  the  County  Courts,  in  addition  to 
their  present  salary "  (Mr,  Feel) ;  Motion 
agreed  to;  Resolution  to  be  reported  to- 
morrow 
Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to  *  June  21 

County  Infirmaries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  FoUard'Urquhart,  Sir  CUman  O'Loghlen) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^May  15,  [179]  874  [Bill  148] 

County  of  Sussex  Bill 

(Mr,  DodMon^  Colonel  BarUelot,  Mr,  Cothett) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  May  10,  [1 79]  [Bill  138] 

Read2«*  Afay  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  15 

Read3»*3fay  18 
2.  Read  !*•  {The  Earl  of  Chiehesier)  May  19 

Read  2*  •  May  26  (No.  114) 

Committee  ^ ;  Report  May  29 

Reads**  Jfay  30 

Royal  Assent  June 2  [28  Vtet,  0.  87] 

County  Voters  Begistration  Bill 

{Mr,  Hunt,  Mr,  Walter^  Mr,  Howet) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  Mar  8,  [177]  1363   [Bill  69] 

Read2«*  Mar  30 

Moved,  "  An  Instruotion  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  provi- 
nona  of  the  BUI  relating  to  the  powers 
and  duties  of  rerifing  barristers   to    the 

[eont. 


h    I  N  D  B  X  )        COU        COU 

.  179  —  180. 

County  Voters  Registration  Bill—ooni. 

case  of  registration  in  cities  and  i>orongha" 

{Mr.  Hunt)  May  10,  [179]  98 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Considered  in  Committee, 

and  reported  [Bill  135] 

Committee  •  {on  re-eomm,) ;  Report  May  18 
ReadS'^ifay  19 
/.  Read  1»*  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  Mojf  29 
Read2**Afay26  (No.  116) 

Committee*;  Report  ifay  29 
Read3**  Jfay  30 
Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  Vkt,  0. 36] 


County  Voters,  Registraiion  of 

Question,  Mr.  Western;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  G. 
Baring  Mar  10,  [i  77]  1475 

County  Voters  Registration  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  RobeH  Feel,  Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  •  Mar  13  [BUI  70] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2«"  {Sir 

R,  Feel)  Mar  24,  [i  78]  265 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  ^  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Bagwell) ;  Quea- 
tion.  "That  "now/  A-c. ;"  A-  SO.  N.  32; 
M.  2 ;  words  added  ;  main  Question,  as 
amended,  agreed  to;  second  reading  put 
off  for  six  months 

Coursolf  Judge,  Dismisiol  of 

Question,  Mr.  Peacocke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  i^«6  10,  [177]  187 

CoxnsiTEirAT,  Lord,  JExeter 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  ComaL 
moved  for,  [i  78]  693 


Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,  Sir  Robert  Feel, 
Sir  Colman  C^LogkUn) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  6] 

Read  20  •ifar  3 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Uie 
Chair"  {Mr,  Attorney  General)  Mar  30,  [178] 
500 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee" {Mr.  Whitetide) ;  Question,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ac. ;"  after  debate,  A.  68,  N.  30 ; 
K.38 

Considered  in  Committee— b.p. 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  15 

Court  of  Chancery  {Ireland^  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Vance;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  April  7,  [178]  894 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Whiteside,  Mr.  Oeorge) 

e.  Ordered;  after  debate  read  l^  Feb  16,  [177] 
807  [BiU  25] 

Read  2»  alter  short  debate  Mar  2, 1027 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  I 


cox?        COU       {  S  B  S  S  I  0 

177  —  178 

C(mrt  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  3)  Bill 

(Mr,  Whitetide,  Mr,  Oeorge) 

e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20  ;  read  !»  •  Feb  22    [Bill  88] 
Read  2^  aOer  short  debate  Mar  2, 1027 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  1 

(hurt  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  [^Salary^  Re* 

tired  Alhwancea,  and  Stamps] 

Considered  in  Committee  *  April  5 
Resolution  reported  *  April  6 

Ceurt  of  Probate 

Question,  Mr.  John  Looke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
ifay  23,  [178]  86 

Courts  of  Conciliation 

Question,  Mr.  Darbj  Griffith ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mackinnon  Mar  80,  [z  78]  489 

Conrts  of  Justice  Building  Bill 

(Mr,  Attorney  General,  Mr,  Cowper,  Mir. 
Solicitor  General) 

177]  c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«»  after  long  debate  JV(  10, 
157  [BiU  5] 

.  Read  2o  after  debate  Feb  16, 290 
Order  for  Committee  read 

•  Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,"  601 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
'*  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  month,  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee "  {Sir 
Henry  Willoughby) ;  after  short  debate, 
main  Question  agreed  to 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  reported 
Feb  23 

Considered*  JV6  27 

•  Read  3«  ifar  2,  1026 

I.  Read  1>*  (  The  Lord  ChaneeOor)  Mar  3 

178]  Read  2*  after  debate  AprU  28,  1 171  (No.  28) 

•  Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 

into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  (  The  Lord 
Cfumeellor)  May  2,  1308 
.  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  ("  That ")  and 
insert  ("the  Courts  of  Justice  Building 
Bill  and  the  Courts  of  Justice  Concentration 
(Site)  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
such  Committee  to  inquire  and  report  as  to 
the  probable  Cost  of  the  new  Courts  and  the 
Buildings  connected  therewith,  and  what  new 
Approaches  to  the  proposed  Site  will  bo  re- 
quired, and  the  probable  Cost  thereof)  [Lord 
uedetdale);  Question,  **That  the  words, 
Ae, ;"  after  short  debate.  Cent.  55,  Not- 
Cont.  32 ;  M.  23 ;  List  of  Cent,  and  Not- 
Cont.,  1812 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  without 
Amendment 

•  Protest  against  going  into  Committee,  1814 
.  Read  3*  after  debate  May  8,  1578 

•  Amendt.  to   leave  out    Clause    16  {Lord  St. 

Leonards),  1578 ;  after  debate.  Motion  ne- 
gatived 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  Clause  22   (Lord  St, 

Leonards),  1581  ;  on  Question,  "That  the 
said  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  f  "  Cent. 
46,  Not- Cent.  47 ;  M.  1 ;  Clause  struck  out ; 
Bill  passed 

•  List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cbnt,  1588 
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Courts  of  Justice  Building  BiU^eont, 

1 79]  e.  Lords'  Amendment  considered  ;  and,  after 
debate,  disagreed  to  June  1, 1188   [Bill  172] 

180]  I.  Commons    Reasons    for    disagreeing    to 
Lords'  Amendment  considered,  859 ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  '*^Whether  to  in- 
sist f '  Resolved  in  the  negative  June  16 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Vict,  e,  48] 


Courts  of  Justice  Building  Bill 
Petition    of   Etheldreda  Browning  presented 
( Viscount  Stratford  de  JUddife)  June  15, 
[i8o]251 


Courts  of  Justice  Building  {Deficiencies^ 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  *  Feb  21 
Resolutions  reported*  Feb  22 


Courts  of  Justice  ConcentratioiL  (Site)  Bill 

(Mr,  Cowper,  Mr,  Attorney  General, 

Mr,  Solicitor  General) 

177]  e.  Ordered  ;    read   1*^  after   abort  debate 

Feb  10,  \98  [Bill  11] 

.  Read  2®  Feb  23,  and  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee,  607 

And,  on  Feb  24,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Cowper  (Chairman),  Mr.  Selwyn, 
Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  H.  B.  Baring, 
Mr.  E.  P.Bouveric,  Mr.  Gaskcll 

Moved,  **  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Soleet 
Committee  on  the  Courts  of  Justice  Concen- 
tration (Site)  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to 
make  provision  for  appropriating  or  obtain- 
ing sites,  and  for  the  erection  of  lodging 
houses  or  other  suitable  dwellings  for  this 
working  classes  proposed  to  be  displaced  by 
the  said  BiU  "  ( Jfr.  Kinnaird)  Feb  28,  926 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "make,"  and  insert 
"inquire  into  the  practicability  and  expe- 
diency of  making  "  {Mr.  Hennessy) ;  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  word  *  make  '  Ac. ;"  A.  18, 
N.  8  ;  M.  10 

Report*  3for  14— (Pari.  P,  No.  124) 

Order  for  Committee  on  Ke-Comm.  read 
•  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  ^e 
Chair"  {Mr,  Attorney  General)  Mar  23. 178; 
after  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
.  Debate  resumed  Mar  30,  489 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  fW>m  "  That,"  and  add 
*<  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee, and  that  they  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  capabilities  of  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment as  a  site  for  the  proposed  buildings " 
{Mr.  Lygon) ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words, 
Ao. ;"  after  further  debate.  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  Mar  30 

Read3*»*JMar8l  [Bill  71] 

I.  Read  1»*(  The  Lord  Chancellor)  ApnlS(i^o,  56) 

Read  2*  •  April  28 

Reported  specially  *  May  1 

Committee* ;  Report  May  2  (No.  141) 

.  Read  8*  after  short  debate  May  8,  1584 
,  Amendt.  in  Clause  14,  to  leave  out  "Bridges 
over  or"  (^Lord  St.  Leonards),  1584  ;  Amendt. 
negatlTed 
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CmrU  ofJmHu  Conc&ntratum  (SiU)  BUl--ooni. 

.  Mored,  after  CUnse  18,  to  inaeri  new  eUnie 
(Lml  St,  Le<mard$)  \  after  debate,  Cont.  47, 
Not-Cont.  44  :  M.  3 ;  Clause  added ;  List 
of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  1088 

•  Protest  against  the  third  reading,  1580 

•  Protest  against  the   insertion  of  the  words 

«<  Bridges  over  or"  in  Clause  14,  1590— 
{Pari,  P,  No.  74) 

1 79]  e.  Lords*  Amendment  oonsidered  ;  and,  after 
debate,  agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment /ime  1, 
1 184  [BiU  178] 

180]  I,  Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amend- 
ment oonsidered  /untf  10 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to,  857 
Royal  Assent  June  10  [28  Viet.  0. 40] 

CourU  of  Juttiee  SiU 
Question,  Mr.  Walter;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper 

FdfU,  [177]  208 
Beham$,  Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  Longford 
^«5  20,  [177]  415 

Courts  of  Justice^  The  New 
Mored,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
"  Copies  of  the  Plan  or  Plans  whioh  haye 
been  suggested  for  the  Site  and  Buildings  of 
the  proposed  Courts  of  Justice ;  And  also, 
Return  of  the  Number  of  Houses  and  of  the 
Names  of  the  Streets,  Lanes,  and  Plaoes, 
and  Courts  comprised  in  the  Site  to  be  pur- 
ohased  for  the  purposes  of  the  same  "  (Barl 
StanhiOpe),  [177]  1010 ;  after  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn  Mmt  20 

Cowper,  Earl 

Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  mored 
for,  [180]  1088,  1087 

CowPEB,  Right  Hon.  W.  F.  (Chief  Com- 
missioner  of  Works),  Hertford 
British  Museum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [179] 

300,801,802 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palaoe,  [179]  301 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [179I488 
Chelsea  Brid^  Toll  AboUtion,  2R.ti78]  1302 
Commissionaires,  Band  of  the,  [178]  1816 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moTod  for, 

[177]  508 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Leaye, 
[177]  106,  208;   2R.  607;   Instruction   to 
Comm.  020  ;   Comm.  [178]  180,  407  ;  d.  3, 
500 
Byde  Park^Gardens  in,  [177]  1830 
Leicester  Square,  [177]  1860 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [178]  800 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  844 
New  Palace  Yard,  Extension  of,  [177]  408 
PiccadlU/  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.[i77] 

504 
Public  Offloes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leare, 

[i77]1301,l304, 1305,  1307 
Regent's  Park — Bridge  oyer  the  Canal,  [177] 

600 
Science  and  Art  Collections.  [178]  1547, 1554 
Bupply^-Publio  Buildings,  [179]  242  ;— Royal 
Parks.  245,  246 ;— New  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, 248,  240,250,251,252:-*Probate  Court 
and  Registries,  253 ;— Public  Records  Reposi- 
tory, 253 ;— New  Westminster  Bridge,  254 ; 


CovpxB,  Right  Hon.  W.  P.— eofU, 

—Nelson  Column,  255  ;— Patent  OiBoe,  255, 
256 ;— MetropoIiUn  Fire  Brigade,  250  ;— 
Public  Offices  Sit«,  250 ;  Report,  371  ;— 
Office  of  Works,  Ac.  043,  044,  045,  046, 
048  ;— National  Gallery,  1271,  1273  :— Bri- 
tish  Uistorical  Portrait  Gallery,  1276 ;  — 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  0liseryation8» 
1277;— National  Gallery  Enlargement^  [180] 
484,  404,  405, 406 
Unifersity  of  London,  [177]  1470 :  [179]  1214 
Wellington,  Duke  of.  Monument  at  St.  Paul's, 

[178]  80 
WestmJnster  Bridge,  [177]  208 
Westminster  Palace  Crypt,  [178]  1460 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  780 

Cox,  Mr.  W.,  Finehury 
Army    Estimates  —  ManufiMturing    Depnri- 

ments,  rx77]1000 

Aseem  Jali,  Nawab  of  the  Camatie — Forged 

Signatures,   Report,  [177]   1736 ;    Comm. 

[179]  50;  Report,  1237.  1238,  1246 

Civil  Seryiee  Estimates,  [178]  736,  730,  740, 

Commons  and  Open  Spaoes,  Comm.  mored  fi>r, 

[177]  3U 
Craythome,  Walter,  Case  of,  [179]  1335 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl.  21,  [i  79] 

850 
Inclosure,  2R.  Amendt.  [178]  540 
Indian-Central  Indian  Priie  Money,  [17  7]  200 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  612 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1000 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  22,  Amendt.  [178]  366; 

cl,  26,  Amendt.  368 
Nary  Estimates — New  Works,  4o.  [179]  040 
Patent  Laws,  The— Hon.  R.  Bethell,[i79]  303 
Public  House   Closing   Act   (1864)  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  [177]  251,  256;    [178]   488, 
480;2R.863;  Comm.  c/.  2,  [179]  543, 540, 
551,  552 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [179]  1263 
Supply — Woods,  Forests,  dsc.  Adj.  moved, [179] 
705,  708;  [180]  481;— Office  of  Works.  Ac. 
[179]  045;— Department  of  Science  and  Art, 
1172,  1174,  1176;— Nonconforming,  dK:.  Mi- 
nisters, 1304;~Flax  Cultivation  (IrelandX 
1310 ;— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 
406 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

Comm.  Ad|j.  moved,  [178]  056 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  d.  l,[i8o] 

680,  846 
Upper  Street,  Islington,  Disgraceful  State  of, 

[179]  238,  241 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  Amendt.  [i  78]  775 

Cbakbourne    Visoonnt — {see  also  Cbcil, 
Lord  R.,)  Stamford 

Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order88.  [i8o]874,875 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  006,  007,  008, 

Res.  1118 

Cbakwobth,  Lord 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  2R.  [1 77]  1473 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  2R.  [177]  1222;  Report,  [178] 

274;  Commons  Amendts.  1305 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  el.  4,  [i  79]  074 
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Cbaitwobth,  Lord — eont, 

Countf  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R. 
[177]  1085 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  3R.  [178]  1100 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 
Res.  [1 79]  4^ 

Felon/  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2R.  [177]  1726,1727 

India---Ofinoers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  277 

I^iocal  Government  Supplemental  (No.  i),  2R. 
[180]  255 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  636 

Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [180]  118; 
Comm.el,  5,  253 

Cbatjfitbd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr,  Sfc. 

Attorneys,  d(0.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  576 
Collection  of  the  Revenue  in  Scotland,  [179] 

233 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [i  79] 

855 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

196 
Private  BUls-^Printing  Petitions,  Res.  [177] 

285 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

add,  el,  [179]  6bi. 
Supply—New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  251 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[178] 1165, 1572 

C&AWFOBD,  Mr.  R.  W.,  London 
British  India  and  Colonial  Trust,  &o.  Corpora- 
tion, [180]  925 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  499 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  42 
India— Export  Duties,  [178]  1600 ;— The  Loan, 

1601 
Metropolis    Sewage   and  Essex  Reclamation, 

2R.  Amendt.  [177]  835,845 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  565 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

d.  2,  [170]  547 
St.  Benet,  Gracechuroh  Street,  and  Allhallows, 

Lombard  Street,  [1 77]  321 
Shannon  River,  Nomination  of  Comm.  Adj. 

moved,  [i  79]  555 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [179]  1360 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,   Leave, 

[177]  1460 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.^Tea,  [i  78]  1482 
WriU  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm.  [179] 

1207 

Craythome,  Oase  of  Walter 
Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
/ufM9,[i79]  1835 

Criminal  Cases  (Eridence)  Bill 

{Mr.  ScuUy,  Mr.  McMalion) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •Feb  10  [BiU 8] 

Second  Reading  deferred  Mar  I,  [177]  9^ 

Cbdonal  Law 
Atkimofh  Matthew,  EteeeuUon  at  Durham  of. 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Ifar  21,  [17837 
Austraiia,  Trantportaiion  to,  Question,  Mr. 
Moor;  Answer,  Mr.  CardweUFe6  10,  [177] 
ld7 ;  Petiiionf  {Lord  Tawnton)  Feb  27, 787 

[eoaU 


Cbiminal  Law— tf^nl. 

Forfeitures  on  Convietum  of  Felony,  Question, 
Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Feb  13,  [177]  205 

Oaols,  Flogging  in.  Questions,  Mr.  Scully,  Mr. 
Hadfield,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster ;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  Mar  23,  [178]  77 

Kent,  Conttance — Ca$e  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  9, 
[179]  48 

Newgate,  ExecuHont  at.  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  4,  [178] 
1465 

Newgate,  Treatment  of  Prisoners  in.  Question, 
Mr.  Locke ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  23, 
[177]  599  ;  Observntions,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Reply, 
Sir  George  Grey  Mar  2,  1022 

Saffron  Hill  Murder,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  13,  [177]  200 
—Case  of  Pellizioni,  Question,  Mr.  Roebuck; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  23,  [178]  84  ; 
Question,  Lord  Houghton ;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  Mar  30,  484 

Wakefield  Oaol,  Observations,  Mr.  Neate ;  de- 
bate thereon  Mar  3,  [177]  1087 

Chosslet,  Sir  F.,  Yorkshire^  W,  R. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [i  77]  76 
Financial  Statement,  Comm.  Res.  [178]  1143 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el.  [1 79] 

535 
Supply  —  Nonconforming,     Ac.     Minister!. 

Amendt.  [179]  1290 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  InsurancOf 

[178]  1511 

Crown  Suits,  ftc.,  BiU 

(Mr.  Attorney  General,  Sir  0,  Chrey, 
Mr,  Solicitor  General) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  12  [BUI  146] 

Read  2""  •  May  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 

Committee  •  (on  re-comm.)  June  15 — b.p. 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.)  June  16    [Bill  206] 

Read3o*/tintf  19 
/.  Read  1»  •  ( The  Lord  Chancellor)  June  20 

Read  2»  •  June  20     .  (No.  187) 

Committee  *^ ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3*  •  July  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  ^  20  VuA.  c.  144] 

Crown  Suits,  ^.,  BiU 
Question,  Mr.  Hadfield ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  18,  [179]  400 

Custom  House  Charges 
Question,  Mr.  Lyall;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  June 
12,  [180]  45 

Customs  and  Inland*  Bevenne  Bill 

c.  Read  1»  •  May  0  [BiU  120] 

Read2o*ifay  11 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  12 

Read3«*  May  15 
I.  Read  I**  (The  Lord  President)  May  16 

Read  2*  •  Mag  1 8  (No.  105) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  10 

Read  3*  •  May  22  (No.  221) 

Royal  AMent  May  20  C^S  Yici.  c.  aQ\ 
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Oushmit  Out'Doar  Ofie&rt  of 
QaettioD,  Mr.  Lyall ;  ABSwer,  Mr.  Peel  April  8, 

[1 78]  660 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  88, 
To  leftTe  oat  from  <*  That."  and  add  <*  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inqnire 
into  the  grieTancei  referred  to  in  the  Peti- 
tion of  the  Mayor,  Merchants,  Shipowners, 
and  Commercial  Traders  of  Liverpool  (Jfr, 
Henne$ty),  [178]  1205;  Question,  "That 
the  words,  ikc. ;"  after  debate,  A.  80,  N.  60 ; 
M.  11 

DALemH,  Mr.  R.,  Glasgow 
Lanarkshire  Gonntj  Prison  Board,  3R.  [178] 

100 
Navy — Dockyard  Saperiniendents,  Res.  [180] 

804 

Salhoitbib,  Earl  of 
Ctolonial  Naval  Defenoe,  8R.  [i  78]  484 

DAMXRf  Mr.  L.  S.  B.y  Portarlingian 
Army  Estimates — Pay  and  Allowances,  [177] 

1832 
Dogs,  Ownerless,  [180]  865 
Navy— Captain  Oolet'  Cupola,  [177]  1661 
Thames,  The,  at  Hampton  Court,  [178]  70 

Sahtitouth,  Earl  of 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  107 

Dawsok,  Mr.  B.  P.,  Zandanierrff  Co, 
Constabulary  Foroe  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [179]  070 
Irehind'Stote  of.  Res.  [177]  688 ;— The  Con- 

■tabulai^  and  the  Game  Ueenoes,  1028 ; — 

Mail  Service,  [179]  1000 
Leicester  Square,  [177]  1866 
Supply — Eduoation  (Inland),  [179]  1255 

Deftnoe  Act  (1880)  Amendment  BUI 

{Tlte  Marqveti  of  BartinpUm,  ViuotnU 
Falmer»Um) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  26  [BiU  176] 

Read  2**  •  JufM  2 

Committee*;  Report .TfiM 8 

Read  S*"*  June  12 
/.  Read  1^*  (Eari  De  Grey)  Jwm  18 

Read  2*  •  June  1 0  (No.  152) 

Commiitee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read  8*  *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  20    [28  A  20  Fm<.  c.  65] 

Dx  Obbt  Aia>  BiFOK,  Earl  (Beoretarj  of 
State  for  War) 
Army — Military  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Wool- 
wich, [1 77]  1107, 1113  ;— Barracks  (Ireland), 

1462;— Issue  of  '"  

973 


Conunissions,  [180]   072, 


Canada— Defences  of-^Colonel  Jerrois*  Report, 
[177]  422,  423,  424,  420,  430  ;  [178]  1530 

Colonial  Goyemors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 
[i8o]'904 

Hymn  Book  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  [180]  860 

India— .OiAoers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Anfl^,  [179]  285 

leont* 


Di  Gbitavb  Ripov,  Earl— eont 

Ireland— Curragh  of  Kildare,  [178]  860 
MetropoliUn  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [179]  102  ; 

Comm.  378 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  020 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 
[180]  114  ;  a.  5, 115 

DsiriBOV,  £t.  Hon.  J.  E.,  boo  Spbaxxb,  The 

Denxav,  Lord 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Com- 
mons Amendts.  [180]  358 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation,  3IL 
Amendt.  [179]  1115 

Penalties  Law  Amendment.  2R.  [180]  068, 060; 
Report,  el.  4,  Amendt.  1144  ;  3R.  Amendt.  t5 

Sewage  Utilisation,  Comm.  [179]  628 

Union  ChargeabiUty,  Comm.  [1 80]  357 

Denxak,  Hon.  0.,  Tiverton 
Attorneys,  Ac.  Certifioato  Duty,  Res.  [179]  564, 

572 
Aieem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petttkma),  Cooun. 

[179]  56 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  108 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  ETidence  and  Pnie- 

ttce,2R.[i77]576,570 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [t8o]  000 ;  Ree.  1101 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  LeaTO,  [178]  268; 

2R.  [180]  500 
MilitU— The  3rd  Middlesei,  [178]  1508 
Partnenbip  Amendment,  Comm«  add,  d,  [179] 

538 
Poland^Aflkim  of.  Res.  [177]  1847 
Prifate  Bill  Costs,  2R.[i77]  566 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  616 

DsKT,  Mr.  J.  D.9  Searhorough 
LooomotlTcs  on  Roads,  Comm.  ei.5,[i78]  1068 

DxBBT,  Earl  of 

Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in.  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  738 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  SI,  31 
Alkali  Act— Inspector's  Report,  [179]  631 
Army — Issue  of  Commissions,  [180]  073 
Augmentation  Act,  Returns,  [177]  237 
Bankruptcy   and   InsoWency   (Ireland),    2R. 

[177]  1223 
Business,  Pnblloaad  Prirate,  State  of,  [180 

603, 604 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrob'  Report, 

[1771423,425,  420,438 
Colonial    GoTcmors  (Retiring  PenatonsX  211. 

[180IO66 
Cotton  Manufacturing  Districts^  Distress  in  the 

—Mr.  Famall,  [177]  582 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  3B.  cL  16,  [178] 

1570, 1580 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),8R,  add, 
"  ,«?.[! 78]  1686,  1587 
Divine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England,  7R. 

[180]  010 
Dockrall,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  mored  far,  [t  78] 

102 
Edmunds^  Leonardo-Resignation  of.   Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1210,  1212,  1215,  1219, 

1220 ;  Report  of  Select  Comm.  [178]  1525; 

Res.  [179]  24,  26 


PB£ 


DIO 


{SESSION,    1865) 
177  —  178  —  179  —  180. 


DIL 


DIV 


J>BBBTy  Earl  of--e<mi. 

Marriages  (Lamboorne),  Comm.  add,  cl,  [179] 

192 
Oxford  Unireruiy  (Vincrian  Foundation),  2R. 

[179]  883 
Pablio  House  Closing  Act  Amondment|  Report, 

[180]  516,  518 
Public  Scbools,2R.  [178]  630, 652,  656,  668 
Qualification  for  OfiBtoes  Abolition,  2R.  Aoiandt. 

[178]  1231,1235 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  Amendt.  [180]  772 
St.  Titus  Church,  Liverpool,  [179]  860 
Standing  Order  No.   101  —  Displacement  of 

London  Poor,  {178]  874 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[179]* 
United  States — Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, [178]  1074;    Address  moTcd,   1223; 
Explanation,  1452; — Belligerent    Rights, 
[180]  1,6 


Seedtg,  Sir  E.  C,  Kent,  JE. 
Axeem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moredfor,  ri77]  1692 
Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  410 
Locomotives   on   Roads,  Comm.  eh  2,  [178J 

1064;  el.  4,  1067  ;  d,  5. 1068 
^ayj — Sheernoss  Dockyard,  [180]  469 
Union  Chai^eabilit/,  2R.  [i  78]  802 


DevitM  7\tmpike  Trusts 

Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  May  19,  [179]  562 


Devon,  Earl  of 

Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  645,  647 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  764 


DicESOK,  Colonel  J.  A.,  Limerick  Co. 

Army^Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 
651,  655  ;  Address  moved,  904 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1796  ;— 
Pay  and  Allowances,  1973 ;— Clothing  Es- 
Ublishments,  1974; ^Disembodied  Militia, 
1976,  1978 ;— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178] 
247,  254;— Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hos- 
pitals, Adj.  moved,  264,  265 

Axeem  Jah  —  Nawab  of  the  Carnatic,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177]  1714 

County  Voters  Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [178] 
265 

Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  21, 
[179]  716 

Game  (Ireland),  2R.  Ajnendt.  [177]  1528; 
Comm.  [179]  372 

Ireland  —  lUulway  System,  Address  moved, 
[1 78]  928 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [178]  610 

Mutiny,  Comm.  cl  1,  [178]  363  ;  ,el  6,  866 

Railway  communication  between  Passengers 
and  Guards,  [177]  1742 

Railway  Travelling  (Irehind),  2R.  [178]  59   - 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  618 

Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  464 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[1 77]  1908 ;  Comm.  el  3,  Amendt.  [178]  267 


DiLLWTNf  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178] 
384,  396, 1204 

Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  410 

Irish  Church,  [179]  104 

Isle  of  Man  Disafforestation  (Compensation), 
3R.  [178]  1520 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1803 

Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Communl- 
CAtion),  Res.  [i  79]  70 

Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180]  410 

Supply  — Royal  Parks,  [179]  243;  — New 
Houses  of  Parliament,  251,  252  ; — Patent 
Office,  255,  256;'— Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade, 259  ; — Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  706  ;  — 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1163, 1165  ; 
Amendt.  1179;  Report,  1260 

Disraeli,  Right  Hon.  R.,  BuehingKamshire 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178] 

154 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1446 

1448,  1449,  1691 
Canada  —  Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Re« 

port,  [177]  1570 
Cobden,  Mr.,  The  late,  [178]  076 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  778;  Res.  [180]  1134 
Poor   I^w    Board  and   the   High  Wycombe 

Union,  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  216,  230 
Princess  of  Wales — Address  of  Congratulation, 

[179]  1270 
Private  Business  of  the  Session,  [180]  1164 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  748  ;  Comm.  d.  1, 

[180]  52 
Union  Chargeability,  Conmi.  [179]  172 
United  States— Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, Address  moved,  [178]  1245 

District  Church  Tithes  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  of  Marlborough) 

I  Read  1»*  Mar  24  (No.  45) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  April  27,  [i  78]  1074 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8  (No.  93) 

Committee  *  May  1 1  ;  Report  *  May  12 
Read  3»*  May  16  (No.  101) 

e.  Read  V  •  May  29  [BiU  186] 

Read  2^  *  June  1 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  3 
Read  S^  *  June  8 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  TieUe.  42] 

Kvine  Worship  in  the  Chnrcli  of  Eng- 
land BiU     ( The  Marquees  of  Westmeaih) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1»  June  26,  [180]  762 

(No.  218) 
Moved,  "That  the  Order  of  the  day  for 
second  reading  be  read  and  discharged" 
{The  Marquess  of  fTesimeaih);  Motion 
amed  to ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  withdrawn 
June  29, 918 

Divisions  in  the  JETouse  of  Lords,  Manner  of 

Taking 
Standing  Order  proposed  (The  Duke  of  Rteh- 
mond);  after  short  debate,  postponed  May  29, 
[179]  957 ;  [180]  347  ;  {Chairman  qf  Com- 
miUees)  858-  (see  Farliameni) 


DOC        DOD 
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DOD        DOU 


Doehrall^  JIfr.,  Detention  of 


DoMov,  Mr.  J.  O.— «ofi<. 


Xoved  for  Copies  of  Correspondence  reUtiiif       Tampike  Acts  Continiuiiioe,  Comm.  [f  80]  688 
to  (  7%^  Earl  ofMakneibmy)  Mar  34,  [1 78]       Union  ChArgeabilitj,  Comm.  add.  ti.  [i  79]  621 


188 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Docl^ard  EztensionB  Bill 

{Lord  Clarence  Pagei,  Mr.  Childers) 

1 79]  e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  12     [Bill  145] 

•  Read  2^  after  debate  Mojf  18,  540 

.  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  IcaTC  the 
Chair  "  May  26,  948 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,'' and  add 

**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  expense  of 
the  Contracts  for  Dockyard  Extensions  to 
be  authorised  bj  this  Bill  would  best  be  de- 
frayed  by  Terminable  Annuities,  as  in  the 
ease  of  the  Fortifioations  under  the  Act  26 
A  37  Via,  0. 80  "  (Sir  James  Etphinsione)  i 
Question,  "That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after 
debate,  agreed  to ;  main  Question  agreed  to ; 
Bill  oonsidered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
048 

ReadS''*JfliMl 
I,  Read  i^^  (The  Duke  0/ Somerset)  June  3 

Read  3»  •  June  15  (No.  143) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  16 

Read  3*  *  June  19 

Royal  Assent  June  39    [38  S  39  Viet.  c.  51] 

Dockyard  Extentions 
ObserTations,  Sir  Morton  Peto ;  Reply,  Lord 
Clarence  Paget;   debate  thereon  May  39, 
[179] 1036 

Dockyard  Ports  Begnlathm  Bill 

{The  Duke  of  Somerset) 

I  Read  !••  June  16  (No.  167} 

Read  3*  *  June  80 

Considered  in  Committee*  June  33  (No.  346) 

Read8«*/ifntf3d 
e.  Read  l^  •  June  33  [Bill  344] 

Read  3*  •  June  36 

Committee*;  Report /trntf 39 

Read3«*/tfM30 

Royal  Assent  Jtdy  6      [28  A  29  Viet.  0.  61] 

DoDsoKy  Mr.  J.  O.  (Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees), Sussex,  E. 
Army  Bstimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1703 ; — 

Manufkoturing  Departments,  1990  ;— Works, 

BuUdings,^.[i78]  175 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  [179I826 
Cheltenham  and  Gloooestershire  Water,  3R. 

[177]  491 
Civil  Serrioe  Estimates,  [178]  730,  740,  741, 

743     . 
County  Voters  Registration,  Leave,  [177]  1364 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  BilU»8tanding 

Order  88,  [180]  871 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  6^.  6^  [179I 

480,  483 
Greenock  Railway,  ReComm.[i78]  1301»1303 
Inclosnre,  Comm.  [178J  638 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  ct.  1,  [180]  314 
Partnership  Amendment^  Comm.  add^d,  [179] 

388 
Roach  River  Fishery,  3R.  [179]  1363 
Supply— Woods,  Forest^  Ac.  [179]  705, 700  ;— 

Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1164; — 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  1385,1386, 

1287 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  Leave,  [178]  49; 

3R.  [180]  215,  331 

[«Pflf. 


Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  [  180]  44 

Dogs  RegalatioR  (Lreland)  Bill 

(iStr  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  WkiU) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  May  4  [BiU  197] 

Read3«*ifay  13' 
179]  Considered   in   Committee  May  17»  480; 

after  debate.  Committee— B.P. 
.  Committee ;  Report  May  33,  716 
.  Considered  ai  amended  may  35,  859 

Read  3<*  *  May  36 
l.  Read  1*  •  (  The  Lord  Steward)May29  (No.  139) 
.  Read  3*  after  short  debate  ifoy  30, 1044 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  3 
Read  3«  *  June  16 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [38  Vict.  0.  50] 

DoKOt76HicoBE,  Earl  of 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolrency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment.  3R.  [177]  1221 ;  Comm.  1645 ; 
Report,  [178]  274 ;  Commons  Amendts.  1307 

Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, [178]  554,  555 

Edmunds,  I^eonard,  Resignation  of— -Pension^ 
Res.  [179]  43 

Fisheries  Commissioners,  Chairman  of  the, 
r  180]  350 

India — ^OfBcers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  261,  377,  385 

Ireland — (John  Darcy  and  Robert  Davidson), 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  131 ;— Arming  the 
Constabulary,  330 

Irvin,  Mr.  D'Arcy,  Papers  moved  for,  [177]  231 

Juries  (Ireland),  3R.  [178]  1596 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [180]  623 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  357 

Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [179]  719 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
Conun.  add.  d.  [180]  923 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 
[180]  113;  el.  5,  114 

Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1457 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees,  2R.  [179]  630 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  3R. 
Amendt.  [179J  3 

Douglas,  Sir  C,  Banbury 
Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkini,  [179] 

601 
Church    Rates  Commutation^  3R.    Amendt. 

[179]  89 
Convictions  under  Refreshment  Honset  Act, 

[177]  450,  749 
Patent  Office  Accounts,  [179]  637 
Paymaster  General  and  the  Audit  Office,  [180! 

637 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [180]  428 

DouLTOV,  Mr.  F.,  Zamheth 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  morad  fcr, 

[177]  503,  508,  515 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  835 
Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report,  AmendU 

[1 79]  975 
New  Museum  of  Natural  History,  [179]  876, 877 
Supply— Offioo  of  Workii  Ac.  [i  79]  9i5»  946 
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177  —  178  —  179  —  180. 
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Drainage    and   Ifnpi'ovement   of  Landed 
Property  (Scotland) 
Obserrations,  Mr.  WaldegraTO-Leslie ;  Reply, 
Sir  George  Grey  June  I,  [179]  1124 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«»»  May  3  [Bill  125] 

Read2«*ilfay  15 

Gommittee  *  ;  Report  May  18 

Read  S^^ifay  10 
{.  Readl**  (The  Lord  Steward)  May  22 

Read  2*»  June  15  (No.  117) 

Gommittee  *  ;  Report  June  16 

Read  S'"*  June  10 

Royal  Assent  June  20     [28  &  20  Vict.  0.  52] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  Confir- 
mation Bill  {Mr.  Feel,  Sir  George  Orey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  20  [Bill  82] 

MoTed,   "That  the  Bill    be  now  read   2""* 
Mar  23,  [i  78]  181 ;  after  short  debate,  A.  123, 
N.72;  M.  51;  Head  2» 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 
Read  30  *  Jfar  28 
I.  Read  l^^ {The  Jjord Steward) Mar 30  (No. 50) 
Read  2  *  ;  Committco  negatived  April  3 
Read3»*il/>rt/4  V 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  c.  13] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  WhiU) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  May  22  [Bill  163] 

Ri»ad  2«  •  ifay  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 

Read  3»  •  June  8  [Bill  101] 

/.  Read  l^*  {The  Lord  Steward)  June  12 

Read  2» •  June  15  (No.  147) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  16 

Read3»*/untf  10 

Royal  Assent  June  20    [28  A  20  Vict.  0. 53] 

Drake,  Mr.,  Case  of  the  Late 
Question,  Sir  John  Shelley  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  ifor  30,  [178]  487 

Drax,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Wareham 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  775 

Dublin,  Archbishop  of 

Church  in  IreUnd— The  20th  Canon  of  1603, 

[180]  1160 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  Amendt.  [179] 
050,  073 

Dublin  International  Exhibition  (1865) 

Bill        {Sir  R,  Peel,  Mr.  M.  Oibton) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1**»  Feb  13  [Bill  17] 

Read2o»/V5l7 
Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  20 
Read3''«fV5  21 

IcohU 


Dublin  International  Exhibition  ( 1 865)  Billr-cont. 

I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  SUward)  Feb  23  (No.  13) 
Read  2*  *  ;  Committee  negatiTed  Mar  23 
Read  3*  •  Mar  24 
Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict.  e.  6] 

Du  Cane.  Mr.  C,  JSseex,  JV. 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Conmi. 

Res.  [178]  1130 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1257 

Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant,  Ulgin,  Sfc. 
Capo  of  Good  Hope — Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 

Town  J 1 70]  486 
Church  Estiblishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178]  440 
Colonial  Bishops — See  of  Rupert's  Land,  [179] 

1100 
Government  of  India  Act,  [f  79]  582 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  171 
India — Civil  SerTice   Examinations,   Papers 

moTod  for,  [179]  412 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  207 
University  of  London,  [177]  1478  ;  [179]  1200 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm.  [179] 

1337 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [179]  015,  020 

DuFFEBiN,    Lord    (Under    Secretary    for 

India) 

East  India  (Governor  Genernrs  Powers),  Comm. 
[178]  870,  872 

India—OfiBcers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  264  ;  [180]  1160 

India— Titles  to  Land,  [180]  1038 

Buncombe,  Yice-Adm.  Hon.  A.,  Yorkshire, 

jE.  JC. 

Supply — Rates  for  Government  Property,  [179] 
603 

DuNCOHBK,  Hon.  W.  E.,  Yorkshire,  iV.  li. 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  783 

DuKKELLiN,  Lord,  Oaltoay  Bo. 

India— The  Bhootan  Expedition,  [178]  781 
Iceland— Suto  of.  Res.  [177]  757  ;— MiliUry 

Occupation  of  the  Curragb,  [178]  1500 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  05 
University      Education     (Ireland;,    Address 

moved,  [180]  570 

DuwLOP,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Greenock 
Axeem  Jah — Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Coram. 

moved  for,  [1 77]  1704 
C.'«tonis,  Out  Door  OfBcers  of,  Comm.  mored 

.or,  [178]  1218 
Episcopal  Church  in  the  Colonies,  [178]  275, 

276,  277 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1104 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [177]  780 
Law  of  Evidence,  2R.  [177]  042 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Leave,  [177] 

033  ;  2K.  [178]  1160, 1571 ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

[179]  1188 
Writs    Registration,   &o,  (Sootland),    LeaTt, 

[177]  051,  055 
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DvKsnt,  Colonel  F.  P.,  Queen*8  Co. 

Army — Rating  of  Ilonies  of  Officers,  [i  79]  501 
Army  Estimates -Land  Forces,  [177]  1798  ;— 
Pay  and  Allowances,  Adj.  moved,  1822, 1060, 
1967,  1969;— Disembodied  Militia,  1978, 
1980  ; —  Volunteers,  1083  ;~£nroIled  Pen- 
sioners, 1084 ; — Manufacturing  Departments, 
1999 ;_  Works,  Buildings,  ^.[178]  240; 
— Military  Education,  256; — Chelsea  and 
Kilmainham  Hospitals,  264.  852, 853  ;~Sa- 
perannuation  Allowances,  Adj.  mored,  858; 
— Administration  of  the  Army,  980, 905 
Bankruptcy     and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [i 78]  788 
County    Voters    Registration    (Ireland),    2R. 

[178]  266 
Drainage,  Ao.  of  Lands  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  78]  181 
Holyhead  Harbour,  [178 J  944 
India—Delhi  Priie  Money,  [179]  103 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  212 
Ireland — Publication  of  Irish  Records,  [177] 
288 ;— Sute  of.  Res.  000  ;— Military  Occu- 
pation of  the  Curragh,  [1^8]  15G8 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Uomm.ei.ll,[i78] 
753,  755 


Mutiny,  Comm.  e{.  1,  £1 78]  364 
&tion  (In 


Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Oontinuanoei 

Leave,  [180]  324 
Qualifieation  for  Offices  Abolition,  8R.  [178] 

182 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  624 
Records,  Irish,  Publication  of,  Res.  [180]  457 
Sheep, dec.  Protection  (Ireland),  2a.  [1783468 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  [179]  244,  246,  247  ;— 

Metropolitan    Firo    Brigade,  257,    250;— 

Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  600 ; — Rates 

for   Government  Property,  601 ;  —  Privy 

Council  Office,  607,  600 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparoes  (Ireland),  2R. 

[178]  757;  Comm.  1523 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation^  2R. 

[177]  1008 

DuiTKB,  Mr.  M.,  Quseti^s  Co, 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comra. 
moved  for,  [178]  610 


Dx7N8AVT,  Lord 

Bankruptcy   and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 
Amendment,  Report,  [178]  274 

DuTTOK,  Hon.  B.  H.,  Hampshire,  8, 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [178]  1498 

Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes 

(Question,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith ;  Answer,  Mr. 
TiteJforlO,  [i77]1525 

Dyee  Sombre  Case,  The 
Observations,    Mr.     Hennessy ;    Reply,    The 
Attorney  General  June  30,  [180]  1016 

East  IxLdia  (Governor  General's  Powers, 

Ac.)  Bill     {Sir  C.  Wood,  Mr,  Baring) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Mar  17  [Bill  76] 

Read  2«  •  Afar  23 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  28,  [178]  456 
Head  8«  •  Ifar  31  '  •" 


\conJt, 


East  India  (Owemor  Generals   Powers,  l^e.) 

Bitf— cent. 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Ltrrd  Duferin)  April  3  (No.  57) 

Read  2*  *  April  6 

Committee;  Report iljirtt  7,  [i 78]  870 

Read  8*»Apn7  27 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Via,  0. 17] 

East  India  Higli  Conrts  Bin 

(Sir  Charles  Wood,  Mr.  Baring) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  ilar  17  [BUI  77] 

Read  2«  •  Jfor  23 

Committee*;  Report  ifor  28 

Read  3«  *  Ifor  30 
{.  Read  !••  {Lord  Duferin)  Mar  31  (No.  5i) 

Read2«*4pn/3 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  4  (No.  63) 

Read8**^pn2  6 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Vict.  c.  15] 

Ebubt,  Lord 

Confession  in  the  Chnroli  of  England — Iaw  of 

Evidence,  [180]  843 
Burial  Service,  The,  [180]  707;  Res.  1026, 

1032 
Dirisions,  Manner  of  taking — Standing  Order, 

[179]  059 
Museums,  Ao,  Public,  [180]  960,  971 
Qnaliacation  for  Offices  Abolition,  2R.  [178] 

1235 

Eccle8'.r.3ll:?J  Commission  (Snperannna- 
tion  Allowances)  Bill 

(Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Edward  PtegdeU  Bcuverie) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  June  8  [Bill  201] 

Read2<'*  June  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Read3<»*  June\9 
I  Read  !,••  (The  Earl  of  Chichester)  June  80 

Read  2»  •  June  22  (No.  180) 

Committee* ;  Report  Jwve  23 

Read  3*  *  June  26 

Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  A  29  Viet,  e.  68] 

Eeolesiastieal  Commissian^  The 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  JulgS,  [180]  1044 

Eeolesiastieal  Leasing  Act  (1858)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  P.  P.  Bintverie) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  Mag  10  [BiU  140] 

Read  2°  May  12,  [179]  260 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Miag  22 

Read  3"*  •  May  25 
L  Read  \^^  (The  Earl  of  Chichester)  Mag  26 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  125) 

Committee*;  Report /«n«  20 

Readd**/fmtf  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29  [28  A  29  Vici.  e.57] 

Edmtmdet  Leofutrd,  Esq. — Bee^fiutiitm  of 

Certain  Offices 

LOBDS — 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chancellor,  after  de- 
bate.  Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inqnlro 
into  all  the  Ciicnmstancee  connected  with 
tbe  Resignation  by  Mr.  Edmunds   of  the 

[eons. 
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Edmunds,  Leonard^  Etq, — ^Lobds— cont. 

Offices  of  Clerk  of  the  Pntento  and  Clerk  to 
the  Commiuionere  of  Patents,  and  with  his 
Resignation  of  the  Office  of  Reading  Clerk 
and  Clerk  of  Oatdoor  Committees  in  this 
House ;  and  also  into  all  the  Circumstances 
connected  with  the  Grant  of  a  Retirin;;  Pen- 
sion to  him  bj  this  House  "  Mar  7,  [i  77]  1221 

And,  on  March  9,  Committee  nominated  ns 
follows  : — Ld.  President,  D.  Somerset,  E. 
Derby,  E.  Graham,  E.  Clarendon,  E.  Malmes- 
bury,  v.  Hutchinson,  L.  Panmure,  L.  Stan- 
ley of  Alderley,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Taunton 

Letters  and  Documents  respecting,  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  Mar  10 

Ordered,  That  the  Witnesses  before  the  said 
Committco  be  examined  on  Oath ;  and  that 
the  ETidcnce  taken  from  time  to  time  before 
the  said  Committee  be  printed  for  the  Use  of 
the  Members  of  this  House,  but  no  Copies 
thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  until  further  Order 
Marli 

Report  of  Committee— (PorZ.  P.  l.  No.  30) 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  Obserrations, 
The  Earl  of  Derby  May  5,  [i  78]  1525  ;  Notice 
of  Resolutions,  Lord  Redesdale  May  8,  1578 
Resignation  qf  certain  Offices,  and  on  the  Pen- 
sum  granted  to  him  bg  the  House,  Report 
of  Select  Committee  read  May  0,  [i  79]  6 

Resolutions  moved  thereon  (The  Lord 
Redesdale) ;  after  long  debate,  and  a  Ques- 
tion being  stated  thereupon,  the  previous 
Question  was  put  f  It  was  resolved  in  the 
Neffative 
Petition 0/ Leonard  Edmunds,  Esq.,  Presented 
by  Lord  Wynford  May  9,  [179]  39;  Read 
and  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 

Moved,  **  To  rescind  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  24th  February  agreeing  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of 
Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  made  on 
the  17th  February,  so  fiir  as  relates  to  the 
Recommendation  of  the  said  Committee  that 
a  retiring  Provision  of  £800  per  annum 
should  be  allowed  to  Leonard  Edmunds, 
Esquire"  ( The  Lord  President)  May  9,  [1 79] 
40  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Patent  Office  Accounts,  Audit  of  the,  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Wioklow  ;  Answer,  Earl  Gran- 
ville May   15,  [170]    260 

Patent  Office  The,  Appointment  of  Mr,  Ed^ 
munds.  Explanation,  Lord  St.  Leonards  May 
23.[i79]T17 

Commons — 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Esq,,  Question,  Mr.  Hodg- 
kinson  ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  20, 
[i77]l»21 

Patent  Office,  AOMcd  Irregularities  in  the. 
Question,  Lord  Stanley ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  Mar  6,  [177]  1120— ifr.  Ed- 
munds.  Question,  Mr.  Hodgkinson  ;  Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  Mar  20  [177]  1921 

PaUnt    Offiee^The   Hon,    Richard  Bethell, 
Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;   Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  16  [179]  392 
Lords'  Report— (PaW.  P.  0.  No.  294) 

Patent  Office  Accounts,  Audit  of  the,  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Douglas ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  92, 687 

YOL.  CLXXX.      fTHIBD  SERIES. ] 


Education 

Committee  of  Couned  on  EduooHon,  Moved, 
**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  and  tbo 
system  under  which  the  business  of  the  office 
is  conducted  "  (Sir  John  Pakingtan)  Feb  28, 
[177]  847 

Amendt.  to  add  "  And  also  into  the  best.aode 
of  extending  the  benefits  of  Government  In- 
spection and  the  Parliamentary  Grant  to 
Schools  at  present  unassisted  by  the  State  " 
{Mr.  Walter);  after  long  dobate,*Question, 
'*  That  those  words  be  there  added  "  agreed 
to  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to  ; 
Select  Committee  appointed,  026 
And,  on  March  14,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Sir  John  Pakington  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Walpole,  Viscount  Enfield, 
I^rd  Robert  Cecil,  Mr.  William 'Edward 
Forster,  Mr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Ilowes, 
Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Walter,  Mr. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Stirling,  Mr.  Buxton,  and 
Mr.  Liddell 

Report  of  the  Committee  June  19— (Port.  P. 
No.  403) 

Endowed  Orammar  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Hodgkinson;  Answer,  Mr.  H.  A.  Bmoe 
June  19,  [180]  440 

Endowments  for — Minute  of  Council,  Question, 
Mr.  Adderley;  Answer,  Sif  George  Gl^j 
May  2,  1317 ;  Minute  presented  {Bn',  H,  A. 
Bruce)  May  5,  [1 78]  1535 

Revised  Code  of  Regulations,  presented,  Earl 
Granville  Fd  17,  [177]  316;  presented  by 
Command,  Mr.  II.  A.  Bruce  ;  debate  thereon 
Feb  1 7.  S23--Examinationof  Children  under 
Sim  Years,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby ;  Reply,  Earl  Granville  Ifdzr  16, 1732 ; 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Harrowby ;  Re* 
nly,  Earl  Granville  April  7,  [178]  878 

School  Grants,  Question ,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  11.  A.  Bruce  May  4,  [178]  1465 

ParL  Papers — 


Revised  Code,  1865  .  .  .  . 
Small  Rural  Schools  .  .  •  • 
Endowments  for  Education  .  . 
Report  of  Committee  of  Council 


3443] 
3444^ 
'3493' 
'3533' 


Educational  and  Charitable  Institationi 

Bill    (Mr,  Lygon,  Mr,   Walter) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  i/ar  3 1  [Bill  97] 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill   be   now  read  2«  '* 

(Mr,  Lygon)  June  2,  [180]  608 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 

this  day  three  months"    (Afr.    Remington 

MUls) :  Question,  **  That  *  now,'  Ao., "  611 ; 

after  short  debate,  A.  49,  N.   35 ;  M.  14 ; 

main  Question  agreed  to 
Read  ^ ;  and  committed  for  this  day  three 

months 

EnwABDS,  Lieut.-Colonel  H.,  Beverley 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1261;  3R. 

[179]  804,  805 
County  Voten  Regtstratiooi  Comm.  el.   10, 

[179] 100 
Puolio   House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[178]  864 ;  Comm.  d,  2,  [179]  545, 546, 550; 

add,  el.  554 
River  Waters  Proteetkni,  2R.  C177IU4S 

7.  Z 
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EoEBTOV  Lord 
CommitteM  on  Prirato  Bills,  Rstnni  mored 
for,  [180]  1085 

Egxbtov,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Laneoihiref  8. 

Ganpowder,  Aooidents  from,  [179]  877 
Union  CbAnraAbility,  9R.  [178]  855 
Volnnteer  OflSoers— -Senrioe  on  Jorief,  [178] 
671 

EosBToir,  Hon.  W.,  Oheihin,  iV« 
Union  Gluirg«abiUt7,[x78]  561 

EoEBTOir,  Mr.  £.  C,  MaeeUsfield 
LanoMbire  and  Torkahire  and  Groat  Eattom 

Jnnotion  Railway,  SB.  [177]  1856 
Leeds  Bankmptoy  Court,  [180]  902  ;  Res.  11S9 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  Comm.  [179]  122 

Egypi^The  Sun  Canal 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;   Answer,  Yis- 
oount  Palmerston  Mar  8,  [177]  1044 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

Army  Estimates — ^Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 

1078  ; — Teomanry,  1982  ;  —  Manufaoturing 

Departments,  1993, 1997,  2000 
'  Borough  Franohise  Extension,  2R.  ProTious 

Question  moTed,[i78]  1892 
Canada — Defenoes  of— Colonel  Jerrols'  Report, 

[177]  1605  ;  [178]  242  ;   Papers  mored  for, 

798,  815, 816,  842,  848,  892 
Chemists  and  Druggisto  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  477 
CiWl  Serrioe  Estimates,  [178]  738 
Jones,  Mr.  Mason,  EipUnation,  [178]  1602 
Lanjirluhire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

195 
Roads  (Sootland),  [177]  1922 
Roads   and    Bridges  (Sootland),  [i  79]   808 ; 

Comm.  Adj.  mo?ed,  [180]  584 
Soulage  O>lleotion,   Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

412,  418 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  1,  [178]  859,  d62:»Gffioe 

of  Woods,  Ao.  [180]  482 ;— National  Gallery 

Enlarsement,  489,  495, 497 
Wimbltfdon  Common,  2R.  [178]  779 

Bloetion  PetitionB  Act  (1848)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Sir  C.  (yiogUen,  Mr.  Adair) 

9,  Ordered ;  read  l^*  F^  14  [Bill  19] 

ReMl2«*  JV6  20 

Considered  in  Committee  after  short  debate ; 
Report  Feb  2Z,  [177]  682 

Read3<»*  FA  21 
h  Read  1*  *  {Marqmn  of  Clanricarde)  Mar  2 

Read  2«*lfar  18  (No.  21) 

Committee* ;  Report  Mar  14 

Report  •  Mar  28  (No.  Vi) 

Read  8' •ifor  24 

Royal  Assent  ilprti  7  [28  VuA,  0. 8] 

jBlectioni,  General  CommiiUe  of 
.  On  Feb  9,  Seleot  C!ommittee  appointed  as  fol- 
lows : —  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Francis  Thomhill 
Baring  (Chairman),  Rt.  Hon.  Spenoer 
Horatio  Walpole,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Athlum- 
ney,  Sir  William  Miles,  Mr.  George  Ward 
Hunt,  Mr,  John  Bonham-Garter 


EixEinioBouoH,  Earl  of 
Army— Military  HoeplUli  at  Netl^and  Wool- 
wich, [17  7I 1112, 1118 
Canadsr— Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrois'  Report^ 

[177]  488 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [179]  1046 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Cmm,  [178]  1809 ; 

d,  4,  1318  ;  d,  7,  1314 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rafl- 

ways,^i78]555 
East  India  (GioTemor  Generars  Powers),  Cfsmm. 

[178]  872 
Patent  RighU,  [177]  636 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuanoo,  2R.  [t8o]  919 
Public  Schools,  [178]  746 ;  Seleot  Comm.  1304, 

1305;  Nomination  of  Comm.  1458, 1459 
Standing  Order  No.  191 — ^DLsplaeement  ofLon* 

don  Poor,  [178]  875 
Tyne  Improvement,  3R.  [180]  848, 850 

ELPHnrsTOHS,  Sir  J.  D.  H.,  PorUnumth 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  [177] 

91 
Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  540 ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  948,  949,  1037 
Greenwich  HospiUl,  2R.  [179]  1018 
India— Moorings  at  Calcutta,  [177]  207 :— The 
Budget,  [178]  892 ;— Transport  of  Troops 
to.  [179]  116 ;— Medal  for,  563 
Mauritius— Military  Defence,  [177]  1747 
Navy — Armour-plated   Ships  in  the  Channri 
Fleet,  {;i77]  140;— Remirs  of  the  "Royal 
SoTereign,'^Ac.  501 ; — ^Wagcs  in  Dockyanis, 
1143  ;— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  700  ;— 
Widows  of  Warrant  Officers,  Res.  [179]  579 
Na?y  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1187, 
1192,   1403,  1453:    Adj.  moved,    1456;— 
Admiralty  Office,  [178]  727  ;— Coast  Guard 
Senrice,  729;  —  Naral   Establishments    at 
Home,    Acy.   moved,   782,  733 ;  —  Wages 
to  Artificers  at  Home,  948,  953; — Wages 
to  Artificers  Abroad,  Adjj-  mored,  954 ; — 
Miscellaneous  Serrioes,  955 ; — ^Now  Works, 
Ac.  [179]  929, 940 
Patent  Office,  Alleged   irregularities   in  the, 

[177]  1122 ;  -Accounts,  [179]  638 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [i  79]  918 
Supply — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179] 258, 
259 ; — Rates  for  Government  Property,  602, 
608 

JSmneth,  Infant  Mortality  at,  in  Norfolk 
Question,  Mr.  Brady;   Answer,   Sir  George 
Grey  Mar  81,  [178]  562 

Enfield,  Yiscoant  (Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  CommissionerB)  Middlesex 
Infectious  Patients  in  Workhouses,  [177]  1534 
Main  Drainage  (Metropolis),  [177]  205 
Poor  Law^Tbe  Hlghworth  Union,  [180]  824 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt. 
[179]  492;  add.  d,  619 

£n5I8,  Mr.  J.,  Athlone 
Ireland  —  Railway   System,  Address   moTod, 
[178]  915 

EmosKiLLEir,  Earl  of 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  9R. 
[»793* 


J 


BPI        BWI 


{  SESSION,  1865) 
177  —  178  — 179  —  180. 
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^ipUeopaU^  Inerease  of  the 

Petition  presented  by  Lord  Lyttelton  June  23, 
[180]  696 ;  after  debate,  Petition  read  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 

Xpping  Forett,  Alleged  Murder  in 
Obseryations,  Sir  George  Grey  Mai/  23,  [i  79] 
740 

EsMONDE,  Mr.  J.,  Waterford  Co. 

Conitabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  d,  4,  [i  79]  990  ;  cl.  9,  994 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuanoe, 

Leave,  [180]  323  ;  2R.  509  ;  Comm.  el.  4, 

Amendt.  591 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  437 ;  Comm. 

619 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  760 

Essex,  Earl  of 

Metropolitan  Sewage— Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [177]  640  ;  Explanation,  735 

EatabltBhed  Church  Service — IT^e  Bev.  A. 

D.   Wagner 

Motion,  "That  a  Select  Conunittee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inqaire  and  report  to  this  House 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  service  of  the 
Established  Church  is  administered  at  the 
church  of  St.  Paulas,  Brighton,"  dtc.  (Mr. 
WhaUey)  May  23,  [179]  767;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

See  JSetablisned  Chureh—Confeeticn  in  the 

Etebslet,  Yisconnt 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 
Res.  [179]  21 

EwART,  Mr.  J.  C,  Liverpool 

Army— Mackay's  Gun,  [180]  983 

Isle  of  Man  Disafforestation  (Compensation), 

3R.  [178]  1520 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

add.el.\_ijg]55i 
Silver  Coinage,  [180]  261 
South  American  Beef,  [177]  1661 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries,  ^c. 

Army— Cultivation  of  Gardens   by   Soldiers, 
•     [178]  670 
East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 

960 
Foreign  0£Bee— Audit,  [i  79]  1100 
Grand  Junction  Canal  Basin,  [180]  1043 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1200 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moTed 

for,[i78J215.  223 
United  States  -War  in  the,  [178]  88 

EwiNG,  Mr.  H.  E.  Gbttm.-  Paisley 

Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks,  Comm.  el.  1, 

[x8o]  283 
Supply— Post   CflSce   Packet  Service,    [x8o] 

471.  473 
Writs  Registration  (SootUnd),  Comm.  [179] 

laos 


EXCHEQX7EB|      ChAKOELLOB       of     tho, 

Chavoellob  of  the  Ezcheqxteb 


see 


Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,000,000)  Bill 

e.  Read  1«  •  May  1 1  [BiU  142] 

Read  20  <*lfay  15 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  17 

Read3°*Jtfay  18 
I.  Read  \^^ {The  Lwrd PresidewC)  May  It) 

Read  2*  *  May  22 

Read3»*ifay23 

Royal  Assent  May  26  [28  VieU  0. 29] 

JSxeise  Acts 
Considered  in  Committee*  June  20,  [180] 
Resolution  reported  *  June  21 

Executions  at  Newgate 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  t  Answer,  Sir  Geoige 
Grey  ifay  4,  [178]  1465 

J^eter,  The  Diocese  of 
Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
uljwt/7,  [i78]931 

Exhibition  0/  Miniatures  at  Kensington 
Question,  Earl  Stanhope  ;  Answer,  E!arl  Gran- 
ville/un«  16,  [180]  332 

Expiring  Laws 
Select  Committee  appointed  and  nominated 
June  13  as  follows : — Mr.  Peel  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Dodson,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr. 
Adderley,  Mr.  Cowper,  Sir  William  JolUffe, 
Colonel  French,  Mr.  Baring,  Mr.  Brand, 
Mr,  Dunlop,  and  Lord  John  Manners 
Report  June  20— (Par/.  P.  No.  391) 

Ezpinng  Laws  Contdnnance  Bill 

(ifr.  Peel,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered :  read  l^  *  June  21  [Bill  235] 

Read2<>*/tin«22 

Committee* ;  Report  June  23 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  26 

Read8«*/teiw27 
I.  Read  I**  ( The  Lord  President)  June  27 

Read  2»  *  June  29  (No.  226) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  30 

Read3»*/tf/y3 

Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  A  20  Viet.  0. 110] 

Taetories  Act^The  Clay  Yards 
Question,  Mr.  Heygate  ;   Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  ifay  4,  [178]  1467 

Fabnonth  Borough  Bill 

(Mr.  Baring,  Mr.  St.  Aubyn) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  *  June  8  [Bill  200] 

B,etA2^*June  16 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Heads**  June  21 
/.  Read  1*  *  (Lord  Cranworth)  June  22 

Read  2*  *  June  27  (No.  201 ) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Bead  3*  *  Juty  3 

Royal  Aunt  July  5    [28  ds  29  Vid.  0,  XOS] 
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{  aSNEBAL    INDBX) 

177  —  17S  —  179  —  i8p. 


FBR 


FIB 


FiRainsAB,  Sir  W.  It.  T.,  Heri/ord 
Canada— DefenoM  of— CoUhmI  Jen  oil'  Report, 

[177]  1602 
Comptroller  of  the  Ezobequer  and  Pablic  Aadit» 

SR.  [180]  801 
Conntj  Court!  Equitable  Joriidietion,  Comm. 

d.  1,  [180I  681 
Fire    Brigade    (Metropolia),    Comm.    d.    8, 

Amendt.  [180]  529 ;  el.U,  881,  632 
Gofernment  Annuitiei,  [180]  828 
India—War  in  BhooUo,  ^179]   1120  ;— Mor* 

tality  in  the  Royal  Ariillerj  on  the  March 

from  Mhow   to  Kirkee,  1120  ;— Loehnow 

Priie  Money,  [180]  780 
New  Zealand,  [177]  1746 
Poor  Law  Board  ConUnnanoe,  Comm.  [180] 

72T 
Prisons,  Comm.  d,  16,  Amendt.  [179]  1828, 

1329 
Supply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1144 ; 

— Oonsttlar  Estoblishments  Abroad,  1284 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Seleet  Committee 

on,  [177]  1880 
Wellington,  Duke  of,  Monument  at  St.  Paul's, 

[178]  80 

FxLLOWBS,  Mr.  E.,  Suntingdaruhire 
LooomotiTea  on  Roads,  Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt. 
[178]   1068,  1064;  cl,  4,  Amendt.  1060; 
W.  6,  1068 

Felony  and  MiBdoineaiior  Eridence  and 
KacticeBiU 

(ilr.  Denman^  Mr,  Looke,  Sir  C,  i/Logklm) 

9.  Ordered ;  read  V>^  Feb  14  [Bill  211 

Read  2«  after  short  debate  F«b  22,  [177]  676 

Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  24 

Considered*  iV6  27 

Read  8**  Afar  1 
/.  Read  1  •  {Lord  ChOmftfrd)  Moat  2    (No.  22) 

Read  S*  after  debate  Mar  16, 1726 

Committee*  ;  Report  Max  28 

Read  d*"*  ifor  24 

Royal  Assent  MiK^  9  [28  Ftd.  e.  18] 

FsHwicfi  Mr.  H.,  8und&rkmd 
County  Voters  Registration,   Comm.  «l.   12, 

[179]  101 
Malt  for  CatUe,  [177]  321 
Sheep  and  CatUe,  2R.  [178]  469 


FjniGT788ov,  Sir  J.,  Aynhire 
Army  — •  Reomiting,    Commission  moTod  for, 

f  1 77]  631 ;— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins, 
i79]»49 
Aseem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Commu 

[170]  68 :  Report,  1288, 1244 
Canada — Defenoes  of— Colonel  Jertois*  Report, 

[177]  1686 
Greenoek  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178J  1198 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Offleers,  [1 78]  218 
Ireland — Administration  of  Justioe,  [177]  1826 
Law  of  Bridenoe,  2R.  [177]  946 
Marriage  Certifloates,  Stamp  Duties  on,  [179] 

298 
Fieeadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R. 

Amendt.  [177]  689,  696 
Ways- and  Means,  Conmi.  Res.— -Fire  Insuranoe, 

Amendt.  [178]  1604 

^*?il.^«i*'~*">'»  (Sootland).  2R.  [178]  1167, 
-  l»n<  Comm.  [179]  1194»1198  , 


Febxot,  Lord,  MaryUb<m$ 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeeh,  [177]  74 

Bank  Notes  (IreUnd).  2R.  [180]  607 

Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis).  Comm.  «!.  11,  [180] 

681 ;  Consid.  «i.  18,  719 
Metropolitan  Paving,  d(0.  Commission  mored 

for,[r8o]188 
Poor  Law  Board  ConUnnanoe,  Comm.  Amendt. 

[180]  719 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  617 
Supply— Edueation  (Irehmd),ti79]  1262 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  d.  2,  [179]  518 

FsRBAKo,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Dwimport 
Charities,  The  vaeant  Inspeotorship  oT,  [180] 

263 
Navy— Wages  in  Dookyards,  [177]  1186;— 

DoTonport  Dockyard  —  Payment  for  Extra 

Time,  1788 ;— Widows  of  Warrant  Ofioers, 

Res.   [179]  682 
Parochial  Medical  Relief.  [178]  668 
Registrarsbtp  of  the    Court   of  Bankruptey, 

l^'^^»[i79]  20^t  ^89  ;    Comm.  mored  for, 

776,  778 
Rirer  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1844 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  366,   1204; 

Comm.  [179]  136, 142,  172 
rks      " 


WaterworlLs  and  Reserroirs,  [1 77]  600,  1042 ; 

[17817 
Wyoonibe  Poor  Law  Union,  [i  78]  82 


FifianeM  SMemmt 
(Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Mar  18,  [177]  1634  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Darby  Grifflth;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ifciy  4,  [178] 
1466 

FnrLAT,  Mr.  A.  8.,  ArgyUtikire 
Nary — ^Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

397 
Publie  House  Cloebg  Aot  Amendmnat,  9R. 

[178] 866 
Supply — Lunatio  Asylum,  Isle  of  Bfaa,  [179] 

697,  698 ;— Flax  Cultivation  (Ireland).  1309 
WriU  R^tratton  (Sootland),  Comm.  [179] 

1107 


Fire  Brigade  (Xetropolifl} 

(Mr,  Baring,  Sir  Oicrge  Orey) 
c.  Ordered  *  May  17 

ReadM^ift^lS  [BiU  168] 

Read  2«  after  debate  Mag  26,  [179}  828 

Committee  *  Jtme  19 — n.p. 

Committee ;  Report  June  20,  [180]  629 

Considered  as  amended  June  28,  718 

Read  8*  •  June  28  [Bill  880] 

L  Read  l^^(Lord  StanUf  of  JUdmi^)  Jwne  26 

Read  2>  •  June  27  (No.  216} 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jkme  29 

Read3«*/ufM30 

Royal  Assent  July  6      [28  *  29  Viei.  e.  90] 

JIW  Inmirance  Dwly 

Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  Answer,  The  Clmnodlor 

of  the  Exchequer  Mag  4,  [i  7SI 1167 

Motion,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 

is  oxpedient  tliat  the  reduetloa  «f  Fire  In- 

ninmoe  Daty,  mado  in  the  laat  Sesrioa,  bo 

[eofil. 


Fl£       FOR  {  S.E  S  S  I  0 

'77  — X78- 

Fire  Imuiranoe  Duiy^--wiA. 

extended,  at  the  earliest  opportanity,  to 
hoases,  hoiuehold  goods,  and  all  descriptions 
of  insurable  property"  {Mr.  H.  B,  Sheridan) 
Mar  21,  [178]  35;  after  debate,  previous 
Question  put,  A.  Id7>  N.  65  ;  M.  711 ;  main 
Question  agreed  to,  87 ;  DiTisioa  List,  Ayes 
and  Noes,  44 

Hret  at  I%eatre9  and  Plae$9  of  Puhlio 

AmuBemmt 

Question,   Mr.  Harvey  Lewis;    Answer,  Sir 

George  Grey  Feb  10,  [i  77]  186 ;— tn  London, 

Question,  Mr.  Ilankoy ;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  G. 

Baring  ifar  21,  [17837 

Fk'$9  in  London 
Question,  Mr.  Uankey;  'Answer,  Mr.  T.  G. 
Baring  Ifor  21,  [1783.7 

FM^rM  CommiisionerSt  The  Chairman  of 
the— {Mr.  Eden) 
Question,  The  Marqaess  of  Clanricarde ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  June  16,  [1803  349 

FiTzexBiLBy  Mr.  W.  R.  S.,  Hortham 

Army  Estimates,  [1773  2000 
Ganadji^-Defenoes  of-*Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[1773  1539.  1562 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on, [1773 1897 

Floteb,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 

Union  ChargeabiUty,2R.  [1783  317;  Consid. 
[1793  681,683 

FoRBB,  Lieat.-Col.  W.  B.,  Dawnshira 
Ireland— County  Down  Assises — Chief  Justice 
MoDahaa,  A^j.  moved,  [1783  199 

Foreign  Jnrisdictioii  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Earl  Russell) 

L  Read  1»  •  June  28  (No.  211) 

Read2>^  Jut»e2^ 

Committee*;  Report Jmim 27 

Read  3^  *  June  29 
e.  Read  1"  •  June  29  [BUI  2513 

Read  2  ^  June  SO 

Committee  *  ;  Report  /uiy  8 

Read  8  *  Jul^  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  A  29  Vict.  0. 1163 

Ibreign  Law,  Convention  rupeetina 

Question,  Mr.  J.  J.  Powell ;  Answer,  Blr.  Layard 
July  3,  [1803  1044 

Foreign  Ofiee — Audit 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;  Answer,  Mr«  Layard 
ifay  30,  [1793  1100 

Fm^eign  Statistios 
Question,  Mr.  White;    Answer,   Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  Mar  2,  [1773  958 

Foreign  Wines 

Question,  Sir  FitsRoy  Kelly;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  11,  [1793 
IW 


N,    1866} 
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Forfeiture  for  Treason  and  Felony  Bill 

(Mr,  Attorney  Oen^ral,  Mr.  SoUeitor  Oeneraif 

Sir  Oeorge    Orsy) 
e.  Ordered  *  May  5 
Read  1«*  ifay  9  [6111184] 

Forfeitures  on  Conviction  of  Felony 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Feb  18,  [1773  205 

FofisiEB,  Mr.  C,  WalsaU 
Azeem  ]Jah — Nawab  of  the   Carnatie,  [1773 
1663  -—Forged  Signatures,    Report,  1735  ; 
Res.  [178]  1604,  1607;    Coitam.  [1793  ^S>* 
Report,  1230,  1241,  1246,  1247 :— Discharge 
of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  1267 
Forfeiture  for  Treason  and  Felony,  [1803  445 
Forfeitures  on  Con?iotion  of  Felony,  [1773  ^^^ 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [1773  647 
Parliament,  Prorogation  of  the,  [1803  914 
Private  Bills — Standing  Order  No.  7,  Amendt. 
[177]  99  ;~Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  444 

FoBSTEB,  Mr.  W.  E.«  Bradford 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 

[1783991 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [1783  1399» 

1445,  1640 
Canada— Defences  of—-ColonelJerTois' Report, 

[1773  1««^»  lfi*7 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  [1803  446 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  6,  [1793 

482 
Education,  Conmi.  moved  for,  [1773  920 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  2R. 

[1803  613 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [1783  79 
GoTcmment  Annuities  Act,  [1773  238 
Guns  for  Coast  Defenoes,  [1773  1938 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  o(  Comm. 

moved  for,  [1783  585,  626 
Mines,  Comm.  moved  for,  [1793  73 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [1773  1509, 1510 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [1773  1348 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [1803  224,  228, 

237 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [1773  1850 
Union  Chargeabiiity,  Comm.  [1703 147, 807 
United  States— The «' AUbama,^ t>79]  ^^^^ 
ZoUverein,  The,  [1783  1535 

FoBisscuB,  Earl 
Cotton  Manu&cturing   Districts,  DiMrMS   in 

the— Mr.  Famall,  [1773  580 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [1773  202 

FoBTEscuE,  Bight  Hon.  G.  8.  (TJnder  Secre- 
tary for  the  ColoDies),  Zouth  Co. 

Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [i  78] 

143 
British  Kaffi»ria»  Comm.  [1773  1094 ;  oL  14, 

1098 
Ganad*— Defonoes  o^Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[1773  1590  ;  PApers  moved  for,  [17B3  839 
Colonial  Governors  (  Retiring  Peniions],  Leave, 

[1783  1517,  m9 

\5MS^« 


FOB       FRB        (GENERAL 

177  — '78  — 

FoBfBScns,  Right  Hon.  C.  S<— «onl. 
New  ZefOand—  MiUtarr  Gontrintion,  [177] 

1748 
Roman  Catholio  Oath,  2R.  [179]  438,  4id,  449 
TesU  AboUtion  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  238 

FortificationB  and  Works  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  June  13 

Resolution!  [June  131  reported*;  Bill  ordered; 
read  !<>  •  June  14  [BiU  213] 

Read2o*/ttfitfl6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jwu  19 

Read  3<>  *  June  20 
L  Read  1*  *  (Earl  De  Gre^)  June  20     (No.  180) 

Read2**  June  2% 

Committee*;  Report /WM 23 

ReadS**/ttiM20 

Rojal  Assent  Jun6  20       [28  A  29  VUH.  0.  61] 

France 
Cammereial  Treaty  wUh,  Question,  Mr.  Tre- 

beme ;  Answer,  Mr.  MUner  Gibson  Mar  16, 

[177]  1748 
Impirtation  of  Salt   into.  Question,  Mr.  J. 

Toliemaohe;  Answer,   Mr.   Milner  Gibson 

J%  13,  [179]  292 

F&ASKBi  Sir  W.  A.,  Zudhw 

Aieem  Jab  (Signatures  to  Petitions), Disoharge 
of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  [179]  1267 

Bath,  Order  of  the,  Address  mo?ed.  [180]  403 

Metropolitan  PaTing,  Ao.  Commission  moted 
for,  [180]  132, 139 

St.  James*  Park,  [179]  1347 

Supplj^New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [i  79]  260, 
202  :— Nelson  Column,  235  ;— Metropolitan 
Fire  Brigade,  256,  258  ;^PubUe  Offloes  Site, 
259 ;— Woods,  ForesU,  Ac.  704 ;— Inspeotion, 
Ao.  of  Prisons,  1152;  — National  Gallery, 
1275 ; — Magnetio  and  Meteorologioal  Obser- 
yations,  1277;  —  Consular  Establishments 
Abroad^  1286,  1290 ;— Speoial  Missions, 
1295 ;— Superannuation  Allowances,  1297; 
—Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1312 

Pbxnch,  Colonel  F.,  Jtoicommon  Co. 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolyency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  786 

Colonial  Defences,  [i  79]  1107 

Constabulary  Foroe  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
2R.  [178]  1513 ;  Comm.  el.  3,  [179]  987  : 
add,  el.  905 

Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  6,  [179] 

483 

Education  —  Endowments  for.  Minute  of 
Council,  [178]  1537 

Ireland— State  of.  Res.  673 ;— Military  occu* 
pation  of  the  Curragh,  [178]  1570 

Records,  Irish,  [180]  368 ;  Res.  459 

Shannon  River,  [177]  660;    Nomination  of 
Comm.  [179]  555  ;  Adj.  moTcd,  556 
.    Supply— Rates  for  GoTemment  Property,  [i  79] 
602;— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  711 ;— Superin- 
tendent of  Roads,  South  Wales,  1137;— 
Landed  EsUtes  Court,  1151 
'    Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland),  BR 
[1781757 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm«  eh  1,  [t8o] 
845 


INDEX)         FUL       GAV 
179  —  180. 

Ffilmer  Common,  Tnehmre  of 

Question,  Mr.  Sbaw-LefcTre ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  ifor  6,  [177]  1116 

Gailwet,  Sir  W.  P.,  Thireh 
Great  Western  RaUway,  Accident  on  the,  [179] 

1337 

Railway  communication  between  Paasengert 
and  Guards,  [177]  1741, 1742 

Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Communi- 
cation), Res.  [179]  60,  71,  72 

Westminster  ImproTement  Commission,  Re- 
turns mored  for,  [179]  206 

Galway,  YiBcotmt,  Eaet  Retford 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  RaUway,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  1653 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  103  ; 

Comm.  720 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  615,  618 
South    Kensington    New    Road,   Re-Ooram. 

[180]  362 
Theatres,  2R.  [180]  332 

Game  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

(Sir  EerveyBruee,  Colonel Forde) 

€,  Ordered ;  read  1«>  •  Feb  24  [Bill  42] 

Moved,  <*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2""'  Mar  10. 
[177]  1528  ;  A.  50,  N.  8  ;  M.  42  ;  Read  2* 
Mar  10 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  (Sir  Eervey  Bruce)  May  15,  [179] 
372 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'That,*'  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  sis  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Commitee  ( f%£ 
(y Conor  Don) ;  Question,  "That  the  words» 
Ac.;"  after  short  debate,  Question  pat^  and 
negatived ;  words  added ;  main  QneetioD, 
as  amended,  agreed  to;  Bill  put  cff  for 
six  months 

Game  licenceg  (Xreland)  Bill 

(Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Baring) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !"»  after  short  debate  FA  13, 
[177]  224  [BailO] 

Read2«*i?V*17 

Committee*;  Report JP«6 20 

Read  so*  F<^  21 
;.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Steward)  Feb  23 

Read  2«*ifar  3  (No.l4) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  7  (No.  23) 

Read3**ifar0 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [88  Via.  0. 2] 

QaoU,  Flogging  in 
Questions,  Mr.  Scully,  Mr.  Hadfleld,  Mr.  W. 
E.    Forster;    Answer,    Sur   George  Grey 
Jfar23,[i78]77 

Oaughan,  Catherine,  Com  of 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeafh  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  July  4,  [180]  1158 

Gatin,  Major  G.,  Limorieh  COy 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report, 

[177]  »o 

Railway  TnTcUing  (IrclMid),  2R.  [178]  03 
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General  Poet  Office  (Additional  Site)  Bill 

(Mr.  Peelf  Mr,  Cawper) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  27  [Bill  94] 

Read2*»*4pn7  7 

Referred  to  Seleet  Committee : — Mr.  Gowper 
(Chairmnn),  Mr.  Adam,  Mr.  Dutton,  Mr. 
Lygoo,  Mr.  Peel,  and  Mr.  Tomline  AprU  20 

Report  *  May  16  [Bill  U9] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm,) ;  Report  May  22 

Reads®*  Jlfay25 
I.  Read  1*  *  {Lord  Stanley  ofAlderley)  May  26 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  June  2.  [179]  1186 

Report  •  June  20  (No.  124) 

Committee  *  June  22  ;  Report*  Jitne  23 

Readd**/uite26 

Royal  Auent  July  5      [28  A  29  Viet.  0.  67] 

GsoBOEy  Mr.  J.,  Wexford  Co. 

Conrt  of  Chancerj  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  521 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1182 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland),  2R. 

[178]  756 
Union  OflBoers  (Ireland)  SuperannuatioD,  2R. 

[177]  1007 

Oerman  ZoUveretn,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Heygate ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajard 
June  19,  [180]  446 

Gibson,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  (President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade),  Ashton-undeT'Lyne 

Agricultural  Statistics,  [178]  560 

Biuikruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 

British  India  and  Colonial  Trusts,  Ac.  Corpo- 
ration, [180]  926 

Ceylon — Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rocks, 
[179]  1132,1133.  1134,1135 

Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [179]  46  ;  [180]  734 

Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 
Order  88 ;  Adj.  moved,  [180]  873 

Foreign  Statistics,  [177]  958 

France — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1758 

Great  Western  Railway,  Accident  on  the,  [179] 
1387,  1345, 1347 

'Great  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haven  and  Port, 
2R,  [177]  746 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  172, 176 

Holyhead  Harbour,  [178]  945 

Industrial  Exhibitions — Protection  of  Inven- 
tions, [177]  320 

Ireland — Dublin  and  Holyhead  Steamers, [179] 
293 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 
Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1659 

Malt,  Res.  [177]  1283, 1293 

Master  Manufacturers — Rental  on  Machinery, 
[180]  540 

Merchant  Shipping  Dii^putes,  2R.  [180]  602 
*  Oyster  Fishery,  [178]  672 

Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  757,  760 ;  [180]  132 

Parliamentary  Counsel,  Fees  of,  [177]  498 

Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1273, 1293  ; 
Comm.  el,  I,  [179]  526,  527  ;  add,  el,  531, 
535,539 

Piers  and  Harbours,  [170]  1122 

Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  569 

Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
108 ;— Printing  Petitions,  114 ;  Res.  285  ,^— 
Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  448 

[eani. 


GiBsoir,  Rt.  hon.  T.  M. — eonU 

Railway  Accidents,  [177]  116;  Res.  1132; 
Papers  moved  for,  [180]  1160 

Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  620,  621,  623 

Railway  communication  between  Passengers 
and  Guards,  [177]  1742 

Railway  Construction  Facilities  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [180]  594 

Railway  Travelling,  [180]  262 

Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  communi- 
cation ),  Res.  [  1 79]  66,  7 1 ,  72 

Russia  Company  Dues,  [177]  235 

Salt,  Importation  of,  into  France,  [179]  292 

Scotland— Port  Patrick  Harbour,  [178]  783 

Sea  Fisheries,  [177]  748 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  32  &  40,  Amendt.  [180] 
1161 

Supply — Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours, 
[179]  595  :— Lighthouses  Abroad,  595,  596 ; 
—Board  of  Trade,  610,  611  :— Magnetic  and 
Meteorological  Observations,  1277»  1278, 
1279 

Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  226 

Thames  Embankment,  [180]  633 

Thames,  The,  at  Hampton  Court,  [178]  80 

Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 
on,  [177]  1892 

Trinity  Board— Steam  Togs,  [i  77]  1 1 17 

Waterworks  Bills,  [177]  1042 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [i  78]  1485 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  Abstract  of,  [177]  288, 
1663 

Wrecks  on  the  Coast  of  Devon  and  Cornwall, 


[177]  *oo 

ol 


Zollverein,  Ti'caty  with  the,  [180]  465 

GiLPiN,  Colonel  R.  T.,  Bedfordehire 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1812  ; — 

Pay  and  Allowances,  1822 ; — Administration 

of  the  Army,  [i  78]  998 
Army — Number  of  the,  [177]  746 
Canada — Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

848 

QiLPiK,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  95 

Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  465 

Supply — Nonconforming,  &e.  Ministers,  [179} 

1302  ;  —  Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180I 

473 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cZ.  2,  [179I  511, 

513 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  tee  Citan- 

OBLLOB  of  the  EZCB£Q(7EB 

O0LD8MID,  Sir  F.  H.,  Beading 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1656 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  742 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  307;  3R. 
1026 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  932 

Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1197 

Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  218 

Private  Bills— SUnding  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
103 ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  445 

River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1352 

Schleswig-Holstein  Duchies,  [178]  929 

Supply— Royal  Pariu,  [179]  246 
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OoEXy  Mr.  W.  B.  Ormsby,  Zeitrim  Co. 
GoniUlralary  Force  (IreUnd)  Act  Amendmeiit, 

Comm.  Amendfc.  [179]  978,  983  ;  el.  8, 987 
Dogs  Rognlation  (Ireland),  Consid.  d,  91,  [179] 

859 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railwaj,  2R.  [177]  1059 


Ooscmor,  Mr.  0.  J.,  London 
Bank  Notes  Issoe,  8R.  [177]  630;    Comm. 

[178]  1264  {  el,  6,  1368;  Re-Oomm.  cL  B, 

[1 79]  833 
Bankruptcy  Act  ( 1861 ),  Res.  [i  79]  1114 
Chorch    BstahUshment  (Ireland),    Res.    Adj. 

mored,  [1781466 
Customs,  Out  Door  CMBcors  of,  Comm.  morod 

for,  [178J  1317 
India— Expedition  to  Bhootan,  [178]  989 
Partnership  Amendment,  3R.  [178]  1396 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

c{.3,  [i79]660 
TesU  Abolition  (Oxford),  LeaTe,  [178]  48; 

3R.*  [18^  186,  331 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1887 

Oovemmmt  Annuiiioi  Ad 

Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  F^  14,  [177] 
338  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hodgkinson  ;  Answer, 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  31, 
499 ;  Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  Mar  3,  967 ;  Question,  Hr.  Salt ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  3,  969  ;  Question,  Sir  Mtnto  Farquhar; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
JuM  36,  [180]  838 

GkiWEH,  Son.  £.  F.  Letesok,  Bodmin 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moTodfor,  [i78]696 

OowxBy  Mr.  O.  W.  O.  Letbsoit,  SetgaU 
'     Rirer  Waters  Protection,  3R.  [177]  1343 

Obakabd,  Earl  of 
IreUnd^Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  431 

Orand  Juneiion  Canal  JBaatn,  The 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;   Answer,  Mr.  H.  A. 
Braoe  Jtdy  3,  [180]  1048 

Orand  Jnries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Blake,  Mr,  MeMahtm,  Mr,  Magmrt) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Mar  37  [BUI  93] 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  21 

G&ANTiLLB,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 
Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in.  Papers  moved  for,  [1 79]  738, 739 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  30,  31 
Agricultural  Gangs,  Address  moved,  [179]  177 
Army— Military  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Wool- 
wich, [177]  1113 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolyency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment,  Commons  Amendts.  [178]  1306 


Gbavtilu,  Eail— «miI. 

Burial  Service,  Res.  [180]  1031 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [t8o] 

1026 
Canada — ^Deiencei  of^Colonel  Jenrois'  Repott, 

[177]  430 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [178]  558 
Casual  Poor— Metropolis,  [178]  5 
Church  in  iMtead— The  39th  Canon  of  IMS, 

[180]  1160 
Clerical  Subscription,  9R.  [179]  873;  Coram. 

963  ;  d,  4,  974  ;  Report,  1045,  1047, 1949 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180I 1034 
Companies  Workmens' Edncatkm,  Comm.  ei.1, 

Amendi.  [179]  955 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England—  Law  of 

Evidence,  [179]  185 
Cotton  Manufiioturing  Districts,  Distress  in 

the— Mr.  Famall,  [(77]  581,  583 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.  [178]  1309 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  3R. 

<«f(i.«/.  [178]  1587 
Destitute  Poor  (Metropolis),  Return   raored 

for,  [177]  98 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail* 

ways,  [178]  554 
Divine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England,  2R. 

[180]  919 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking— Standing  Order, 

[I79]W8 
Dockrall,  Mr.,  Caao  0^  Papers  moved  for,  [1 78] 

191 
Eastrt  TTolldays,  Notice,  [178]  486 
Ednniiids,    Leonard,   Resignation  of,    Comm. 

moved  for,  [i  77]  1318,  1319,  1330;  Report 

of  Select  Comm.  [178]    1535 ;  —  Penaion, 

Res.[i79]l5,37,  40,  44 
Education— The  Revised  Code  of  Regulations, 

[177]  316;— National,  1734;— Examination 

ofChildren,  [178]  878,879 
Fisheries   Commissioners,  Chairman   of   the, 

[180]  349 
Illicit  Distillation— The  ConsUbulary,  [177I 

377 ; — In  Clare  and  Donegal,  Return  moved 

for,  381 
Imperial  Gas,  8R.  [179]  865 
Imprisonment  on  CivU  Prooeas,    ICiddleeex, 

fi78]  3 
Ireland— John  Darcy  and  Robert  Daridsoa, 

Papers  moved  for,  [177]  131; — Magistracy 

and  Police  Force,  Papers  moved  for,  133 ; — 

Arming  of  the  Constabulary,  339;— Public 

Records   relating    to,     743 ;  —  Catharine 

Gaughan,    Papers  moved  for,  [178]  373; 

[179]  733,  735,  1186;  [180I 1159;— J.  and 

C.  llannigan.  Papers  moved  i^,  [179]  558; 

—Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  433 
Irvin,  Mr.  D'Arcy,  Papers  moved  for,  {177]  830 
Juries  (Ireland),  3R.  [178]  1596 
Liverpool  Borough  Prison,  [180^  859 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Nomination  of  Comm. 

[180I9 
Lord  Chancellor,   Resignation  of  the,  [180] 

1143 
Metalliforous  Mines,  3R.  [179]  634 
Metropolitan  Sewage — Report  of  Select  Com* 

mittee,  [i77]641 
Mines,  Report  on,  [i  79]  388 
Miniatures,  Exhibition  of,  at  South 

ton,  [180]  333 
Mortgage  Debentures,  3R.  [179]  7^8 
Museums,  dtc.  Public,  [180]  970 

[ctmi. 
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GRiimLLE,  Earl— «on<. 

North  West  Territory — British  North  America, 

[177]  587 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of  the,  [180]  850 
Patent  0£Bce  Accounts,  Audit  of  the,  [179]  361 
Patent  Rights,  [177]  736 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [180]  922 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  2B.  [180]  960 
Police  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for,  [178]  1598 
Poor  Rates,  Metropolitan  and  Suburban  Dis- 
tricts, [177]  280 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moyed  for,  [177]  202 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  moved,  [180]  109 
Prisons,  2R.  [180]  618 ;  Comm.  d.  68,  854 ; 

Schedule  2,  855  ;  Report,      921 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[179]    1117;    Comm.    [180]    112;  d.  5; 

Amendt.  114  ;  Report,  516,  518 
Public  Schools,  Select  Comm.  [178]  1304 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  432,  434,  436 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  735 
Roman  Catholic  Schools,  [180]  859 
Russia — Epidemic  in,  [178]  744,  880 
Saffron  Hill  Murder — Case  of  Pelizzioni,  [178] 

485 
Singapore  and  the  Straits  Settlements,  [180] 

438 
Slave  Trade  Papers,  [180]  334 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  739 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  9 
Winslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to,  [x8o]  1142 

Great  Western  Railway  Accident 
Question,  Sir  William  Gallwey;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  9,  [179]  1337 

Oreat  Yarmouth  Borough,  Raven  and  Port 
Bill  (hy  Order) 

e.  Moved,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o*'  {Sir 
B,  Stracey)  Feb  27,  [177]  744  ;  Amendt.  to 
leave  out  *'now/'  and  add  *' upon  this  day 
six  months"  {Mir,  Warner)  \  Question, 
**That  'now'  Ac.;"  after  debate,  A.  139, 
N.  17  ;  M.  112 ;  Read  2«  JFV6.27 

GiiBiLTES,  Mr.  E.,  Warwick 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  3R.  [179]  806 
Bristol  and    North    Somerset    Railway,  2R. 
Amendt.  [178]  877 

Oremj  Mary,  Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Uennessy ;   Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 
ViUiers^i»^  27,  [178]  1082 

Greenock  Railway  Bill 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  bo  re-committed  to 
the  former  Committee"  {Mr.  E,  P.Bouverie) 
April  28,  [178]  1193 ;  after  debate,  A.  110, 
N.  76 ;   M.  84 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill 

{Mr.  Childeri,  Lord  C.  Paget,  Mr.  Adam) 

178]  e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  CAtWer*);  after  long 
debate,  Bill  ordered;  read  1"*  April  25, 
1002  [BUI  133] 

VOL.  CLXKX.  [thibd  bkribs.]  [co^t- 


Greenmeh  Hospital  BiU-^cotA. 

1 79]  Read  2o  after  long  debate  May  29,  996 
.  Committee  ;  Report  May  29,  996       [Bill  179] 
.  Committee  {on  re-eomm.)  ;  after  short  debate. 
Considered  June  8, 1314 
Committee — b.p. 
180]  Considered  in  Committee ;  Report  June  18, 

124 
.  Considered  as  amended  June  19,  499 

Read  S»  •  June  20  [Bill  212] 

/.  Read  1*  •  {Duke  of  Somerset)  June  20 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  June 
27, 8^5  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
.  Read  2*  June  27  (No.  179) 

Committee* ;  Report /un^  29 
Read  3*  *Jun«  30 
Royal  Assent  July  5        [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  89] 


Greenwich     Union  —   Cases    of    Mary 
Moriarty,  Julia  Rannon,  and  Others 
Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;   Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 
ViUiers  Feb  23,  [1 77]  596 


Gbebkwood,  Mr.  J.,  Bipon 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  d,  4,  [178]  1067; 
3R.  Amendt.  [179]  372 

Gbegoby,  Mr.  "W.  H.,  Galway  Co. 

Army—MiliUry  Store  Department,  [177]  1123 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  Adj.  moved, 

[178]  1445,1449,1613 
British  Museum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [179]  391 
Confederate  States — British  Property  in  the, 

[177]  1922 
Game  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  372 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [i  77]  722 
National  Gallery— Mr.  Frith's  "  Derby  Day," 

[178]  1238 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [170]  1068 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1537,  1557, 

1558 
Supply — Department  of  Science  and  Art,  [179] 

1176  ;— British  Museum,   1352  ;  — National 

Gallery  Enlargement,  [180]  494 


Gregson,  Mr.,  late  Chairman  of  the  PuhUe 
Petitions  Committee 
Observations,  Viscount   Palmerston  Feb  16, 
[177]  286 

Gbbnfell,  Mr.  C.  P.,  Preston 

Army  Estimates— Disembodied   Militia,  [177] 
1979 

Qkbville,  Colonel  F.  S.,  I/mgford  Co. 

Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [17S]  787 
Ireland — Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1825  ; 

—County  Down  Assises — Chief  Justice  Moiia- 

han,  [1783201 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  598 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178]  181 
Railway  Travelling,  [180]  202 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  756 
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GbbTi  Earl 

Ash  worth,  Mr.  C,  Case  of,  [177]  119 

Burial  Serrioe,  Rm.  [180]  1033 

CompanUs  Workmens'  Edaoation,  Oomm.  d,  I, 

[179]  9M 
Imperial  Gat,  2R.  [179]  865 
IxMomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  957 
Marriages  (Lamboamo),  Oomm.  odd.  el.  [179] 

191 
Public     HoQio    Clonng   Aoi     Amendmmi, 

Oomm.  [180]  lU 
Roman  Oatholio  Oath,  8R.  [180]  800 
Tyne  ImproTement,  SR.  [180]  850 
Union  Ohargeability,  3R.  [180]  86 


Qkki,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Horpeth 


Abingdon  Gaol,  [177]  116 
of  Li< 
660 


Army — Oaae  of  Li6nt.-ColoDel  Dawkins,  [1 79] 


Azeem  Jah  (Signatares  to  Petitions),  Report, 

[179]  1248  {—Discharge    of  Marshall   and 

Whitehead,  1266 
Ballot,  The,  [177]  660 
Belfast— RioU  at,  [177]  883,  889,  400;  Ret. 

[x8o]  168 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1446, 

1469,  1471, 1629 
Bristol,  Episcopal  residence  at,  [180]  632 
Capital  Punishment  within  Gaols,  Leave,  [177] 

455 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  2),  2R.  [178]  476 
Church  Attendance  on  Sundays,  Leave,  [177] 

948 
Church  Establishment (Lreland),  Rei.[i78]d96 
Church  of  England  Usages,  Oomm.  moved  lor, 

[1793775 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  3R.  [179]  90 
Clerical  SubscripUon,  Leave,  [178]  1710  ;  2R. 

[180]  634 :  Comm.  el.  1,  839 ;  el.  4,  841 ; 

Consid.  879 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  8,  [179I 902  ;  el.  9,  993,  994 
Convictions  under  Refreshment  Houses  Act, 

[177]  452,  749 
Convocation — Alteration  of  the  Canons,  [179] 

1269 ;  [180]  369 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Consid. 

[180]  847 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  el.  10,  [i  79] 

100,101;  add.  el.  102 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order  No.  88,  [180]  874 ;  No.  90,  877 
Craythorne,  Walter,  Case  of,  [179]  1335 
Bogs,  Ownerless,  [x8o]  365 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[17911128 
Drake,  Mr.,  Caseof  the  late,  [178]  488 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  [100]  1044 
Education — Minute  of  Council,  [17^]  1818 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  3R. 

[180]  614 
Established    Church    Service  —  Rev.    A.    D. 

Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [i  79]  771 
Execution  at  Durham,  [178]  8 
Executions  at  Newgate,  [178]  1465 
Exeter,  Diocese  of,  [i  78]  034 
Factories  Act— The  Clay  Yards,  [178]  1467 
Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages  (Scotland),  [180] 

[pant. 


Gbst,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.- 

Felony  and  Misdemeantfr  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2R.[  177]  679 
Fires  at  Theatres,  Ae,  £177]  186 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [178]  78,  79 
Gunpowder,  Storage  of,  [177]  1116 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland),  [177]  846 
Highways  Act,  [178]  84 
Indosure,  Comm.  [178]  028 
Industrial  Schools,    Suspension   of  Standing 

Order,  [1 78]  486 
Infant  Mortality  at  Emnetb,  [178]  562,  959 
Ireland—State  of,  Res.  [177]  800;— Case  of 
Mary  Ryan,  1535  ;— County  Down  Aasiiea — 
Chief  Justice  Monahan,  [1 78]  201 ; —Titles 
to  Land,  888 ;— Opening  of  the  Dublin  Ex- 
hibition, 1604 ;— The  Irish  Church,  [i  791194; 
— Roman  Catholic  University.  [180]  1177 
Kent,  Constance,  Case  of,  [i  79]  48 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Oomm.  moved  for, 

[179]  779 ;  Res.  [180]  1134 
LicensingLaws,  [177]  1116 
Liturgy,  Revision  of  the,  [179]  1122 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177 J  647 
Lock  Out  in  the  Iron  Trade,  [1 78]  92 
Locomotivps   on    Roads,  Comm.  el,   1,  [178] 
1060, 1070 :  el.  2,  1065,  1066 :  el,  4,  Amende. 
1067:  el.  5,  1069;  e^.  8, 1070 
Marriage  Law,  [177]  447 
Mayne,  Sir  B.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistrate*, 

[1781722 
Metropolis  Sewage  and^  Essex   Rcelamatioo, 

Consid.  [178]  886 
Metropolitan  Paving,  dto.  Commission  moved 

for,  [180]  139 
MetropoliUn  Police  Rate,  [177]  1904,  1905 
Metropoliton  Toll  Bridges,  2R^  [178]  1055 
Middlesex    Industrial  Schools,  Consid.  [179] 

1265 
Mines,    Condition    of,   [178]    1599 ;    Comm. 

moved  for,  [179]  72,  78 
Minor  Canons,  ie.  [180]  989 
Monastic    and    Conventual     Establishments, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [i  77]  1077, 1080 
Mortgagee  Debentures,  2R.  [177]  270 
Murder  in  Epping  Forest,  [i  79}  740 
Patent  OiBco— Mr.  Edmunds,  [177]  1921 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  511  ;  Comm.  el.  4,  595 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [179]  1102 
Poor  I  AW  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180]  738 
Powder  Magaxinos,  Government,  [177]  135 
Princess  of  Wales  —  Address   moved,  [179] 

1270 
Prison  Libraries,  [177]  747 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  212;  2R.  1361,  1362; 
Comm.  d.  15,  [179]  1328 ;  eL  19, 1329;  el. 
21,   1330;   c/.   22,  Amendt.   1330;   cl.   42. 
1331  ;  cL  53,  1331 ;  Schedule  1,  1333, 1334, 
1335 
Prisoners  in  Newg.ite,  Treatment  of,  [177]  599, 

1024,  102o,  1026 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  574 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7.  [177! 

112 
Public  U0U80  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment* 
Leave,   [177]  264;    [178]  489;   2R.  867; 
Comm.  el.  2,  [i  79]  542,  543,  545,  548, 550  ; 
Amendt.  551, 552  ;  add,  d.  553,  554 
Public  Oiflces  (Site  and  Approaches).  Leave, 

[177]  1306,1307 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  dR.  [178] 
182  ■* 
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Grit,  Right  Hon.  Sir  6.— «e>M<. 

Reformatorj  Children,  Exhibition  of,  [178] 
1001 

River  Waters  Protoction,  Leave,  [177]  137; 
2R.  1331, 1333 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [178]  31;  2R. 
[179]  466,  461,  469 ;  Comm.  613,  617,  741  i 
cL  1,  [180]  64 

Rnmia— Epidemic  in,  [178]  784, 880 

Saffron  Hill  Murder,  [177]  209 ;  [178]  84 

St.  James'  Park,  [179]  1348 

Sewage  Utilization,  Leave^  [177]  127;  2EU 
1360 

Smith  or  Swanson,  Marearet,  Case  of,  [178]  84 

South  American  Beef,  fi  77]  1661 

Supply — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  257^ 
268 ; — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Mnn,  698  ;— 
Rates  for  Government  Property,  604;-^ 
Woods,  Forests,  &c.  705,  706,  711 ;— Oflkd 
of  Works,  Ac.  943 ; — Lunacy  Commissions^ 
1137; — Secret  Service,  1139; — Inspection, 
&c.  of  Prisons,  1163;  Eleport,  1260;  — 
Bermudas,  1280  ; — Consular  Establishments 
Abroad,  1287; — Nonconforming,  Ao.  Mini<< 
sters,  1200 

Theatres,  &o,  2R.  [180]  182 

Titles  to  Land  Registration  (Ireland),  [177] 
747 

Turnpike  Tolls  Abolition,  Leave,  [178]  1624 1 
2R.  [180]  693 

Turnpike  Trusts*  [177]  138 

Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  171,  172, 
178 

United  States — Assassination  of  President 
Lincoln,  [178]  1081 ;  Address  moved,  1242 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 
[180]  649 

Upper  Street,  Islington,  Disgraceful  State  of» 
[179]  239,  241 

Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1091 

Waterworks  and  Reservoirs,  [177]  601  ;  [178]  7 

Wednesday  Sittings — Suspension  of  Standing 
Order,  [180]  1163 

Gbiffith,  Mr.  C.  Darby,  Devizes 

Abingdon  Gaol,  [177]  116 

Army — Case  of  Lieut.- Colonel  Dawkins,  [i  79] 

641,  660,  662,  744;  Address  moved,  880, 

888,  892,898;  Explanation,  1041,  1336;— 

Dress  of  Military  Chaplains,  [180]  731 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  663  ;  Comm. 

cL  2,  Amendt.  830 
Courts  of  Conciliation,  [178]  480 
Devixes  Turnpike  Trust,  [179]  662 
Egypt— The  Suez  Canal,  [177]  1044,  1769 
Financial  SUtement,  Ti  78]  1466 
Lrelaud— Administration  of  tho    Law,   [177] 

1740,  1829 
Italy — Capture  of  British  Subjects  by  Brigands, 

[180]  1162 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1724 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  9,  [178] 

763 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  cl,  2,  Amendt. 

[178]  1066;  cl.  1,  1071 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  276 
Parliamentary  Counsel,  Feeso^  [i77]^98 
Pensions  to  Officers  of  tho  House  of  Lords, 

[177]  1370 
Poland— Afibirs  of.  Res.  [177]  1849 
Postmaster  General,  Offioo  of,  Oomm.  moved 

for,  [178]  378, 896 


Grotith,  Mr.  0.  Darby    eont. 

Post  Office  —  Threepenny  Postage  Stamp, 
[177]  409 

Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  222,  223;  2R,  1361, 
1362 

Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 
1167,1169 

Railway  Travelling,  [180]  263 

Roman  Catholic  Oatli,  Comm.  [179]  617 

Secretory  of  Stote  for  War,  Res.  [t^]  460, 
467 

Secret  Service  Money,  Returns  moved  for, 
[x8o]  690,  602 

Simony,  Law  of,  [180]  982 

Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [x  79]  261 ; 
—Foreign  Office,  606 ;— Secret  Service,  1138, 
1139  ; — Magnetie  and  Meteorological  Obser- 
vations, 1279  ; — Royal  Academy  of  Music, 
1280  :— Labuan,  1281 ;— Consular  Establish- 
ments Abroad,  1286,  1287 

**  Times,"  The,  and  the  Budget,  [179]  299 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comnu  Adj.  moved, 
[180]  687,  688;  Schedule,  Amendt.  646 

Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  [178]  1015 

United  S  totes  —  Proclamation  of  President 
Johnson,  [179]  663 

Gbooax,  Sir  E.,  Dublin  City 
British  North  America— Red  River  Territory, 

[179]  976 
Ireland  _  Royal   Hibernian    Militory    School, 

Returns  moved  for,  [178]  642  ;— Deep  Sea 

Fishery,  669 
Union  Offlcers(Ireland)  SaperanDoatioDi  Comm. 

c/.  1,  [178]  267 

Obosyenob,  Ear],  Chester 

Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [179]  620 

Hadfield,  Mr.  G.,  Sheffield 
Bank  Notes  Islue,  3R.  [179]  803,804;  Re- 

Comm.  Amendt.  810 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1804 
Church  Rates  Commutotion,  2R.  [179]  90,  96 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  664 ;  Comm. 

838 
Clonpriest,  Ac.  Benefices  (Ireland)^  Retnrni 

moved  for,  [17  7]  249 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  8R.  [180] 

828 
Courto  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  178; 

2R.  292 
Crown  Suito,  &o.  [179]  490 
Educational  and  Charitoble  Institotiont,  2R. 

[180]  611,  613 
Flogginff  in  Gaols,  [178]  78,  70 
Indemnity,  Leave,  [180]  624;  2R,   Amendti 

684 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  308 
Ireland— Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1829 
Law  of  Evidence,  ^.  Leave,  [177]  261 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[1791783 
Local  Government  Supplemental,  Comm.  [x  78] 

1034, 1036 
Obsolete  Acto  of  Parliament,  [i  78]  1002 
Private  Bill  Costo,  2R.  [177]  674 
Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendmeni, 

Leave,  [177]  266 
Qualification  for  Offloet  Abolition,  2R.  [177] 

210  ;  3R.  [178]  181 
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HioniLD,  Mr.  G.—  eotU. 

Snpplj— Rates  for  GoTerament  Property,  Adj. 

moved,  [179]  604 
United   St&tes  —  Conf olf    for   the    Southern 

SUtei,  [180]  567 

Halibitiitok,  Mr.  T.  C,  Launee$ton 

Armr  Eitimatet— Works,  Buildings,  &e.  [178] 

183 

Canada— Defenoes  of,  Fapers  moTsd  for,  [178] 

798 

Hahiltok,  Right  Hon.  Lord  C,  l\fr<me  Co. 
Belfast— RioU  at,  [177]  866,  871 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Aet  Amendment, 

Consid.  d.  8,  [180]  105 
India  Offloe  (Site,  Ae.),  Comm.  d.  8,  [178] 

86S 
Public  OlBoes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leaye, 

[177]  1809,1807 
Qnaliflcatlon  for  Gflloes  Abolition,  8R.  [178] 

188 

Eaxiliov,  Major  W.  F.,  Linliikgawtihire 
RaUwaj  TrareUing  (Ireland),  8R.  [178]  66 

Sav^Um    Couri   Palaee,    Cartoons   and 

Omamenial  Screens  at 

Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards  Mar  81,  [lyS'] 

56t  i   (Question,    Mr.   Cavendish  Bentinck ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  May  15,  [179]  801 — 

FarL  P.  (l.)  No.  84 

Harbvby,  Mr.  R.,  Middlesex 

Executions  at  Newgate,  [i  78]  U65 

Naiareth— Churoh  at,  [178]  70 
.    Newington  Green  and  Ilomsejr  Road,  [178] 
1989 

Night  Refuges  (MetropolU),  [177]  1920 

Hakxbt,  Mr.  T.,  Peterborough 
Bank    Notes  Issue,  9R.  [177]  695;   Comm. 

[178]  1960:    a.  8,  1266;   Amendt.  1268; 

add.  el,  1979 
ChariUble  Trusts  Fees,  9R.  [178]  1097 
Civil  Service  Eitimates,  [178]  735 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  9R.  [179]  840 
Fires  in  London,  [178]  7 
Metropolitan  Paving,  Ac.  Comnussion  moved 

for,  [180]  187 
Minor  Canons,  Ac.  [180]  087 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  221 
Supply  —  Metropolitan   Fire    Brinde,  [i  79] 

258  ;--Board  of  Trade,  610 ;— Royal  Aea- 

demy  of  Musio,  1980 

Sarhours  of  Refuge 
Breakwater  at  Aldemey,  (Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Mav  19,  [179]  560 
Moved,  **  That  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
now  adopt  measures  for  the  construction  of 
some  of  the  Harbours  of  Refuge  on  the  ooast 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  recommended 
by  a  Committee  of  this  House  in  1858,  and 
by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1859"  {Sir  Fre- 
derick Smith)  June  Id,  [180]  164 ;  after  lonff 
debate.  A.  99,  N.  HI;  M.  19 

I 


ffarbaurs  0/  Refuge^^ani. 

Harwich  ffarbour,  I.  Considered  in  Commit- 
tee *  June  29  ;  Reported  *  June  30 

Holyhead  Barbottr,  Question,  Colonel  Dunne ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  ii|'v^7,[i78]  944 

Harbours  Transfer  BQl 

{Mr.  miner  Gibson,  Lord  C.  Paget) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  June  14  [BiU  916] 

Read9«*/iifi«l6 

Committee* ;  Report  June  19 

Read  2^  •  June  20  [BiU  950] 

L  Read  1*  •  iDuke  of  Somereet)  June  90 

Read  2*  •  June  22  ( No.  182) 

Committee*  June  28 ;  Report*  June 26 

Read8**/ime  97 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [98  A  99  Viel.  e.  100] 

Habdcastle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
Malt.   Res.  [177]  1979;    Previous    (^ucstioo 

moved,  1998 
Prison  Libraries,  [177]  747 

Habdwioeb,  Earl  of 
Army — Issue  of  Ck>mmissioBS,  [180]  978 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[180]  964 
Courts  of  Justioe  Building,  Comm.  [178]  1809 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 

Res.  [179]  90 
Greenwich  HospiUl,  9R.  [180]  856 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  9R.  [179]  867,  872; 

Comm.  [180]  256,  957 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation,  3R. 

[179]  1115 
Navy — Masters  in  the,  [179]  884  ; — dtptains 

on  the  Reserved  List,  [180]  979 ; — ^Warraat 

OfBoers,  980 

Habdt,  Mr.  Q.,  Leominster 
Church  Establishment   (Ireland),  Res.   [178] 

409 
Ck>ort  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  875 
Education,  Clomm.  moved  for,  [177]  911 
Law  of  Evidence,  9R.  [177]  943 ;  (Tomm.  ci.  1, 

Amendt.  [180]  311,  314 
I.eeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  899 
Liverpool  Licensing,  9R.  [177]  656 
Prisons,  Leave,  [i  77]  993 
Private  Bills — Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

444 
Teste  AboUUon  (Oxford),  9R.  [180]  999 

Hakbt,  Mr.  J.,  Dartmouth 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Oomm.e/.  9,  [178]  1064 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of 
Canada — ^Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrois*  Report, 

['77]  489 
Casual  Poor— Metropolis,  [178]  6 
Courte  of  Justioe,  The  New,  Retoms  moved 

for,  [177]  1916 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of—- Pension, 

Res.  [179]  37 
Education,  National,  [177]  1739,  1785 
Edaoation  —  Revised  Code  —  Exunination  of 

Children,  [178]  878,  879 
Episcopate,  increase  in  the,  [180]  705 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  9R.  [180]  798,  800 


HAR        (SESSION,     1865)         HAR        HEA 


177- 


179— '8»- 


H&STiHOTOH,  MorquBBa  of  (Under  Secretary  HumaaioH,  M&rqntu  of— eoni. 

for  War),  Laneaihire,  N.  Volunteer  Riflei,  Promotion  in,  [177]  1663; 

.       .  r-         r      T>     •       r-  1  ['791*7; — Allowmaea  l«  Ser««nt  Ir-'— — 

■^^flflO  *"   GOTflrnmente-  tor..  [.78]  88,  671  :-Voluntoer  0" 

A.i;rE.lim.to.-L«„i   Fo«»..  [.77]  1781.  Sarrioe  o«  Juri«,  a 

181H.   1820i— Pmj  Md    AUowsnoBi,   1831,  _        .  .    -,     ^         „„ 

1833,  19Bi,  1987,   1978  ;— Clothing  Estab-  Harwicll  HarbOnT  BlU 


liihmenti,  1974 :— Divine  Senioe,  1974;— 
Mutial  Lair,  1970; — Di(einbodi»d  Uilitift, 
1976,  laSO:— TsomsDrj,  1981,  1983;— Vo- 
lanteen,  1963  ;— Enrolled  Pensionan,  1984, 
I9Bfi; — MKnoracturing  DopartmenM,  1986, 
1990,  1994,1997, 1998, 19e9,3000;—Worki, 
Buildings,  dto.  [i  78]  94,  349,  3S3  ;- Mllitarj 
Edaution,  3fi8,   383  ;— Misaellnn 


-ChelMi 


{Mr.  M.  aibnn,  Mr.  BuU) 

,  Coniiderod  inCommtttN  ;  Bill  ordomd  *  Sfayi 
Read  1'*  May  10  [Bill  137] 

Read  3°  ■  May  29 

Referred  lo  Select  Committee"  Jan*  1 
IUport"/uH«14  [Bill  314] 

Committee  *  (on  re-tonm.) ;  Report  Jane  30 
Read  3°  ■  June  31 


d  Kilraainham  Ho^    I.  lUad  !••  (Lord  Stanley  of  AbUrlm)  Junt  S3 


piuls,    364,    Ses,    Sff6  1  —  Superannuati 

Allowanoei,    8£6  ; — Adminiatration    of   the 

Armj,  978,  994 
Army — Regimental  Quartermutert,[i77]  110; 

— Armstrong    and   Wbitworth    Gods,   330, 

1739  ;  [179]  48  ;  [180]  366  ;— Armstrong  13- 

pounder  Giina,  [177]  449,  4S0  ;— RecruitiDg, 

Commiuion  moved    for,   S36  ;    [1  78]  873  ; 

[180]   B39;   Number   of  the,  747;— Mili- 

tarr  RseerTO  Fund,  1048;— Tbe  Ordmtnoe 

Surrej,  1093;— Military  Store  Department, 
-  1133  ;  —  Irish  or  Roman  Cathoiia  Reoraits, 

1740;  [179]  639;- The  War  Offloe,  [177] 

1830;  [178]  203;— RLBe  Brigade  and  ff hit- 
worth   RiBes,  [177]  1931  1— Libraries,  ^. 

Papers  moved  for,  [178]   47;  — The  Foot 

Qoarda,  89;- DepOt  Battalioni,   Explana- 
tion, 341;  —  Ordnanoa    Salaat    Committee, 

8T1  i  C"  79]  1226,  1339  ;-CultiTation  of  Gar-    HiT,  Sir  J.  C.  D.,  WokefitU 


Read  3*  ■ /un«  30  '  (No.      ., 

Referred  to  Select  Committee  Jitnt  39 
Report  of  Select  Commitleo  *  JuTie  30 
Committee  *  July  3  ;  Report  *  Jvly  4 
Eead3—/«Ji(4  (No.  334) 

Rojal  Auent  July  6        [38  .fc  39  Via.  o.  ISO] 

Habsahd,  Mr.  M.  D.  WaUrford  Ciiy 
tireenwioh  Hospital  Comm.  cl.  S,  [179]  1318; 
cJ:  10,  1331 

Ireland-Grand  Juries,  [177]  307 

Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1183; 

a.  10,  [t8o]  87 
Roman  Catholio  Oath,  Comm.  el.  1,  [iSo]  40 
Union  Offloer*  (Ireland)  SnparanDnation,  3R. 

[177]  1908 


deni  hj  Soldicra,  [178]  670; — Ordnance  Ei- 

Erimenta,  673; — Convertron  of  Enflald 
fle»,[i79]389  ;— Military  Telegraphs, 401; 
— Contagious  Diseases  PreventloD  Act,  503  ; 
— Military  Reserre  Fund,  639  ; — Military 
Train,e41;— Gaae  of  Lieut. -Colonel  Dawkiiu, 
647,683;  Addrei* moved,  867,888,602, 1330, 
1387  :— Regimental  Pajmaslers,  [180]  868  ; 
Armstrong  Gun  CommiBsion,  363  : — Employ- 
ment of  Dr.  Sutherland,  441,  443,  991  ;— 
DteiB  of  Military  Chaplains,  731 ;— Mackay'a 
Gnn,  083  ;— Field  Allowaaoe  to  Officers  at 
Alderahot,  964 
Canada— Defenoei  of.  Papers  moTed  ior,  [■  7S] 

846,  B48 
China— Indian  Allowance  in,  [1 78]  83 
ContoUdated  Fnnd  (Appropriation),  3R.  [iSa] 

837 
Oana  for  Cout  Defenoaa,  [i  77]  1935 
Ireland- Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Ra- 

tnraa  moved  for,  [i  78]  S4S 
Indian  Staff  Appointments,  [177]  1043 
MilitU— Travelling  AUowanees,  [1J7]   846;- 
The  3rd  Middlesex,  [178]  1^99  ;— Reviews 
of  the, '■-''-■"'* 
Mutiny,  I 

388 ;  ei.  01,  oou 
Navy  Armamanta,  Comm.  moved  fbr,[i77]  983    -ri^,^.  ,„ 
New  ZeaUnd— Priia  Money.[l  78]  81 ;— Troops    -n^^^n^ 

in,  83  ;— Military  Chaplaina  in,  [179]  1330 
Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  AuUtants  onthe,[i7g] 

313 
SBCTclary  of  Slate  fhr  War,  Rei.  [iSo]  4S7 
Supply,  Report,  Rea.  1,  [17S]  3S9 
Tower,   Deputy    Lieatemmay    of   the,    [177] 

1044 
■  United  St«te»— War  in  the,  [178]  83 

[Mol. 


Afrioa,  Weatem — Rumoured  Expedition  against 

Ashantee,[i77]S33 
Army— Armstrong  and  Whitworth  Gntil,  [177] 
330  ; — Armatrong   Gun   Comntisaion,  [180] 
-_,  368 

rkiiu,        Canada— Da  fences  of.  Papers  moved  tot,  (178] 


tl.  6,  [1791   1310,   1318;   d.   11. 
1339, 1333, 1333 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  Rel.  [iBo]  177 

Looomctives  on  Roads,  Comm.  «l.  3,  [178] 
106fi  ;  el.  9,  1088 

Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [1 77]  D79, 
983 

Navy- Captain  Sayera'  Life  Boat,  [i  77]  639  ; 
-Chaplain  Genaral,  lOlOi  — Widowa  of 
Warrant  Offloora,  Rea.  [179]  877,  681 

Navy  Eitimates— Men  and  BDyi,[i7  7]  1393, 
1404,  1406,  1414,  1418, 14Bfl  ;— Const  Guard 
Service,  [178]  737  ;— Wages  to  Artificers  at 
Home,  Adj.  moved,  733 ;  — MiacellaDeoD* 
Services,   964-;— Naral   Stores,  905  ;— Qalf 


Hon.  T.  E.  (Judge  Advo- 

oato  General),  NuoeMtUvpon-l^ 
Army— Sentences    of   Courts    Martial,   [177] 

1048;  —  Case  of  Lieut. -Colonel   Dawklna, 

[i79]6S1;  Address  moved,  004 
Merchant  Shipping  IMsputea,  3R.  [iBo]  609 
Hatropolis   Sewage  and    Easex  R««l«m>tiODi 

Consid.[l78]884 
Mutiny,  Comm.el.6,[i7B]3Ba 


HRA        IIEM 


(GENERAL    INDEX) 

1^7  —  lyg  —  179  —  180. 


HEN        HEN 


Heithootb,  8!r  W.,  Oafwri  Univently 
Olorioia  Snbwription,  9R.  [180]  663 
TetU  AboUtion  (Oxford).  9R.  [180]  99S 

Hbnley,  Lord,  Northampian 

Turnpike  Acts  GontiaaaiiM,  Comm.  [180]  844 
Union   ChaigOAbilitj,  9R.  [178]  312;  Comm. 
[179]  883 

Hbklbt,  Bight  Hon.  J.  W.y  Oxforithire 
Bank  Notes  Ittue,  Re-Comm.  eU  8,  [179]  831» 

833 
Obain  Cablet  and  Anohon,[i8o]  737 
Cheltenham  and  Glouoeiterthire  Water»  9R. 

[1773494 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  {178]  741 
Colonial  Docks  Loans,  3R.  [180]  098 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

«{.  3,[i8o]014 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  4,  [179]  990 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 

3R.  [180]  301 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiotioa  (Judges 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  638,  639 ;  Consid.  847 
County  Voters  Registration, Comm. ek\%t[i 79] 

101 ;  add.  d,  103 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  870 
Courts  of  Justice  Conoenlratlon  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  936 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  6,  [179] 

483 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 


[179]  11 W 

•duoation,  Comm.  moved  tor,  ri77] 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [i  78]  1303 


Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  ef.  10,  [179]  1330 ; 

add.  el.  [180]  139, 130, 131 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  761 
Law  of  Evidence,  Conun.  d.  1,  [180I  314 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Res.  [180]  1130 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Conun.  d.  1,  Amendt. 

[178]  1063  ;  c{.  3,  1066  ;  d,  4,  1067,  1068 ; 

d.  6,  1069 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1393, 1398 
Malt  Duty,  Conun.  [180]  376 
Blayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistrates, 

[178]  734 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  3R.  [180]  603 
Metropolis  Sewage  ana  Essex  Reolamation, 

Consid.  [178]  886 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  Comm.  add.  d. 

Amendt.  [178]  761,764 
Mortgage  Debentures,  3R.  [177]  371 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d,  1,  [178]  364 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [1 78]  331 
Partnership  Amendment,    8R.   [178]    1399; 

Comm.  eL  1,  [1791637;  d.  3,631 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  334  ;  3R.  610, 611 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  3R.  [180]  93, 

103 :  Comm.  733,  739 
Prisons,  Comm.  d.  16,  [179]  1339 :   «!.  89, 

1330  ;  d.  63, 1331 ;  Schedule  1, 1833 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  Mo.  7,  [i  77]  1 1 1 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  3  R. 

[178]  866  :  Comm.  eL  9,  [179]  646, 648,  661 
Rulway  Aeddenta,  Papen  moved  for,  [180] 
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[MMf. 


HxvLiT,  Right  Hon.  J.  W. — eoni. 

Railway  Bills  (Group  8),  Res.  [179]  876 
Railway  Claoaea,  Comm.  [180]  698 
River  Waters  Protection,  3R.  [177]  1366 
Roman  Catbolie  Oath,  Comm.  el.  1,  [180]  76 
Savings  Banks  and  the  National  Debt,  [180] 

443,  444 
Sheep,  Ao.  Proteetion  (Ireiaad),  9R.  [178]  468 
Sttpply— Woriu  and  Publie  Buildings,  [179] 
704 ;— Woods,  ForasU,  Ac.  709,  710 ;  [180] 
484  : —  Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Obaer- 
vatioos,  [179]  1379; — Consular  Establish- 
ments Abroad .  1999 ;— National  GaUery  En- 
largement, [180]  498 
Tests  AboliUon  (Oxford),  9R.  [180]  949 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  998 
Union  ChargeabUtty,  Leave.  [177]  489 ;  9R. 
[178]  343  :  Comm.  [179]  171 ;   A^j.  moved, 
173,  303,  307,  364,371  :  d.  9,  Amendt.  493, 
610,  611 ;  add.  eU  696 :  Consid.  669,  671, 
673,  689  ;  add.  d.  700,  701 ;  8R.  789 
Union  of  BensAses  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1090 
University  Education  ( Ireland)^  Addresa  moved, 

[180]  686 
Ways  and  Meant,  Comm.  Bet.— Taa^  [178] 
1489, 1483, 1499, 1403 

HsKNXSST,  Kr.  J.  F.,  Kin^i  Co. 

Amborley,  Viscount,  Travelling  Expenses, 
[i79n394,  1396 ;  [180]  449 

Army  Estimates — Chelsea  and  Eilmainham 
UospiUU.[i78]  364 

Aseem  Jah—Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177]  1703  ;— Forged  Signatures, 
Report,  1737 ;  Res.  [178]  1606, 1613  ;  Comm. 
[179]  64, 60  ;  Report.  1330, 1333, 1337»  1343, 
1346,  1347  ;— Discharge  of  Marshall  and 
Whitehead,  1266, 1367 

Belfast— RioU  at,  [177]  407 

Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  3R.  [178]  1303 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  9R,  [180] 
671,  676  :  dR.  838 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  938:  Amendt.  938; 
Comm.  Af^.  moved,  [178]  179 

Customs,  Out  Door  OiBoers  of,  Comm.  moved 
for,  [178]  1305, 1318 

Dogs  k^ulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  4,  [179] 
480 ;  d.  6,  A^j.  moved,  481 

Drainage  of  Lands,  d^.  (IreUnd),  9E.  [178] 
181 

Dyce  Sombre  Case,  [180]  1016 

Edneation,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  093 

Green,  Mary,  Case  of,  [178]  1083 

Greenwich  Hospital,  9R.  [179]  1010;  Coam« 
d.  6,  Amendt.  1316, 1318 

Indemnity,  9R.  [180]  685 

India —  CivU  Service  Fiiaminations,  Papen 
moved  for,  [179]  419 

Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Bmi  %  Amendk  [179] 
713 

Ireland— Royal  Dock  in  Cork  Harbo«r,[i77] 
116 ;— State  of.  Res.  661, 677,  897,  898  ;— 
Case  of  Patrick  Doyle,  1480 ;  —  Medieal 
Officers  in  Unions,  Res.  1618,  1591 ;— Ad- 
ministration of  the  Law,  1740, 1828 ;— Conaty 
Down  Assises  —  Chief  Justice  Monahan, 
[178]  301 ;— Mnsic  at  the  Dublin  Exhibition, 
1470, 1471 :  Res.  1573;— The  Constabulary, 


[179]  1341 ;  —  Roman  Oatholio  Univenity, 

[180] 
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177—178—  179—  i8o* 


HEY        HOL 


HsmncsBT,  Bfr.  J.  P. — eorU. 

Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  009,  010 ;  Re«. 
1091,  1002,1126 

Lock  Out  in  the  Iron  Trade,  [178]  90 

Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report,  [179] 
970 ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1263 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Establishments, 
Gomm.moTed  for,  [177]  1064;  Explanation, 
1687 

Mutiny,  Comm.  el,  31,  [1 78]  368 

Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  707 

Peace  Preserration  (IrclAnd)  Act  Continuance, 
Leaye,  A^j.  moved,  [180]  107 

Poland— A&irs  of,  Res.  [177]  1831, 1850 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  99 

Public  OfiBoes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1303,  1306 

Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 
181 

Supply,  Report,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  360; — 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  [i  79]  703  ; — 
Woods,  Forests,  die.  706 ;  —  Printing  and 
Stationery,  1142,  1145  ;  — Education  (Ire- 
land), 1254  ;  —  Special  Missions  (Viscount 
Amberley),  1204,  1296  ;  —  Superannuation 
Allowances,  1297  ;  —  Nonconforming,  &o. 
Ministers,  1302;— Fishery  Board  (Scotland), 
1305,  1308 ;  —  Flax  Cultivation  (Ireland), 
1309;  Report,  [180]  106 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 
Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  955  ;  [180]  730,  752 

TesU  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  236,  237, 
241 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland), 
Comm.  [17831521 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[177]  1907  ;  Comm.  c^.  1,  Amendt.  [178]  267 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 
[180]  568 

Henniicer,  Lord,  Suffolk,  E, 

Union  Cbargeability,  Consid.  [179]  685 

HsEBERT,  Hon.  Colonel  Percy  E.  Shrop- 
shire^ 8, 
Army — Military  Chaplains  in  New  Zealand, 
[179]  1224;  — Employment  of  Dr.  Suther- 
land, [180]  442,  989 

Eerrmg  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Bill 

(^The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  W.  Dunbar) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  2  [Bill  49] 

Read2»«Jfar9 

Committee  *  ;   Report  Mar  23 

Considered  *  Mar  24 

Read3"»*  Jfar  27 
L  Read  !»•  (The  Lord Privi/ Seal)  Mar  28 

Read2»*ifay2  (No.  48) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3''  *  May  5 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Viet.  0.  22] 

Herring  Fishery  (Scotland) 
QaestioD,  Mr.  H.  Baillie ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  1V&  28,  [177]  846 

Hbskbth,  Itfr.  T.  G,,  Preston 
Ceylon — Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rooks,  [179] 
1134 


Hetqate,  Sir  F.  W.,  Londonderry  Co, 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178]  455 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Conun.  eL  6,  [179] 

481 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1129 
India— Civil    Service    Ezaaainations,    Papen 

moved  for,  [179]  413 
Ireland — State  of.  Res.  [177]  696 ;— Dublin  and 

Holyhead  Steamers,  [179]  292 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  615 
Sheep,  &o.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.[i78]  457, 

463,  468 

Hetga-te,  Mr.  W.  TJ.,  Leicester 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1260  ;    el,  8, 

1266;  add.cl.  1271  ;  3R.  [179]  801  ;    Re- 

Comm.    cl  8,    819,    821;     Amendt.    827 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  [179]  49 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  93 
Factories  Act^The  Clay  Tards,  [178]  1407 
India — Staff  Promotion  in  the  Indian  Army, 

[179]  297 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  mored  for, 

[179]  779 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  aM,  cU  [179] 

536 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  614 
Zollverein,  Treaty  with  the,  [180]  446 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.y  Oldham 

Capital  Punishment  within  Gaols,  Leave,  [177] 

455 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1519 
County    Courts    Equitable  Jurisdiction,    8R. 

[179]  857 
County  Voters  Registration,  Leave,  [177]  1364 
Patent  Laws,  [177]  1475 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  90 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  459,  464 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1340 
Union  ChargeabUity,  Comm.  [179]  155;  eUl, 

Amendt.  492 

Mighway  Contracttf  Stamp  Duty  on 
Question,  Mr.  Trefusls ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Exchequer  June  19,  [180]  446 

Highways  Act 

Question,  Mr.  Richard  Long ;    Answer,    Sir 
George  Grey  Mar  23,  [178J  84 

HoDOKiNsoN,  Mr.  G.,  Newark 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [180]  440 
Government  Life  Annuity  Bill,  [177]  400 
Patent  OfiBoe— Mr.  Edmunds,  [177]  1921 
Union  ChargeabUity,  2R.  [178]  308 

Hodgson,  Mr.  H.,  Tynemouth 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  568 
Private   Bills— SUnding   Order  No.  7,  [177] 

104  ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  441 
Railway  Aooidents,  Res.  [177]  1185 

Holland,  Mr.  E.,  JEvesham 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  ei,  2,  Amendt. 
[178]   1003,    1065;   cl,  6,  Proviso,  1069; 
adit,  cl,  1071 


nOL        HOW        (GENERA 

177—178- 

Holyhead  Harbour 
Question,  Colonel  Donne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  AprU  7,  [178]  944 

Home-Ghroum  Tobacco 
Question,  Mr.  Scully ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [180]  925 

HoBSFALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool 

Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.     oved 

for,  [178]  1212 
LiFerpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  645 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  1,  [179] 

528  ;  add,  cl.  582,  537,  554 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  618  622 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1858 

HoBSMAK,  Bight  Hon.  £.,  Stroud 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178J  1674, 

1675 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  782 
Roman    Catholic   Oath,    Comm.  [179]  1081, 

1085;  cl.  l,[i8o]  69,70,78 


HoTHAM,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  JE,  R, 

Army  Estimates — Land   Forces,  [177]   1808, 

1820 
Army — Military  Reserve  Fund,  [177]   1043; 

[179]  639 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  Leave,  [177] 

947 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  869 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl,  6,  [178]  364 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  572 

Houghton,  Lord 

Abyssinia,  Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  1156 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  17 
BoUigercnt  Rights,  [179]  286,  291 
Casual  Poor — Metropolis,  [178]  3 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [180]  346,  347 
Destitute  Poor  (Metropolis),   Returns  moved 

for,  [177]  96 
India — Officers  of  the  late  East  India    Com- 
pany's Army,  [1  79]  280 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [177]  202 
Prisons,  Comm.  d.  68,  [180]  854 
Private   Bill    Costs,  2R.    [178]   75;    Comm. 

Amendt.  273  ;  Report,  add,  el,  483 ;  3R.  768 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  660 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  2R.  [178] 

1228 
Saffron  Uill  Murder — Caseof  Pelizzioni,[i78] 

484,  486 

HowABD,   Eight   Hon.    Lord  E.  G.  F.^ 
Arundel 
Middlesex   Industrial  Schools,   Consid.  [179] 

1265 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.[i8o]97; 

Comm.  726 
Koman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1096 


L    INDEX)         HOW        HUT 

-  179  —  x8o. 

HowABD,  Hon.  C.  "W.  G.,  Cwnberland,  E. 
Greenvrich  Hospital,  [179]  1009 

Howes,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
County   Voters  Registration,   Comm.  el.  13, 

Amendt.  [179]  102 
Great  Yarmouth  Borough,    Haren  and  Port, 

2R.[i77]  746 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Res.  [180]  1 1 18, 1119 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.  add,  cl,  [178] 

1071,  1073 

HuBBAED,  Mr.  J.  6.,  Buckingham 
Bank  Notes  Issue,   2R.   [177]  622;  Comm. 

[178]   1263;    cl,  8,   1266,  1208;    add.  d, 

1272;  SR.  [179]  807 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  42 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.     [178]   1388; 

Comm.  cl,  1,  [179]  520,  527  ;  d,  2, 531 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm,  [179]  154;  add, 

el.  62^,  625;  Consid.  695 
Union  of  Benefices    Act   Amendment,  LesTs, 

Amendt.  [177]    1459;    Adj.  moTed,  [178] 

1016 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Income,  [i  78] 

1501  ;~Fire  Insurance,  1507 
Zollverein,  Treaty  with  the,  [180]  461 

HuMBERSTON,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Chester 
Attorneys,  Ac.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  571 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [180]  786 

Hunt,  Mr.  G.  "W.,  Nbrthamptonehire,  N, 
Attorneys,  &o.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  571 
County  Voters  Registration,  LeaYe,[i77]  1363; 

Comm.  Instruction,  [i  79]  98  ;  el,  4,  Amendt. 

ib. ;  el,  0,  99  ;  el,  7,  Amendt.  ib. ;  el,  10, 

Amendt.  ib,;  cl,  12,  100,  102  ;  add.  cl,  lOS, 

103 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1724 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  317 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Res.  [180]  1045,1117 
Looomotircs  on  Roads,  Comm.  el,  2,  Ameodt. 

[178]  1065,  1066 ;  el.  4,  Proviso,  1068  ;  f/.5, 

1069 
Qualification  for  OfiBcos   Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

183 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1333 
Public  llouse  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

f/.  2,  [179]  552 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  128J 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  613 ;  cl.  1, 

[180]  49 
Supply — Treasury,  [179]  605  ; — Home  Offiee, 

606  ;— Privy  Council  Oflaco,  609 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [178]  1469 
Union  Chargeability,  [178]  1204 

Suit,  Case  of  Major  Oefieral 

Question,   Mr.  Roebuck;    Answer,  BIr.  Hott 
ifar  13,  [177]  1537 

HuTT,   Right    Hod.   W.,    (Paymaster  of 
the    Forces   and  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade],  Gateshead 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  SB* 

[177]  49i 
Hutt,  Major  General,  Case  of,  [177]  1538 
Malt  for  Cattle,  [177]  821 
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Imperial  Ocu  Bill 

/.  Moved,  "That  tha  Bill  bo  now  read  2^"  (The 
Chairman  of  Committees)  May  20,  [179]  862 
Aoiendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  insert  *'  this 
day  six  months"  (Lord  Ravemwortli) ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  *<That  *now,' 
&o. ;"  Cent.  43,  Not-Oont.  46 ;  M.  3 ;  List 
of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,  807 ;  Bill  to  be 
read  2'^  this  daj  six  months 

Imperial  Ga^  Company* a  Works  at  Chelsea 
Observations,  The  Bishop  of  London ;  Replj, 
Lord  Ravens  worth  May  11,  [179]  108 


Imprisonment    of   British    Subjects 
Ahyssini4t — see  Abyssinia 


ffi 


Imprisonment  on  Civil  Process^  Middlesex 
Question,  The  Marquess  Townshend  ;  Ansvrer, 
Earl  Granville  Mar  21,  [178]  2 

Inclosnre  Bill 

( J/r.  Baring^  Sir  Qeorge  Qrey) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !»  •  Mar  23  [Bill  80] 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
{Mr,  BaHng)  Jfor  30, 540 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  week"  {Mr,  Cox) ;  Question,  "That 
*  now,*  <fec. ; "  Amendt.  withdrawn 
.  Read  2°  Mar  80,  540 
.  Committee ;  Report  Mar  31,  027 
Considered  *  AjprU  3 
Rcad8«»*i4;m7  6 
I,  Read  !•*  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  AprilQ 
Read  2»»  May  2  (No.  04) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 
Read  3^*  May  5 
Royal  Assent  May  0  [28  Vicl,  c.  20] 

Inclosnre  (No.  2)  Bill 

%  ( Mr,  Baring,  Sir  Oeorge  Grey) 

c.  Ordered*  May  17 

Read  1°  •  May  18  [Bill  154] 

Read  20  •3fay  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 

Read  3°  •  May  20 
L  Read  1"*  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  May  30 

Read  2»  •  June  1  (No.  135) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Read  3^  *  June  12 

Royal  Assent  June  10  [28  Vict,  c.  39] 

Income  Tax  Papers 

Question,  Mr.  Locko  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  3,  [i  78]  670 

Indenuiity  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Presented  :  read  1°  after  short  debate /un^  21, 
[180]  624  [Bill  234] 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  {Mr, 
Peel)  June  22,  684 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr,  Badfield); 
Question,  "That  'now,'  Ac.  ;"  atter  short 
debate,  A.  32,  N.  18 ;  M.  14  ;  main  Ques- 
tion agreed  to ;  Read  2®  Jurte  22 

VOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  sebikb.]  [eont. 


Indemnity  Bill — cent. 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  23 
Read  3«»  •  Jme  26 
/.  Read  1*  *  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  26 
Read  2*  •  June  27  (No.  222) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 
Reads**  /im«  SO 
Royal  Assent  July  6      [28  &  20  Viet.  0. 07] 

Ifdia 

Army^* 

Army  Promotion,  Question,  Mr.  Cobbold  ;  An« 
swer.  Sir  Charles  Wood  June  15,  [180]  250 

Bhootan,  Affairs  of.  Question,  Lord  Stanley ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  13,  |^77j 
206  —  Expedition,  to.  Question,  Loi^  I)un- 
kellin  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  April  6, 
[178]  781  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Henry  Sey- 
mour ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  April  7, 
036 ;  Question,  Sir  Minto  Parquhar ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Wood  June  I,  [179]  1120 

DeUii  Prize  Money,  Question,  Colonel  Dunne ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  12,  [179] 
103 

Dhar  Prize  Money,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Lewis ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  June  10,  [x8o] 
442 

Indian  Army  Commission,  Question,  The  Earl 
oC  Longford  ;  Answer,  Lord  Dufferin  July  4,. 
[180]  1150 

Indian  Medals,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Miller; 
Answer,  SirCharles  Wood  May  15,  [i  79]  302; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Miller;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Wood  May  10, 563 

Indian  Officers,  Moved,  "That  an  humble 
Address  bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  re- 
dress all  such  grievances  complained  of  by  the 
Officers  of  the  late  Indian  Armies,  as  were 
admitted  bj  the  '  Commission  on  the  Memo- 
rials of  Indian  Officers '  to  have  arisen  by  a 
departure  from  the  assurances  given  by  Par- 
liament, by  21  and  22  Vic.  0.  106,  and  23 
and  24  Vice.  100"  {Captain  Jervis)May2, 
~^i78]  1318  ;  after  long  debate,  A.  40,  N.  36  ; 
13;  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  Address 
[2nd  May]  reported  May  0,  [179]  45— 
Orievancet  of,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  June  20,  [180] 
026— Oj/ieer«  of  the  laU  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  Petitions,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Donoughmore ;  Answer,  Lord  Duf- 
ferin ;  debate  thei^eon  May  15,  [179]  261 

Indian  Staff  Appointments,  Question,  Mr. 
Torrens ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  Mar  S,  [177]  1043;  Question,  Mr. 
Ileygate  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  J/ay  15, 

Ktrvuee  Prize  Money,  Question,  Mr.  Miller; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  16,  [177]  288 
Lueknouf  Prize  Moticy,  Question,  Mr.  Soholc- 

field  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Mar  23, 

[178]  371 ;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcete; 

Answer,   Sir  Charles  Wood  May  8,  1601  ; 

Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  Jttne  23,  [180]  730 
Medical  0^«r«,  Question,  Mr.  Bazley;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  Wood  June  20,  [180]  024 
Mortality  in  the  ^oyal  Artillery  on  the  March 

from  Mliow  to  Kurkee,  Question,  Sir  Minto 

Farquhar ;     Answer,    Sir    Charles    Wood 

June  1,  [179]  1120 

3  B  leoni. 
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India — Army  cont.  | 

Native  ArHlUi-y,  Question,   Mr.  VAnsittart ; 

Answer.  Sir  Charles  Wood  Mar  6,[i77]lll8 

Ofi<!er$    Serving   in.    Question,    Sir    Harry 

Verney  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Apnl  0. 

Peou  Prize  Money,  the,  Question,  Mr.  Cox; 
Answer.  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  13.  [177] 
209 ;  Question,  Mr.  H.  Cole ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Vf ood  Apnl  6,  [178]  783;  Ex- 
planation. Sir  Charles  Wood  Ajyril2i,  969 

Satpoora  and  Ooa  Frontier  Field  Forces,  Claims 
of  the.  Observations.  Mr.  Staniland ;  Reply, 
Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  June  23,  [180]  748 

Sixty-Fourth  Foot,  the,  Question,  General 
Buckley  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  1, 
[178]  1240 

Transport  of  Troops  to,  Question,  Lord  Stan- 
ley ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  11, 
[179] 114 

Aseem   Jali—Nawab  of  the    Carwartc— (see 

title  Azeem  Jah) 
Bombay  Back  Bay  Shares,  ObserTations,  Mr. 

Henry  Seymour ;  Reply,  Sir  Charles  Wood 

Mar  20,  [177]  1950 
Bucf^,  Case  of  Mr.,  Question,  Mr.  Vansittart ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  19,  [179] 

561 

Budget,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  April  7,  [178] 
891 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  Jtin^l,[i79]  1119  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  B.  Smith,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills, 
and  Mr.  Ayrton;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
June  16,  [180]  260— (see  East  India  Revenue 
Accounts) 

Calcutta,  Moorings  at.  Question,  Sir  James 
Elphinstone ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Feb  13,  [1773207— Aamtary  State  of.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Vansittart ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Wood  ^(?6  14,  [177]  238 

Ceylon,  Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Roeks,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  1,  [179]  1  ^^^ 

CivU  Service  ExamituUions,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress for  "  Copy  of  all  Correspondence  relativo 
to  the  existing  Regulations  for  the  Examination 
of  Candidates  for  the  Civil  Service  in  India, 
between  the  India  Office  and  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,  which  has  not  yet  been  laid 
before  Parliament"  {Mr.  A.  Mills)  May  16, 
[179]  394;  after  long  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Question,  Mr.  Torrens;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Wood  May  16,  295 

Disinfecting  Powder  for  India,  Question, 
Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Feb  20,  [177]  460 

District  Judges,  Question,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  18,  [177]  203 

East  India  {Revenue  Accounts),  Considered  in 
Committee  June  29,  [180]  927  ;  Resolutions 
relating  to  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
Territories  and  Departments,  the  several 
Presidencies,  the  North  Western  Provinces, 
and  the  Punjaub,  Ac.  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  ; 
Resolutions  agreed  to ;  To  bo  reported  To- 
morrow; Resolutions  [June  29]  reported  and 
agreed  to  7w}i«  30.  [180]  1024 

Export  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Caird  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  May  3,  [178]  1600 

Finances,  Question,  Mr.  Vansittart ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  June  23,  [180]  731 

\fiont. 


Ikdia— «ow<. 

Oodavety,  Navigation  of  the,  Question,  Mr. 
Smollett;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb2^^ 
[177]  668 

Cfwemment  of  India  Act,  Observations,  Mr. 
Grant  Duff;  Reply,  Sir  Charles  Wood; 
debate  thereon  May  19,  [i  79]  682 

Irrigation  Works,  Question,  Mr.  Liddell ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  9,  [i  79]  60 

Labour  Ordinance  for.  Question,  Mr.  Henry 
Seymour;  Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood  Mcar  24, 
[178]  236 

Land  Tenure  in  Oude,  Question,  Lord  Stan- 
ley ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  11, 
[179]  114 ;  Question,  Lord  SUnley;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  Jwu  19,  [180]  447 

Loan,  Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Wood  May  8,  [178]  1601 

Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Question,  Mr. 
Smollett ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  23, 
[1 77]  698 

Oude,  Affairs  of.  Question,  l^rd  Stanley ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Wood  Mar  17,  [177]  1830  ; 
— Talookdars  atui  Cultivators  of.  Question, 
Lord  Stanley;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
-F<?610,  [177]  138 

Singapore,  Transfer  of.  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  16,  [179] 
389 
Titles  to  Land  in.  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Clanrioarde ;  Answer,  Lord  Buffsrin  July  8, 
[180]  1038 


India  Office  (Site  and  Approaches)  Bill 

{Mr,  Cowper,  Sir  Charles  Wood) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  Mar  7  [Bill  66] 

Read  2<>  *  and  committed  toa  Scleot  Committee 
3far  20 

And,  on  March  23,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Cowpcr  (Chairman),  Lord  John 
Manners,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr.  Baillie  Coch- 
rane, Mr.  II.  B.  Baring,  Mr.  K.  P.  Boa- 
Terie  and  Mr.  Gaskcll 

Report  of  Select  Committee  *  April  3  [Bill  100] 

Committee;  Report  ^/>n7  6, [178] 861 

Considered  •  April  7 

Read  3°  •  April  24 
/.  Read  1«»  (Lord  Dufferin)  April  27 

Read  2"  •  May  19  (No.  69) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  23 

Read  3*  *  May  26 

Royal  Assent  June  2  [23  Vict.  0.  32] 


Industrial  Exhibitions  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Attorney  General, 

Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered  ;  road 
!•  •  Feb  21  [Bill  36] 

Read2''*JfV6  27 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  3 

Considered  •  Mar  6 

Read  3»*ilfm-7 
I.  Read  1»»  ( The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  9  (No.  28) 

Read  2**  Jlfar  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  17 

Read  3*  •  Mar  20 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict.  c.  2] 
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Iniuitrial    Exhihitiotu  —  Prottetion     of 
Inventiom 
Question,  Mr.  Berkeley ;  Anairer,  Hr.  MilDer 
Gibson  ifV6  17,  [177]  820 


IvGHAM,  Mr.  R.y  South  Shields 

Aieem  Jah — Nawab  of  the  Oarnatic,  Gomm. 

moTed  for,  [177]  1707 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1010  ;  Comm. 

el.  11,  1323 


Inland  Revenue  Act$ 

Considered  in  Committee 

Moved, "  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provi- 
sion for  allowing  a  Maltster  the  option  of 
having  the  Excise  Duty  on  Malt  made  by 
him  charged  according  to  the  weight  of  the 
Grain  used  in  the  making  of  such  Malt  in- 
stead of  by  measure  "  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer) ;  Motion  agreed  to  May  18,  [179] 
566  ;  Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  * 
May  19~(8ee  title  Malt  Duty  Bill) 


Inland  Bevenne  Bill 

c.  Acts  considered  in  Committee 

Resolutions  (Stamp  Duties — Fire  Insurance) 
proposed  by  TU  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and,  after  debate,  agreed  to  May  22, 
[179]  711  ;  Resolutions  reported  ;  Bill 
ordered  •  May  25 

Read  1»  •  May  26  [Bill  169] 

Read  2«  •  June  1 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 

Committee  ;  Report  June  15,  [180]  304 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  20    [Bill  207] 

Committee  •  (on  re-arnim.) ;  Report  June  23 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  26 

Rcad3°*/Mn<?26 
/,  Read  1»*  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  26 

Read  2*»  June  27  (No.  105) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3**  June  30  (No.  221) 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  <b  29  Vict.  c.  90] 


Inns  of  Conrt  Bill 

{Sir  George  Bowyer,  Mr.  Henneesy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^'  after  short  debate  Feb  27, 
[177]  829  [Bill  44] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'* "  {Sir 
George  Bowyer)  April  26,  [178]  1040 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,*'  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {^fr,  Locke);  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question 
agreed  to 

Read  2«  April  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  25         [Bill  164] 

Committee  *  {on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  June  1 

[Bill  192] 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  "  June  20  ;  [Ilouse  counted  out] 


Insolvent  Debtors  Bill 

{Mr.  Paull,  Mr,  Locke,  Mr,  MeMahon) 

e.  Ordercd^  Feb  14 

Readlo*J^«fr  15  [Bill  34] 

BiU  wUhdnwn  •  Afoy  0 


Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers 

Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  24,  [178]  202  ; 
Personal  Explanations,  Mr.  Baillie  Coohrano 
Mar  28,  372 


Ibeland 

Barracks,  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde;  Answer,  Earl  Do  Grey  and  Ripon 
ifar  10,  [177]  1461 

Church 

Church  Establishment,  Motion,  "  That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  the  present  position  of 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment  is  unsatis- 
factory, and  call  for  the  early  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government"  {Mr.  Dillvjyn) 
Mar  28,  [i  78]  384;  after  long  debate.  Motion, 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 
Goschen);  A.  221.  N.  106;  M.  115;  Debate 
adjourned  till  Tuesday  2nd  May  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Walpolo  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dillwyn  April 
28,  1204  ;  Question,  Major  Knox  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dillwyn  May  12,  [179]  194 

Church  hv—The  Twenty-Ninth  Canon  of  1603, 
Question,  The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  July  4,  [180]  1160 

Clonprieit,  ^c.  Benefices-^  Church  Patronage, 
Motion  for  Returns  {Mr.  ScuUy)Feb  14,[i77] 
239;  after  debate.  Motion  amended,  and 
agreed  to 

Roman  Catftolie  University,  Question,  Mr. 
Hennessy  ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  July  5, 
[180]  1176 


Cork  Barbour,  Royal  Dock  in.  Question,  Mr. 
Hennessy ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
Feb  9,  [117]  ne 

Curragh  of  Kildare,  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde  ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and 
Ripon  April  7,  [178]  S^^—MUiiary  Occupa- 
tion  cf  the.  Question,  Lord  Naas ;  Answer, 
Mr.  reel ;  debate  thereon  May  5,  1566 

Deep  Sea  Fishery,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Gro- 
gan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  April  B,  [i  78] 
669 

Dublin  and  Holyhead  Steamers,  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Heygate ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  Mav  15,  [170]  292 

Dublin  Exhibition,  The,  Resolution  {Mr,  Hen- 
nessy) ;  [Houso  counted  out]  May  6,  [178] 
X572  —  Music  at  the,  Question,  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  May  4,  [178] 
1470 —  Opening  of  the.  Observations,  Sir 
George  Grey  My  8,  [178]  1604 

Dufy^  Mr.  Gavan,  Dinner  to.  Question,  Mr. 
Verner ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  jidy  3, 
[180]  1041 

Education 
School  Reports,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly;  Aniwer, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  May  26,  [179]  875 
Universitu  EdueaHon,  Moved,  "That  an  hnm- 
ble  Address  bepresented  to  Her  Majesty,  re- 
presenting to  Her  Majesty  that  oonscientious 
objections  to  the  present  system  of  Univer- 
sity Education  in  Ireland  prevent  a  large 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  Subjects  from  en- 
joying the  advantages  of  University  Educa- 
tion, and  praying  that  such  steps  may  be 
taken  ai  will  remove  thia  ^iftXMV5W  (TU 


IRB 
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Ctlhnoghue)  June  SO,  [180]  Ml ;  after  Ion; 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Fenian  Brotherhood,  The,  Qoeetion,  Hr.  White- 
•ide;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  April  7,  [178] 
890 

Hanmgan,  John  and  Charlee,  Addreia  for 
Paper!  (Viscount  Lijfcrd)  May  10,  [179] 
500 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

LoMd 

Arterial  Draittage,  Qaostion,  l^rd  Naai; 
Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  8,  [177]  84 

Drainage  ii(;<  (1803),  Question,  Captain  Stao- 
poole;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  3,  [178] 
1317 

Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant  in  Jreland^wee 
that  title 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  {Ireland) 
Ael,  Motion,  '*  That  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Act  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members  ;'* 
debate  adjourned  April  7,  [178]  955  ;  Ques- 
tion nj^reed  to  Aptkl  27 
Committee  nominated  as  follows: — Mr.  Ma- 
guire  (Chairman),  Mr.  Secretary  Card  well, 
liOrd  Naas,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Seymour 
FitzGemld,  Mr.  Lowo.  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  William 
Edward  Forster,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Col- 
onel Greville,  Sir  Edward  Groffan,  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen,  The  0*Donoghue,  Lord  Dunkellin, 
Mr.  Caird,  Mr.  Goorffe,  and  Mr.  Bagwell 
Report  brought  up ;  after  short  debate,  Report 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  table  and  to  be  printed 
TNo.  402]  June  23,  [180]  730 ;  Observations, 
Mr.  Hennessy  ;  debate  thereon  June  23,  752 

Law 

Court  of  Admiralty,  Question,  Mr.  Maguire ; 

Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  8,  [177]  83 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Question,  Mr. 

Scully;    Answer,  Mr.  Peel  June  8,  [179] 

1209 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  Question,  Mr.  Butt ; 

Answer,   Sir  Robert    Peel   Feb  28,  [177] 

847 
Grand  Juries,  Question,  Mr.  Hassard;   An* 

swer.  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  13,  [177]  207 
Law  Adviser  to  the  Castle,  The,  Question,  Sir 

Thomas  Bateson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel 

/ii/y3,[i8o]  1042 
Titles  to  Land  Registration,  Question,  Mr. 

Scully;    Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  10, 

[177]  139;   Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer, 

Sir  George  Grey  Feb  27, 747 :  Question,  Mr. 

Monsell ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  AprU  7, 

[178]  888 

Lottery  Tickets,  Circulation  of.  Question,  Mr. 

Newdegate ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

June  1,  [179]  1121 
Lunatic  Asylums,  District,  Question,  Mr.  Blake; 

Answer,   Sir  Robert  Feel  June  10,  [180] 

367 
Lunatics  in  Oaols,  ire.  Question,  Mr.  Mao- 

Evoy ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  May  19, 

[79]  C81 
Mail  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer, 

Mr.  Peel  Feb  18,  [177]  804 ;  Question,   Mr. 

Dawson;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May 30,  [170] 
1099  9      »  I.  lyj 

ieont. 


Irrlaiid— cent. 

PaUnt  and  Close  Rolls,  Question,  Mr.  Long- 
field;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Mar  17,  [177] 
1829 

Poliee    • 

AdministraHon  of  Justine,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
GriiBth;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  10, 
[177]  1740;  Question,  Colonel  GrevtUe; 
Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  17.  1825  ; 
Moved,  **•  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Colonel  OreviUe);  alter  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Belfast  Commission  of  Inquiry,  Question,  Mr. 
O'ReUly  ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  9, 
[177]  119— Petri.  P.  [3466] 

Belfast,  RioU  at.  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Hugh  Cairns  Feb  17,  [177]  320; 
The  Royal  Commission^ Party  Processions, 
Question,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns  ;  Answer,  Sir  R. 
Peel;  long  debate  thereon  Feb  17,  323 
Moved,  That  an  inquiry  be  made  in  certain 
charges  seriously  impugning  the  official  con- 
duct of  certain  magistrates  named  therein, 
Ae.  (Mr,  0*Reilly)  June  18.  [x8o]  140; 
A.  39.  N.  132 ;  M.  93— Pari;  P.  [3406] 

ConsteUmlary,  Arnnnq  ef  the.  Petition  (The 
Earl  of  Leitrim)  Feb  1 4,  [1 7  7]  227— Clothing, 
Question,  Mr.  Vance;  Answer,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  Feb  13,  [177]  206;  Return  ordered 
(Colonel  Dunne)  May  15.  [179]  374  ;  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Blake ;  Reply,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
June  9,  1388 

County  Down  Assizes — Chief  Justice  Monahan, 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  24,  [178]  196 ;  Debate 
arising.  Motion,  "  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ "  (Colonel  Ferde) ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Darcy  and  Davidson,  Motion  for  an  Address 
for  Papers  connected  with  the  Deaths  of 
John  Darcy  and  Robert  Davidson  ( The  Earl 
of  Leitrim)  Feb  10,  [177]  128  ;  after  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Doyle,  Patrick,  Case  of.  Observations,  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy 3far  10,  [177]  1480 

Game  LicenseSf  Constabulary  and  th£,  Qnestion. 
Mr.  Dawson ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
ifar20,  [i77]1923 

OoMghan,  Case  of  Catherine,  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Westmeath  May  23,  [179] 
728 ;  Question,  The  Earl  of  Bandon ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  June  2,  1186 ;  Motion 
for  Address  for  Papers  (The  Marquess  of 
Westmeath) ;  after  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Mar  27,  [178]  268;  Question,  The  Marqness 
of  Westmeath  ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  July 
4,  [180]  1158 

Illicit  Distillation,  The  Constabulary,  Ques- 
tion, The  Earl  of  Leitrim ;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  Feb  10,  [177]  211-^  Clare  and 
Donegal,  Address  for  a  Return  (The  Ecarl  of 
Leitrim)  Feb  16,  280  ;  after  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Irvin,  Case  of  Mr,  H,  M.  D'Arey,  Motion  for 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  Case  of  Mr. 
H.  M.  D'Aroy  Irvin,  and  the  relation  of  the 
Police  Force  of  Ireland  to  the  County  Magis- 
tracy ( The  Earl  of  Leitrim) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  postponed  Fd>  10,  [177}  132; 
after  debate,  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 
Feb  14,  230 

[ooni. 
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luLun — PaUee—wmt. 

PUiet  in,  H«tnw»  moTed  hr{Tht  Jiart  of  Lei- 
trim)  May  8,   [178]  1688  —  In  Tipperaiy, 
Qaaition,  Mr.  Lanigan  ;  Acsirar,  Sir  Robert 
PoelJlfoy2S,  [i79]788 
Stipendiarji  Magittratei,  Mr.  Ffreneh',^a«ati 


Ptar  FUhemen  Act  6  Qeo.Vf.e.'ti,  Qnei- 
tion,  Mr.  BUk« ;  Anmrn',  Mr.  Peel  May  36, 
[179]  9U 

Poor  Law 

Soard,  Queition,  Mr.  O'Reilly  1  Aiu<rer,  Sir 
Robert  Peel  Mar  U,  [177]  1861 

Donahue,  Patrick,  Cate  of.  Motion  for  Papera 
(ifr.  CReiUy)  June  19,  [iBo]  16T ;  debate 
thereon 

Medical  Offieeri  in  Unioni,  Queition,  Mr. 
Bngwell;  Amwer,  Mr.  Peel  Feb  17.  [177] 
319;  Amondt.  on  Committee  of  Supplf 
Mar  10,  To  take  into  aoaeidenition  the 
claims  of  Ireland  to  a  grant  of  tho  half- 
cost  of  Medical  Offlcere  in  Uniona,  with  the 
Tie<r  of  providing  for  tho  lame  in  future, 
as  is  now  the  praotiee  in  England  and  Seal- 
land(afr.jtfMfit/i>!fX  1(16:  Question,  "  That 
the  words,  Ae.;"  after  debate,  A.  37,  N.  31; 
M.  3 

Paupcri,  Removal  of,  Qaestlon,  Mr.  Hognire  ; 
Answer.  Mr.  ViUfers  Feb  8,  [1 77]  S3 

Vnioni,  Petition  presented  \>j  The  Earl  of 
Oruard  June  19,  pSo]  431  :  after  tbort 
debate.  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table 

Sailway  Syttem,  Question,  Mr.  Whiteside ; 
Answer,  Mr.  MonseU  April  3,  [178]  676; 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  7, 
To  inquire  into  the  Irish  Railwaj  System, 
with  a  liew  of  aioertaining.  with  as  little 
Jclnf  ai  possible,  suoh  fiiccs  as  mny  en- 
able Ibi*  HouM  to  determiiio  whether  the 
proTisions  of  tho  saoond  clause  of  the 
General  Railwar  Act  of  16il  should  be 
applied  to  snoh  Irish  Railwaje  as  are  enb- 
jeet  to  iU  proiiiions  (Mr.  Moniell),  895; 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdmnn  ; 
a,  Mr.  MonseU  ;  Answer,  The  Chan 
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Returns  (Mr.  Moffuirt)  Mar  30,  [178]  til : 
Motion,  "  Tlkat  tbe  debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
■  (Jfr.  jnalUy);  A.  10,  N.  29;  M.  19; 
ortginaL  Question  again  proposed;  [Houte 
counted  out] 

Ryan,  Cata  of  Mary,  Queition.  Mr.  Scull; : 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grej  Mar  IS,  [177] 
IfiSB  ;  ObserTations,  The  Marquess  of  West- 
ineath  ;  Replj,  Earl  Runell  J&r  U,  1640 

Shannon,  River,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
Freneh;  Answer, Mr.  Ptel  Feb 3i,[ijT\M0 
— (see  title  SAanmwi  River} 

Spirit  Ihiiiei,  Amondt.  on  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply April28  (MT.PoUaTd-Vrquhart);  [House 
eountedout],  [178]  131S 

iS(riI«<i/,Amondt.onCommitteeorSuppl7FeftS4, 
To  leave  out  from  "  Thai,"  nnd  add  "  this 
House  obserres  with  regret  the  decline  of  the 
population  of  Ireland,  and  wilt  readil;  sup- 
port Her  Majosly's  Government  in  any  woll- 
deiised  measure  to  stimulate  the  profitable 
employment  of  the  people"  {Mr.  Emneisy), 
[177]  eei  ;  Question,  "That  tbe  words, 
Ac.;"  after  long  debate,  Moyed.  "That  tho 
debate  be  now  ndjourtfld  "  {Mr.  Maguire) ; 
Motion  negatived  ;  after  further  debate.  De- 
bate adjourned ;  adjourned  debate  resumed 
Feb  97.  700 ;  A.  107,  N.  31 ;  M.  70 ;  Diri- 
sion  List,  828 

Taxation  of.  On  Motion  of  Cotimel  D\a»e,  Se- 
lect Committee  re-appointed  ifor  3,  [177] 
1037  ;  Initruotion,  Sir  StaBbrd  Northcote 
And,  on  Mar  17,  Committee  nominatvd  a*  fol- 
lows : — Colonct  Dunne  (Chairman),  Sir  Ed- 
wHrd  Grogan,  Mr.  Longfleld,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Mr.  uennessy,  Sir  Frederick  Baygale, 
Sir  George  Colthurst,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.Hankey, 
Mr.  Lowe,  and  Hr.  Banks  Stanhope ; 
Mnroh  31,  Lord  John  Browne  added 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  Jvnt  1 — {Pari. 
P.  No.  aso) 


oellor  oftbo  Eiohcquer  June  39,  [180]  937 

Bailiuayi — lAabililie*  of  Sharehotdert,  Obler* 

vations,  The  Earl  of  Belmore  Fib  9,  [177] 


BoeordM,  The  Iriih 


Question,  Colonel  Freneh;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
Jmu  16,  [180]  368;  Moved,  "That  it  is 
the  opinion  of  this  Honsa  that  meaaurei 
ihonld  be  taken  for  their  publication  ■■  bo* 
been  for  the  publioation  of  the  Records  of 
England  nnd  Scotland"  (Colonel  Duniie) 
June  19,  46T 
Brehon  Lavi,  Question,  Mr,  MoMabon ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Peel  Fe6  37,  [17?]  Ti8 

Ctatu)  and  Carte  JUeord*,  TU,  Question,  The 
Marqness  of  Clanricirde ;  Answer,  Earl 
GranTille/'«6  37,[i77]741 

Roj/al  EHnmian  Military  School,  Motion  for 
[MM. 


Iron  Trade,  Tho  Loek'Oul  in  ih 


lale  of  Man  Duafforestation  (Compensa' 
tioa)  Bill  (Mr.  Dodion.  Mr.  Peel,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  9,  [(77]  lUT 
Report*:  lUad  l"*  Jfui- 10  [BmOT] 

Rcad^*  Jfar37 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  3 
Moved,  "  That  tbo  Bill  be  now  read  3° "  (Mr. 

Peel)  Mag  i,[l^6}l53<i 
Amendt,  to  leave  out  from  "  Tbat,"  and  add 
"  said  Order  be  Diseharged  "  (ifr.  Augiutm 
Smitli);    Question,  "That  the  words,  Ac.," 
put,  and  agreed  to;  main  Question  agreed  to 
Bill  reads"  Jfajf  4 
I.  Read  1-  •  { The  Lord  Preiidcat)  MayS  (No.  91) 
Road  3*  •  May  1 3 
Committee*;  Report  Miy IS 
Road  3'*  ifay  16 
Royal  AsKnt  May  20  [28  KM.  e.  38j 
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Bdly — Capture  of  BritUh    SuhfscU    hy 
BrigandM 
Question,  Mr.  Owen  SUnlej;    Answer,   Mr 
Lajard  June  20,  [180]  539  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Dnrby  GriiBth ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajard  July  4, 
1162 
PaM$port$  at  Rome,  Qaestion,  Mr.  IT.  Baring  ; 
Answer,  BIr.  Lajard  Feb  20,  [177]  450 

JacksoHf  Mr,,  Claims  qf 

Qaestion,  The  Marquees  of  Olanriearde  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Rnssell  /mm  30,  [180]  074 

jACKSoir,  Mr.  W.,  NeweaetU-under'Lyme 
Commons  and  Open  Spaees,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  506 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [1 78]  43 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.[i781 1055, 1058 
Piocadillj  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [i  77] 

506 
Railwaj  Accidents,  Res.  [177I 1120 
Rlrer  Waters  Protection,  2R.  Amendt.  [177] 

1335 
Westminster  ImproToment   Commission,  Re* 

turns  moved  for,  [179]  210 


Jebtis,  Captain  H.  J.  W.,  Harwieh 
Arm  J  Estimates — Enrolled  Pensioners,  [177] 

1985 ;— Manufiicturing  Departments,  1090 
Arm  J — Military  Telegraphs,  [179]  401 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1044 
Indian  OfBoers,  Address  moved,  [178]  1818, 

1320 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railwaj,  2R.  [177]  1660 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

104 

Jeryoisb,  Sir  J.  C.  C,  HampMref  S. 

Cattle  Diseases  Prevention,  [i  79]  207 

SnppI J — Rates  for  Government  Propertj,  [1 79] 

603  ;~Privj  Council  Office,  607 
Treasure  Trove,  [180]  440 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of 
Observations,  Earl  Vane ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Cbanoellor  May  5,  [178]  1531 

J0H58T0NE,  Sir  J.  7.  B.y  Searhorough 
Union   Chargeabilitj,  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt. 
[11^1  in;  add.  el.  622,  625 

JoHirflTOKS,  Mr.  H.  A.  B.,  Cantwhttry 
Armj  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [178] 

Parliamentarj  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  223 
Polan<t-AfGur8  of.  Res.  [177]  1848 

JoLUTFB,    Right   Hon.    Sir  W.  G.  H., 
Feier^ld 
Armj— The  Ordnanoe  Survey,  [177]  1001 
Chelsea  Bridge  ToU  AboUtion,  2R.  [178]  1303 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 
[179]  1022 ;  Comm.  [180]  512 

ieovU. 


L    I  N  D  B  X  )  JOL        E6K 

—  179  —  i8o. 

JoLum,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  n.^-eoia. 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

el.  3.  [178]  500 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  833 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cL  25,  [180]  305,  306 
Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report,  [i  79I 975 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.[i8o]  100 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1336 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1807 
Supplj— Privj  Council  Office,  [179]  608 ; — 

Board  of  Trade,  600 ;— Office  of  Works,  ^. 

047 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  2R.  [178]  310;    Cromm, 

c«.  2,  [179]  500 


Jones,  Mr.  Mason 

Explanation,  Lord  Elcho  Afoj^  8,  [178]  1602 


Journals,  Sub- Committee  for  the 
Appointed  Feb  7,  [i  77] 


Judgments  (Irelaad)  Bill 

{Mr.  Whiteside,  Mr.  George) 

(.Ordered;   read  !••  Ifar  13  [BiU  68] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  I 


Juries  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  O^Loghlen,  Mr,  Longfeld) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  26] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
Mar  15,  [177]  1717  ;  after  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 


Juries  Ireland  Bill 

( The  Marqueet  of  TFeetmeath) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1'  JprU  3,  [178]  620 

(No.  55) 
Moved.  '*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«"  May  8, 
1505  ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ;  BiU 
withdrawn 


Jnatices   of  the   Peace  (Diseretionaxy 
Powers)  Bill 

(Sir  Charlei  Ihuglas,  Mr.  Henry  Femwiek) 
e.  Read  1»  *  Mar  13  [BUI  69] 

BUI  withdtmwn  •  June  15 


JoBtices  of  the  Peace  Procedure  Bill 

(Mr.  Paull,  Mr.  Slaniland,  Mr.  R.  Hodgson) 

e.  Ordered*  F^  14 

Read  1»  •  Feb  15  [BUI  23] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  May  I 


KvxxmcK,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Deeonshire,  8. 

New  Zealand — Prixe  Monej,  [178]  81 

Union  Ghargeability,  Comm.  eL  2,  Amendt. 

[179]  5U,  518 
Wrecks  on  the  Coaat  of  Devon  and  Oomwall, 

[177]  4M 


KBL 


KIN* 


{  SBSSION,    1865  ) 

177—  178  —  179—  i8o. 


KIN 


KIN 


Kbllt,  Sir  FrrzRoT,  Suffolk,  E. 

Azeem  Jah — Nawab  of  tho  Carnatio,  Comm. 

mored  for,  [177]  1664, 1699  ;— Signatures  to 

PetitioDS,  Report,  Res.  [178]  1609 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  470, 

479 
Chemists  and  Dn]ggists(No.  2),XeaTe,[i78]  46 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

cl  4,  [180]  666 
County  Courts    Equitable   Jurisdiction,   2R. 

[179]  866,  858 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [179]  1318  ; 

cl  10, 1319  ;  Amendt.  1321  ;  Consid.  cl,  13, 

[180]  605 
Law  of  Evidence,  Ac,  Leave,  [i  77]  267  >  2R. 

930,  946;   Comm.  el.    1,  [180]   308,  314; 

cl.  2,  Amendt.  316,  317,  319 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1223 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  268 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1366 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  478 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [i  78]  1484 
Wines,  Foreign,  [179]  113 

Kendall,  Mr.  N.,  Cornwall,  E. 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  176 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1335 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  315   { ' 

Kbknsdt,  Mr.  T.,  Louth.  Co, 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  472;  Comm. 
615  ;  cl.  1,  [180]  74 

Kenti  Constance — Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Whnlley;  Answer,  Sir  George 

Grey  JWay  9,  [i79]48 
See  also  Church  of  England— Confession  in 

Keb,  Mr.  D.  S.,  Downpatrick 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  eZ.  11, [178] 

765 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  321 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1085 

KiLTwLLOE,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Subscription,  Coomi.  [i79]^964 

Knro,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey,  E, 

Legacy  and  Succession  Duty,  [177]  134,  447 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  778 

KiNOLAKE,  Mr.  A.  "W.,  Bridgwater 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  77 
Army   Estimates — Military   Education,  [178] 

266 
Canada  —  Defences    of.   Papers    moved    for, 

[178]  820 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  476 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  91 
Gunpowder,  Storage  of,  [177]  1116 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  208 

K1NO8COTE,  Colonel  R.  N.  F.,  Gloucester- 
shire, iv. 

Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,   2R. 
['77]  4W 


KiNQSoowK,  Lord 

Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  1696 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [j 80]  353 

KingfltGwii  Harbonr  Bill 

(Mr.  Peel,  Mr,  ClionceUor  of  the  Exchequer"^ 

c.  Considered    in    Committee  *  ;    Report  ;    Bill 
ordered  •  ;  Read  1«>  •  May  29        [Bill  185] 

Read  2»  •  June  13 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Considered  as  amended*  June  16 

Read  3^  •  June  19 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Steward)  June  20 

Read  2«  •  June  22  (No.  188) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  23 

Read  3»*  June  26 

Royal  Assent  June  29      [28  A  29  Viet,  e.  67] 

KlNNAlBD,  Lord 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  870 ;  Nomi- 
nation of  Comm.  [180]  7,  9 

Metolliferous  Mines,  IR.  [178]  479;  3R.  [179] 
621,  626,  626 

Mines,  Report  on,  [179]  387 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment, 
Comm.  [180]  112 

Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108 

KiNKAiRD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 
Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

601 
Army  Estimates — Manufacturing  Departments, 

[177]  1998 
British  Guiana—Coolies,  [[179]  1103 
China — Consular  Courts  in,  [178]  81 
CourU  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  202 
Courts  of  Justice   Concentration  (Site),   In- 
struction to  Comm.  [177]  020,  938 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  im 

East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 
969 

Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages  (Scotland),  [180] 
982 

Government  of  India  Act,  [179]  685 

Inclosure,  2R.  [178]  641 

India  —  Civil  Service  Examinations,  Papers 
moved  for,  [179]  413 

Mines,  Condition  of,  [i  78]  1699 

Navy  Estimates — Miscellaneous  Services,  [178] 
966 

New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1611 

Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 
for,  [1 78]  217 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  95 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1303 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
183 

Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  [180]  927 

Supply— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  [179]  708; — Se- 
cret Service,  1139;  —  Printing  and  Sta- 
tionery, 1142;— National  Gallery,  1272;— 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  1284 

Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
[178]  1020 

United  States — The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papera 
moved  for,  [177]  414 

Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turns moved  for,  [179]  210 


KIT  LAI  {GENERA 

177-  178- 

KitcJwn  and  Refreshment  Roofns  {House  of 

Commons) 
On  Feb  8,  Committeo  appointed  as  fol- 
lows : — Colonel  French  (Chairman),  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck,  liOrd  lloberi  Montaga,  Mr.  Dalglish, 
Colonel  White,  Mr.  Onslow,  and  Mr.  Alder- 
man Rose 

Knight,  Mr.  F.  W.,  WareestersMre^  W, 

Agricultural  Parishes,  Returns  moTed  for,  [i  77] 

830,831,1201,  1202 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

Con8id.[i78]88d 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [178]  687 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  06; 

Comm.  725 
Salmon    Fishery    Act     (1861)    Amendment, 

Comm.  eL  28,  [180]  36i 
Salmon  Fishery  Acts,  [178]  880 
Union   Chargeability*  2R.  Adj.  moved,  [178] 

35ff  ;     Comm.     [179]     120,   15S ;    Consid. 

Amendt.  663,  696 :  add,  cL  700  ;  dR.  707 


Knightlet,  Sir  R.,  Northamptonshire,  8. 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  c/.  4,  [178]  1067 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  363 
Union  Chargeability,  2 R.  Amendt.  [178]  204; 

Coram.  Adj.  mored,  [179]  170,  172  ;  Comm. 

eL  2, 513 

Knox,  Hon.  Major  W.  8.,  Dungannon 
Array — Field  Allowance  to  Officers  at  Alder- 
shot,  [180]  984 
Belfast—Riots  at,  [177]  350,357,  408 
Commissionaires,  Band  of  the,  [178]  1316 
Irish  Church,  [179]  194 

Supply  —  Superannuation    Allowances,   [179] 
1298; — Nonconforming,  &c.  Ministers,  1299 

Knox,  Colonel  B.  "W.,  Marhw 
Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Celonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

650 
Mutiny,  Comm.  c2. 1,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  364 
Supply — Special  Missions,  [179]  1295  ;  —  Non- 
conforming, &c.  Ministers,  1300 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  226 
Winslow's,  Mr.,  Pension,  [180]  1041 

Lahore  Bishopric  Bill 

(5tr  Charles  Wood,  Mr,  Baring) 

#.  Considered  in  Committeo  *  Mar  20 

Resolution  reported*  ;  Bill  ordered  Mar  21 
Bead  1»  •  Mar  23  [Bill  88] 

Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ;   Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  June  19,  [180]  447 
Order  for  Second   Reading  of  the   Bill  dis- 
charged ;  Bill  withdrawn  June  19 

Laibd,  Mr.  J.,  Birkenhead 
Armstrong    Guns  for  Foreign   GoYommcnts, 

[177]  960 
Canada — Defences  of,  Papers  moTed  for,  [178] 
845 

Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [179]  46;  [180] 
732 

Holyhead  Harbour,  [178]  945 

[coni. 


L    INDEX)         LAI        LAN 
-179 —  180. 

Laird,  Mr.  J. — cimt. 

Nary  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1423  ; 
— ^Wagcs  to  Artificers  at  Home,  [i  78]  947, 
953 ;— New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  927,  938,  942, 
943 

NnTy— The  "  Royal  Sovereign,"  [177]  961 ; — 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  1117;  —  Dockyard 
Expenditure,  1119;— Board  of  Admiralty, 
[178]  712  ; — Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res. 
[180]  399 

Supply,  Report,  [178]  1035, 1037, 1038 

Lanarkshire   County  Prison   Board  Bill 

{hy  Order) 
c.  Moved,  "That  the    Bill    bo    now  read  2**" 

3far  24,  [178]  194 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  ^*  upon 

this  day  six  months "  {Sir  E.  CoUbrookc) ; 

Question,  «  That   '  now '  Ac.  •"  after  short 

debate;  A.  39,  N.  95  ;  M.  56  ;  words  added  ; 

main   Question,   as    amended,    agreed    to; 

second  reading  put  off  for  six  months 


Lancashire    and     YorJcshire    and    Great 

Eastern  Junction   Railway  Bill  (by 
Order) 
e.  Moved,   "  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  3^ " 

Mzr  14,  [177]  1653 
Amendt.  to  leave  out '^ now,"  and  add  "upon 

this  day  six  months  "  (  Viteotrnt   Galway) ; 

Question,  **That  the   words,  Ac,"   1654; 

after  debate,  Question,  **  That  'now,'  Ac. ;" 

A.1121,  N.  162  ;  M.  41 ;  Bill  put  off  for  six 

months 

Lancaster  Cotirt  of  Chancery  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  Oaneral,  Mr.  Secretary  CardvueU) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  April  7  [Bill  106] 

Read2«»»4pn7  24 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered  *  May  1 

Hcad3'»*3fay  2 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( Tlie  Earl  of  Clarendon)  May  4 

Road  2»»  Jmie  1  (No.  78) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Reads'"*  June  12 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VicL  c.  40] 

Land  Debentures  Bill 

{Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr,  Collins) 
(J.  Ordered*  Feb  13 

Read  P*  Feb  U  [Bill  18] 

Read  2°  *  Feb  15  ;  and  CDmmitted  to  tho  Select 

Committeo  on  Mortgage  Dobenturea  Bill — 

(see  Mortgage  Debenturee  Bill) 
Report  •  Mar  20  [BiU  79] 

Committeo  *  Mar  28 
Committee  *  {on  re-comm,)  April  24 
Report*  April 21 

Considered  *  May  1  [Bill  120] 

Ucad3°*ifrty  18 
/.  Read  1»  *  {Lord  Cranwor(h)  May  19  (No.  112) 
Read  2**  June  15  and  referred  to  a  Select 

Committee  (see  Mortgage  Debtntttres  Bill, 

June  15) 

Report*  June  19 
Committee  *  June  30 


LAN 


LAW        (SESSION,  1865} 
177—178  — 179  —  180. 


LAW 


LAY 


Land  Bebentdres  (Lreland)  Bill 

(Mr.  ScuUy,  Sir  C.  O'LoghUn,  Mr,  P.  Urquhari) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  •  Feb  10  [Bill  9] 

Read   2^  *   Feb  15;    and  committed  to    the 
Select  Committee  on  Mortgage  Debentares 
Bill — (see  Mortgage  Debenture*  Bill) 
Report  •  Mar  20  [Bill  80] 

1 78]  Considered  in  Committee  (ofi  re-^omm.) — b.p. 
April  5,  750 
Committee  *  ;  Report  April  7 
Considered  •  (on  re-eomm,)  April  37 
As  amended  considered  *  May  1     [Bill  121] 
R^d  do  *  May  18 

Lords  Amendments  [Bill  249] 

L  Read  1*»  {The  Earl  of  Cork)  May  19 

Read  2**  June  13  (No.  113) 

Referred  to  a  Select  Committee  *  (see  Mori' 

gage  Debentures  Bill,  June  15) 
Report  *  June  19 
180]  Moved,  '<  That   the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  "  ( The  Earl 
of  Cork)  522 ;  after  short  debate,  Cont.  51, 
Not-Cont.   14;    M.  37;     resolved    in   the 
affirmative  ;  List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.»  523 
House  in  Committee  ;  Amendts.  made  June  20 
•  Considered  in  Committee  June  20, 522 

(No.  193) 
Report  •  June  26  (No.  219) 

Read  3*  •  June  27 
Royal  Assent  July  5  *   [28  <fe  29  Vict.  0.  101] 


Zand  Debentures  {Ireland)  {^Stamps'j 
Considered*  April  6  ;  Reported*  Apnl  1 

Zand  Debentures  [Stamps] 
Considered  *  April  25  ;  Reported  *  April  26 


Land  Prainajg^e  Supplemental  Bill 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  Oeorge  Orey) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  AprU  7  [Bill  110] 

Read  2^  •  April  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  26 

Read  3"  •  April  27 
/.  Read  I**  (  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  April  28 

Read  2*  •  May  4  (No.  74) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read  3^^  May  8 

Rojal  Assent  May  9  [28  Viet.  0. 23] 

Zands  and  Heritages  (Scotland)  Valuation 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22— (Par(. 
P.  No.  800) 

Lanoton,  Mr.  W.  H.  G.,  Bristol 
Bristol  and  North    Somerset    Railway,   2R. 
[178]  887 

Lanigan,  Mr.  J.,  Cashel 

Constabulary    Force  (Ireland)    Act    Amend- 
ment, Comm.  Preamble,  [179]  985  ;  add.  el. 
994,  996 
Irebind— The  Police  in  Tipperary,  [179]  788 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 
Leave,  [180]  321 ;  2R.  509 

Zauf  Courts — see  Courts  ofZaw 
YOL.  CLXKX.  [thied  sebi£s.] 


Law  of  Evidence,  &c.  Bill 

{Sir  FitzRoy  KeUy^  Mr.  Maeaulay,  Mr.  MeMahon ) 

e.  Ordered;  read  1*»  after  debate  Feb  14,  [177] 
257  [Bill  20] 

Read  2^  after  debate  Mar  1,  939 
Considered  in  Committee  June  15,  [180]  308 
[No  Report] 

Law  ofZandhrdand  Tenant  in  Ireland 

178]  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  31, 
To  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Laws  regulating  the  relations  between  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  in  Iceland,  with  a  view 
to  their  more  equitable  adjustment"  {Mr. 
Maguire),  570  ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words, 
^.  ; "  ailer  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
.  Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  '*  That," 
and  add  "a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Acts  of 
1860  upon  the  relations  of  Landlord  and 
Tenant  in  Ireland"  {Vitc<nmt  Palmerston), 
618 ;  Question,  *',  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
.  Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "  That," 
and  add  ''  a  Select  Committee  be  ap« 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Act  23  and  24  Vict.  c.  153,  on  the  Tenure 
and  Improvement  of  Land  in  Ireland" 
{Viscount  Palmerston);  Question,  **That 
the  words,  &o.,"  put,  and  negatived  ;  words 
added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed 
to 

And,  on  April  27,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Maguire  (Chairman),  Mr.  Sec- 
retary Cardwell,  Lord  Naas,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
Mr.  Seymour  Fitsgerald,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr. 
Bunt,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton,  Colonel  Greville,  Sir  Ed- 
ward Grogan,  Sir  Colman  O'l^ghlen,  The 
O'Donoghue,  Lord  Dunkellin,  Mr.  Caird,  Mr. 
George,  and  Mr.  Bagwell 
{Pari.  P.  No.  402) 

Lawbence,  Mr.  Alderman  J.  C,  Zamheth 
Supply — Department  of  Science  and  Art,  [  1 79] 
1171 

Lawson,  Mr.  W.,  Carlisle 

Army  Estimates^ Yeomanry,  Amendt.  [177] 

198],  1983 
Execution  at  Durham,  [178]  7 
Licensing  Laws,  [177]  1116 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  6^ 
Public  House   Closing  Act    Amendment,  2R. 

Amendt.  [178]  866,  868;  Comm.  add,  el. 

[179]  552 
Saffron  Hill  Murder,  [177]  209 
Salmon   Fishery   Act  Amendment,  3R.  [180] 

624 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea, [i  78]  1498 

Layabd,  Mr.  A.*  H.  (Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs),  Southwark 

Abyssinia — British  Prisoners  in,  [178]  958; 
[180]  999,  1002,  1013 

Agency  Money — Consul  General  at  St.  Peten* 
burg,  [177]  234 

Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty,  [180]  264 

3  0  [<'<>^* 
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iTiBD,  Mr.  A.  U^-eeni.  LettU  Qiurt  ^BmknrU),  B^gillmrMp  tf  H, 

Argentine   Hapublio— TrratmBnt  of  ■  ~ 


Brituh 

Officer,  [iBo]  I 

Braiil  and  Urogos;,  [i  77]  138,  US 

Britiih  Embuir4lWHhlngton,ri77]3IB 

Britiib  Panporti  to  Rome,  Ti;?]  <B0 

Cbina^Briliab  Snbjeoti  In  the  Ctiiness  Sentoa, 
ri77]3a7;— Coniular  Courts  in,  [178]  81;— 
Plnc7  in,  838  ;  — Procoedinjii  in,   1330:— 

M  Kung,  [i 
Foreign  VsMsliandeKtbeCliIns 
SIO 

CWil  SerTicsEBtim>tM,[i7S]r39 

Confitder&ta States  OmiMn,[i77]  1015  ;— CaM 
of  CapUin  Bede,  1036 ;— BriUtb  Fropertr 
in  the,  1933 

Consular  Reports,  [17B]  S 

Ihiohiea  of  ScIiletvlK  and  Holtteln,  f  1 77]  700 ; 
[178]  680 

Foreign  Law,  Convsntion  of,  [iSo]  1044 

Foreign  Offloe— Aodit,  [179]  1100 

Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  Officers,  [17B]  SOS 

Ireland— Tlie  Fenian  Brotherhood,  [i  78]  SSI 

Italf— Captnre  of  Engliah  Subjeota  b7  Bri- 
gands, [iSo]S30,  11S3 

Morocco— The  Jews  in,  [178]  I0S4 

Naiareth— Chnroh  at,  [i  78]  79 

Mew  Cross  Roads,  3R.  [177]  107 

SlaTB  Trade,  [177]  816 

Stat«  Papers,  [178]  760 

8nppl7— Printing  sn'l  SUtionerT,  [179]  IMl, 
1113;  —  Department  of  Solenoe  and  Art, 
1173,  1171,  1176;— Captured  Negroes,  Ae. 
1381 ; —  Consular  Establishments  Abroad, 
12S3,  1381,  1286,  1387,  1388,  1390,  1301, 
1S93  ;  —  Consular  Establiihments,  China, 
JspnD,  Ac.  1393 ; — Miniiters  at  Foreign 
Coarts,  1308;— Special  Minions  {VUcounl 
Amierta/),  1290, 1396  ;  Report,  Explanation, 
[i8o]  106,  119 

Tales  in  Europe,  [177]  038 

Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  SeUot  Committee 
on.  [177]  1873 

Tumpilie  Acta  OoDtinuanoe,  Comni.#'.  l.riSo] 
689 

United  Stales— The  Reoiprooitf  Tr«alr,  Papers 
moved  for,  [177]  114;-— Ciainii  for  Compen- 
sation, 1372,  13T3;— The  "  Alabama,"  [179] 
1108  ;— Case  of  tbc  "  Saion"— Mrs.  Graj, 
[iSo]  131 ;— Consuls  for  the  Soathern  States, 
368 

ZollTerein,  The,  [178]  1S3S  ;  [iSo]  116 

Lbithau,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Huddtrtfitld 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  3R.  [17S]  1S93, 
1118 

Courts  of  Justice  Conoentration  (Site),  Initrao- 
tion  to  Comm.  [177]  938 

ZetJt  Court  of  Bankruptey,  JUgittranhip 

oftht 
179]  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney Geoenil  Jfay  13,  308 
Btthell,     The   Bon.    Richard,'  Qaestion,   Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Attome;  General  May  16, 
[179]  383 
,  liiedt  Begutrarihip,  Q,aatiiaa,  Hr.  Ferrand; 
Answer,  The  Attornej'  General  May  18,  480 
>  Ltedi  Court  of  Bankruptcy  imd  the  Bon.  R. 
BetheU,  Obserrattoni,  Vlsoount  Palmerston 
May  33,  711 


i1^\lMdi  Cimtt  o/Banhypley,  Motion,  That  a 
Select  Committoe  be  appt^ted,  "  to  inqijrs 
Into  all  the  oiroumstanoea  oonneelad  witk 
the  nsignation  of  Mr.  Keorj  Sedrrick 
VUde  aa  Registrar  of  the  Cowi  of  Bank' 
mptcj  at  LmJ*  ;  the  graotinx  hnn  a  pan- 
sion  :  the  appointment  of  Hr.  WtUk  to  tb» 
■aid  office ;  and  whether  he  waa  to  TMigl 
hi)  appointnunt  in  fiiTour  of  tbe  HoooonUe 
Biehard  Betheil  and  reoeiTs  aootbarappsiit- 
ment  in  London "  (3fr.  F'trrtaid)  i  altat 
king  debate.  Motion  agroed  to ;  Soleet  C«m- 
mittoe  appointed  Mag  33,  77S 

iSo]  And,  onHajSO,  List  of  Committee  rapqrtii 
from  the  General  Committee  of  EleetMMi  1 
follows:  — Mr.   Bowea  (Cbainoati),  Hr.  B. 
C.Egerton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Enms,  Coloiial  Psi- 
naot,  Hr.  D.  U.  Vi.ian,  The  Lord  &tn- 
Date,  and   Mr.   Borill :    Obeerratinns,  Ur. 
Longfleld  ;   Replf,   The   Attorney  Conend ; 
long  debaU  thereon  June  37,  879 
Report  /uw»  22— {Pari.  P.  No.  387) 
,  Motion,  "That  a  great  fiuilitjozistafbr  obtain- 
ing Public  Appointments  br  cormpl  meaM^ 
Ac."  (Jfr.  Hunt)  My  3,  1046 
.    Amendt.   To  leare   out  Irom   "  That,"  sol 
odd  "this  House  baring  conaidered  the  K*- 

Krt  oT  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Lssds 
nkruptoj  Court,  and  the  eridence  takm 
hj  it,  agrees  with  the  CommtttOB  i 
opinion  that  the  facts  which  > 
acquit  the  Lord  Chanoellor  from  all  chuge 
in  the  matters  to  which  it  refer*,  eicept 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  graitiif 
a  pension  to  Mr.  ffildc ;  but  this  Uoose  is 
of  opinion  that  soma  fiirther  ch«k  ihooU 
be  placed  bj  Law  upon  the  grant  of  peniioii 
to  the  holders  of  legal  offices"  {Tht  Lord 
Advomle'),  1073;  Question,  "That  Um 
words,  &•!.,"  put,  and  negatired  ;  Qntstics, 
"  That  those  words  be  there  added  " 

.  MoTcd, ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonmtd" 
(Viieomil  Palmeriton) ;  A.  163,  N.  IT7; 
M.  11.  1131 

.   Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  11S6 

Question,  ■■  That  those  words  be  there  added" 
(  The  Lord  Advooaie),  put,  and  negatiied 

.  Another  Amend!.  To  add,  after  the  Int 
word  "  That,"  in  the  original  Qaestioa, 
the  wordi  "This  House,  haiing  coniidtrcd 
the  Report  of  tbE  Committee  on  the  Leeds 
Binkrupter  Court,  and  the  Evidence  takM 
before  them,  are  of  opinion,  that,  while  ttia 
Evidence  discloses  the  ezistenco  of  corrupt 
pmetices,  with  reference  to  the  appoinlmest 
of  Fatriok  Robert  Welch  to  the  office  sf 
Registrar  of  the  Leeds  Bankmptcr  Conl, 
the;  are  satisfied  that  no  impnlatlOD  su 
fairlj  bo  made  against  the  Lord  Chanceikr, 
with  regard  to  this  appointment ;  and  that 
such  evidence,  and  also  that  taken  before  a 
Cammitlfle  of  tho  Lords  to  Inquire  into  Ibe 
circumstances  oonneoted  with  the  mifnation 
of  Mr.  Edmunds  of  the  offloei  held  b;  htin, 
and  laid  before  this  Ilonec,  show  a  luit;  ef 
practice  and  a  want  of  cantion  with  npid 
to  the  public  interests,  on  the  pert  of  tbs 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  eanotioolng  the  grant  of 
Retiring  Feosions  to  Fublio  OfSoen  agaiiri 
whom  grave   eharges  were  pending,  wbiA 
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lAed§  Court  qfBankrvfiUy^  Regiitranktp  of  the 

— oont. 

180]  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uoqm,  are  oalcolatod 
to  disoredit  the  administration  of  his  great 
office"  {Mr. Edward Pleyddl Bouvef%e),mii 

•  Question,  **  That  those  words  be  (here  added/' 

agreed  to;    main  Question,    as    amended, 
agreed  to 

•  Lord  ChaneeHoT,  Resignaiion  of  the,  Obsenra- 

tions.  Earl   Granyille   July  4,  1142;    Ob- 

•  serrations,  Viscount  Palmerston  JtUy  4, 1 1 63 ; 
Personal  Statement    of  The    Lord  Chao- 

.      oellor/Wy5,  1174 

Lefsybe,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 

Army  Estimates— Disembodied  MUitia,  [177] 

1976  ;— Works,  Buildings,  &e.  [178]  188 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  651 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moyed  for, 

[177]  510 
Confederate  States  Cruisers,  fi  77]  1044 
Fulmer  Common,  Indosure  01,  [177]  1116 
Liturgy,  Revision  of  the,  [179]  1122 
Thames  and  ids  Navigation,  [178]  280 
United  States— The  «  Alabama,"  [179]  1107 

Lefroy,  Mr.  A.,  DuUin  University 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  662 
Clonpriest,  dkc.  Benefloes  (Ireland),  Returns 

moved  for,  [177]  247 
Ireland— SUte  of,  Res.  [177]  701;-Raaway 

System,  Address  moved,  [178]  925 
Navy — Naval  Chaplains,  [177]  1586 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177]  1184 
RaUway  Travelling  (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  59 
Railways  (Guards  and   Passengers  communi- 
cation). Res.  [i79]  62,  65 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  429, 

433 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1253 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  mored, 
[180]  589 

Legacy  and  Succession  Duty 
Question,  Mr.  Locke  King;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  Feb  10,  [177] 
134 ;  Question,  Mr.  Loclie  King ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  20, 
447 

Leiohtok,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  8. 

Locomotives  on  Roads,    Comm.  el,  2,  [178] 

1065 ;  el,  5, 1069 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1059 
Prisons,  Leave,  [i  77]  219  ;  Comm.  el.  42,  [i  79] 

1331  ;  Schedule  1, 1333 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  334;  el.  1, 

491  :  el.  5,  519  ;  add.  el.  520,  522 ;  Consid. 

680,  692, 702 

Leitbik,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  38 
Illicit  Distillation— The    CfonsUbulary,  [177I 
277 ; — ^IiL  Clare  and  Donegal,  Return  moved 
for,  280,  281 
Ireland  —  John  Daroy  and  Robert  Davidson, 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  128 ;— Magistracy 
and  Police  Force,  Papers  moved  for,  132, 
188 ; — Arming  of  the  Constabulary,  227 ; — 
Case  of  Caiherino  C^ughaDi  [179]  1186 

[couL 
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LxiTRiM,  Earl  of~~€oni, 

Irvin,  Mr.  B'Aroy,  Papers  moyed  for»  [177] 

230 
Police  (Ireland),  Returns  moved   for,  [178] 

1597 
Union  OfBoen  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[179]* 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G.  C,  Chichester 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  470,  471 

Leslie,  Hon.  G.  Waldegrave,  Hastings 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1124 
Bcclesiastioal  Leasing  Act  Amendment,   2R. 

[179]  260 
Piers  and  Harbours,  [179]  1121 


79J 


Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  741 

Leslib,  Mr.  W.,  Aberdeenshire 
Cattle,  Diseases  in,  [177]  1117 
China — Taxation  at  Hong  Kong,  [177]  1119 ; — 

Indian  Allowances  in,  [178]  81 
Roads  (Scotland),  [177]  1922 
Smith  or  Swanson,  Margaret,  Case  of,  [178]  84 

Z&vfSy  Dr.  Leone,    "Annals  of  British 

Legislation** 
•    Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke;   Aaswer,    Mr, 
Peelifay  16,  [i79]392 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  H.,  MaryUbone 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  529 
Fire    Brig&de    (Metropolis),    Conmi.   eL    11, 

Amendt.  [180]  530 ;  el.  17,  Amendt.  533 
Fires  at  Theatres,  dtc.  [177]  136 
India— Dhar  Prise  Money,  fi  80]  442 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

Consid.  [178]  886 
Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [1 77] 

593 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180] 

720 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  619 
Regent's  Park— Bridge  over  the  Canal,  [177] 

600 

Libel  Bill 

(Sir  C.  (/Loghlen,  Mr.  Long/Uld,  Mr.  HeniMSsy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1**  Feb  21,  [177]  561  FBill  33] 
Order    for    second   reading   read  May    28; 
[House  counted  out] 

Licensing  Laws,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  Sir  Qeorge 
Grey  ifor  6,  [177]  1116 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  G.  H.,  Northumberland,  8. 
Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  1013 
Army  Estimates— Bianufiu}turingDepartiii«Ets, 

[177]  1998 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178I 1649 
China— Foreign    Vessels   under  the    Chinese 

Flag,  [180]  539 
Court  of  Referees  on  Prirate  Billi— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  868 
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LiDDiLL,  Hon.  G.  H,^-coni. 

Greenwich  HoflpiUl,  Leave,  [178}  101]  ;  3R. 

[179]  1004  ;  Gomm.  el  20,  [180]  126  {  el,  48, 

U7 ;  el  51,  Amende.  129  ;  add.  el  180 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  176 
India— Irrigation  Works,  [170]  50 
Hetropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1058 
Poor  Law  Unions — Auditors  of  AooOunts,  [1  ;8] 

1208 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1850 
Union  Chargeabilltjr,  Gomm.  [179]  835 ;  add, 

d,521 

LiFFOBD,  Yisoount 
Ireland— J.  and  G.  Hannigan,  Papers  moved  for, 
[179]  556 ; — Gase  of  Gatherine  Gaugban,  725 

Ldtgolk,  Bishop  of 
Agrioultural  Gangs,  Address  moved,  [179]  177 

Liverpool  Borouffh  Prison 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  June  27,  [180]  850 

Liverpool    Ounpowder    Begitlationi,    Sre.j 

Bill 
c.  Report  *  Hby  80 

Liverpool  Lieeming  Bill  {hff  Order) 

0.  Moved,  "That    the    BUI   be  now  read  2«" 

Feb  24.  [177]  642 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"the  granting  of  Licenses  for  the  sale  of 
intoiicating  liquors  is  a  subject  which  ought 
not  at  present  to  be  dealt  with  by  any  Pri- 
vate Bill"  (Mr,  Lawion);  after  debate. 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ao,,*'  put,  and 
negatived ;  words  added  ;  main  Question,  as 
amended,  agreed  to 

Llandatf,  Bishop  of 
Glerical  Subscription,  Report,  Amendt.  [170] 
1047, 1050 

Local  Gtoyemment  Supplemental  Bill 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Qrey) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  7  [Bill  58] 

Read  2«  •  Mar  28 
Oonsidered  in  Gommittee,  and  reported  with 

amended  title  April  25,  [178]  1084 
Oonsidered  *  April  26 
Read  8»*^pn7  27 

1.  Read  !••  (Lord  StanUg  of  Alderieg)  April  28 
Read  2»  •  Mag  4  (No.  72) 
Gommittee  *  ;  Report  Mag  5 

Read  8"  •  Mag  8 

Royal  Assent  Mag  9  [28  Viet.  0.  24] 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (No.  2) 

Bill    {Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Greg)  * 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  April  7  [Bill  108] 

Road2o*^prt/24 

Gommittee  • ;  Report  April  26 

Readd«*^pn7  27 
I  Read  !••  {Lord  Stanleg  ofAlderUg)  April  28 

Read  2*  •  Mag  4  (No.  78) 

Gommittee*;  Report  Afav  5 

Road3*»Jfay8 

Royal  Assent  Mag  9  [28  Viet.  o.  25] 


Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (Ho*  3) 

Bill   (Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Greg) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  April  26 

Read  2«*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Gommittee 
April  27  [Bill  118] 

Report  *  May  18  [Bill  158] 

Gommittee  *  {on  fv-comm.) ;  Report  Mag  25 

Read8«*il2^26 
{.  Read  1*  *  {Lord  SUuUeg  cfAIderUg)  May  29 

Read  2*  •  June  12  (No.  127) 

Gommittee  *  ;  Report  June  18 

Read  8*  *  June  15 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  o.  41] 


Local  Goyemment  Supplemental  (No.  4) 

Bill    {Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Greg) 

e.  Ordered;  read  l^  •  Mag  9  [BiU  182] 

Read  2«  *  and  referred  to  a  Select  Gommittee 

May  12 
Report  *  Mag  80 
Gommittee  * ;  Report  June  1 
Read  8«  *  June  2 
I  Read  1«  *  {Lord  Stanleg  of  Alderieg")  June  2 

(No.  144) 
Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*  "  June  Iff, 

[i8o]    258;    after    short   debate,    Motion 

agreed  to 
Read  2*  and  committed  ;  the  Gommittee  to  be 

proposed  by  the  Gommittee  of  Selection 
Report  *  June  28 

Gommittee  *  June  26  (No.  208) 

Report*  June  27 
Read8**/imtf  29 
Royal  Assent  Julg  5    [28  A  29  Viet.  o.  108] 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (No.  5) 

Bill     (Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Greg) 

e.  Ordered ;  road  l^*  June  18  [Bill  209] 

Read  2°  *  and  referred  to  a  Select  Gommittee 
June  20 

Gommittee  *  June  22  ;  Report  *  June  28 

Oonsidered  as  amended  *  June  28 

Read  8**  *  June  26 
/.  Read  1»*  {Lord  SUtnleg  of  Alderieg)  June  26 

Read  2*  •  June  29  (No.  928) 

Gommittee  * ;  Report  June  80 

Read8**/M^y  8 

Royal  Assent  Julg  5    [28  &  29  Viet.  c.  1 10] 


LoGKB,  Mr.  J.,  Southwark 
Army    Estimates  —  Hisoellaneoas   Serrioesy 

[178]  262 
Ghurch  Attendance  on  Sunday,  Leave,  [177] 

948 
Gommons  and  Open  Spaces,  Gomm.  moved 

for,  [177]  507 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  838 
Indosure,  2R.  [178]  540 
Income  Tax  Papers,  [178]  670 
Inns  of  Gourt.  2R..  Amendt.  [178]  1047, 1058 
MetropoUton  ToU  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1056 
Navy  Estimates — Wages  to  ArtiAoersat  Home, 

[178]  949 
New  Ooss  Roads,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  496 
Poor  Law  Board  Gontinuanoe,  Gomm.  [180] 

725 
Prisoners  in  Newgate,  Treatment  of,  [177]  599, 

1022, 1024,  1026 
Probate,  Court  of,  [i  78]  80 

[CONl. 


LOO        LON  jSESSIO 

177-178- 
Locxa,  Hr.  J. — eent. 
BiTar  Witen  Prot«oUoD,  9R.  [177]  ISM 
Soolaga CoUsotioD,  Papan  mnndfar,  [iSoJllI 
Snpplf  —  MetropoliUn    Fire    Brl^tda,    [179 
M7  ;— Kates  for  Go»ertitiieBt  Propertj,  908 
— Woodi.  ForMU,  Ao.  70T,   708,    710;- 
Natiiiul  QitUirr  Enlu-ggmsnt,  [iSoHSS,  19( 
Thames  sod  Isii  NkTJgatioa,  [178]  329 
Thaatrei,  &o,   LeaTS,    [177]   ISTO ;  3R.  [179 

104;  [180]  178,183,333 
Tnropike    Acts  ContiaiiaDoe,    Comm,    d.    1 

Amendt.  [iSo]  088,  811,  846 
Dnion  Chargeabililr,  Lmts,[i77]  184  ;  Comm. 

el.  a,[i79]fiis,fiia 
WertminitBr  Bridge  (Metropolis),  [177]  308 
Wimbledon  Common,  SR.  [178]  770 

IiOComotiTes  on  Boads  Bill 

(Ifr.  HoOand,  Sir  S.  Dtring,  Sir  Jo/m  Hay) 
«.  Ordered 'ifor  9 

Re»dl°*ifai-10  [BiU  OS] 

Re>d3*'^;>n'IS 

Conudered  in  CommittM  ;  and,  afler  long 
debate,  reported  il;>nl  30,  [178]  1000 

[Bill  116] 

XoTsd,  " That tbeBill benow road  3° " Mav  10, 
[179]  8T3  ;  Amendt.  toleare  ont  "  dow,  and 
add  "gpon  this  day  slxmoDthB"{lfr.  Oraat- 
wood);  after  short  debate,  Question,  "That 
'  DOW,'  An."  agreed  to ;  main  QasstioD  agreed 
to  [Billa  U3  A  310] 

Kead3°  J&y  15 
t.  Read  1-  •  {The  Earl  0/  Hardwieke)  May  18 

Read  3*,  after  short  debate,  and  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  May  30,  807   (Ko.  106) 

And,  on  June  13,  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  as  folloiri  : — D.  Riohmnnd,  D. 
Satherland,  M.  Salisbarr,  E,  Caithoeaa,  K 
Bardwiake,  E.  Camarron,  E.  Somnsf,  V, 
HeliUle,  V.ETen1eT,L.Silobe«ter,L.  Roasie, 
L.  Stanlej  or  Atderler  ;  June  13,  L.  Harris 
added  in  the  place  of  1).  SatlurUnd, 
E.  De  Gre7  in  the  plaee  of  L.  SUole;  of 
Alderlejr,  and  E.  Duoie,  V.  StratballaD,  L. 
Calthorpe,  and  L.  Wenlook  added  ;  June  H, 
E.  of  MalmesbiU7  added 

Report  ■  Jttne  16  (No.  101) 

Committee  *  Jvm  30 ;  Report*  /km  33 

Bead  3>  *  June  30 

Commons  Amendt*.  and  Reasons    (No.  387) 

Ro7al  Assent  JnlyS      [38  A  30  Viel.  0.  83] 

LoxDoir,  Bishop  of 

Burial  Serrioe,  Rei.  [180]  1031 

Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 

tniniter.  Paper  moved  for,  [iSo]  700 
Clerical  Suhsorlption,  Comm.  [179]  ST3 
Companies  Workmens'  Ednoation,  Comm.  eJ.  I, 

[179]  B68 
ConfeasiaD  in  the  Char«h  of  EngUad — Lair  of 

ETidenoe,[i79]  18a:[t8a]S10 
Imperial  Gas,  3R.  [179I  801 
Imperial  Gas  Company's   Work«  at  CbaUea, 

[179J 108 
Pnbtio  Sobools,  3R.  [178]  818 


N,   186fi)         LON         LOW 
- 179  — 180. 

LoBo,  Mr.  B.  P.,  ChipjMithim 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speed),  [i  77]  SA,  70, 

71 
Finaneisl  Statement — Waya  and  Heans,  Conua. 

Res.  [178]  IIU 
Highwajs  Act,  [178]  81 
Medical  USoen  ofPoor Law  Unions,  [t77]S3ff 
Union  Chargeabllitj,  C!oinm.  [179]  ITO 

LoHQFTBLn,  Mr.  B.,  Malhw 

Connty:Courti  EqulUble  JurisdioUon  fJodgei' 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  e38 
Ouuntf  Voters    Regutration    (Ireland),    9R, 

[178] 266 
Game  (Ireland),  3B.  [177]  1638 
IreUnd— Patent  and  Close  Bolls,  [177]  1839 
Juries  in  CrimiBal  Cases,  SB.  [177]  1731 
Law  of  Eridsnee,  Comm.  cl.  l,[i8o]811 
Leeds  Bankniptoj  Court,  [180]  870, 880,  8M, 

013 
B&ilwar  TraTelllng  (Ireland),  3R.  {178]  61 
Reoord  of  Title  (Ireland),  SB.  [179]  860 
Salmon    Fishsr;     Aot   (1861J    Amendment, 

Comm.  «(.33,[i8a]3ei:  Consid.d.  31,083 
SnpplT— Fisbsrjr  Board  (Sootland),ri79]  1808 
Tenure  and  ImproTemant  of  Land  (Ireland), 


>]768 


LoHomBs,  Earl  of 
Arm<r— MlUtai7  HoepttaU  at  Heller  *nd  Wod- 

wleb,  [177]  1113,-— lasne  of  Gommlsikmi, 

[180]  971 
Babkrspte;   and    ItttolTenor   (Ireland)    Aet 

Amendment,  Report,  Amendt.  [178]  373 
Canada — Defenoes  of^Colonel  Jerroia^  Report, 

[1771138 
Committees  on  Frirate  Bills,  Return  moTtd 

tor,  [180]  1036 
Courts  of  Jnstioa  Site,    [177]  IIS  i   Batoiu 

mored  for.  1018 
Destitute   Poor  (Uetropolis),  Retunu  nmred 

for,  [177]  08 
Destmotion  of  Metropolitan  DwelUogi  bj  Rall- 

wa;i,  [178IOSA 
Indian  Armj,  The,  [180]  1160 
Locomotiies  on  Boads,  SB.  ['79]  6f0 
Metropolitan  Sewage — Report  of  Seieet  Com* 

mittee,  [177]  638 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Aot  (1801),  Return 

mored  for,  [177]  303 
Fnblio  OfBoee  (Sit«  and  ApproMb**},  SR.[i79] 

S6> 


don  Poor,  [178]  876 

L(mdon  Broken'  Bill 

(Jfr.  Moffatt,  Mr.  Bankey,  Mr.  T.  J.  MUUr) 
c.OrdMMl;  rewl  I'^ifaySS  [BiU  16T] 


Lord  Chancellor,  Rttignaiion  of  the 

Observations,  Earl  Granville  July  1,  [)8o] 
IMS;  Observatioas,  Visoonnt  Palmertton, 
1163 1  Personal  Statement  of  The  Lord 
ChaneeUor /Jy  6,  llTl 

Zot^triet — Publie  J}»partmMti 
Question,  Mr.  Vertier;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Eiohe^uer  Am8,  [179]  198S 

Lows,  Bight  Hon.  R.,  Cottw 

Armj  Estimatee— VoAi,  BoUdings,  Ac  [178] 


LOW         LYO 


I  QBNERAL    IN0BX} 

177  —  178—  179— i8d. 


LTT 


MAG 


LowB,  Right  Hob.  K— ttnf. 

BdnoaiioB.  Oomm.  moved  for,  [177]  M9 
Felooj  and  MiedemMUior  Evideooe  and  Prao- 

iiee.9R.[i77]079 
Ireland— State  o(  Bee.  [177]  7(M 
Patent  Lawip  [180]  448 
Private  Bill  Costs,  3R.  [177]  570 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Commitiee 

ont[*77]1861 
Wimhledon  Common,  8R.  [178]  777 

Lunacy  Law 
Obsenrations,  Idr.  Neale  ifoy  80,  [179]  1114 

[House  oonnted  oat] 

Limatie  Aijliim  Act  (1853),  ftc.,  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  Seomjidd,  Mr,  Pugh) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  /wmSI  [BiU  190] 

Read  3<>  • /ttfitf  8 

Committee*;  Report  JiMe  19 

Considered  as  amended  *  Jwm  13 

Read8°*  June  14 
I.  Read  !»•  {Eari  Caiodor)  Jung  15  (No.  160) 

Reads**  JflifMlO 

Committee*  Report /wM  99 

Read  8*  *  June  33 

Royal  Assent  June  39    [98  A  39  VieL  0. 80] 

Lonfttio  A^ylmi  drdtad)  Bill 

(16-.  Blake,  Jtfr.  Jfe JfoAoii) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  May  98  [BUI  1711 

;^  BiU  withdraim  •  /tMd  91 

Ltall,  Mr.  0.,  WhiUhav&n 
Colonial  Goremors  ( Retiring  Penslont),  Comm. 

add,  a.  [180]  669 
Cvstom  HoQBo  Chaigee,  [180]  45 
Customs,  Oat  Door  OiBoers  of,  [178]  669, 1317 
Mines  and  Timber,  Rating  of,  [177]  659 
Maaritias— -MlUtarj  Delenoe,  [177]  1743 
Poor  Law  Seoretary,  Res.  [177]  466 
Union  of  Benefloes  Aot  Amendmenti  Ltava, 

[178]  1014 

Ltgok,  Hon.  P.,  WareeiUrMre,  W. 

Clerieal  Sabsoription,  Comm.  d,  3,  [180I 848 

Court  of  Referees  on  Private  BiUs  —  Stand- 
ing Order  88,  [180]  875 

Courts  of  Jastioe  Conoentraiion  (Site),  Instnio- 
tion  to  Comm.  ri77]  931 ;  Comm.  [178] 
180;  Amendt.  490 

Dookyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [179] 050;  el.  1, 
951,  953 

Edncational  and  Charitable  Institations,  Leave, 
[178]  638  :  3R.  [180]  608,  616 

Greenwich  Hospital^  Leave,  [178]  1010 ;  Comm. 
eZ.  11,  [179]  1334 

Publio  0£Boes  (Site  and  Approaohes),  Leave, 


[177]  1305,  1307 
QafOifli 


183 


loation  for  OflSces  Abolition,  3R.  [f78] 


Salmon  Fishery  Aot  (1861)  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1036 
Supply  —  Woods,  Forests,  4n»  [179]  706  ;— 

Offloe  of  Works,  dm.  946 
Union    Chargeabilitv,  Comm.    Adj.    mored. 
^[179]  173 
UDion  of  BeneBoes  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

f  177]  1460;  [178]  1039 


LtctxuoKi  LoTd 
Canada— DefmoMoP-OeloBel  UnM  Report. 

[177]  433 
derioal  SnbeoriptiOD,  Oeim.  [179]  969  s  el.  4« 

974 
EduoatioD,  National,  [177]  1784 
Episcopate,  Inerease  ofthe,  [i8o]696,  701 
Public  Schools,  3R.  [178]  664, 749 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  3R.  [180]  534 

Ltttov,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  E.  6.  Bulwer, 
Herifwrdihire 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1343 

Ltybdek,  Lord 
British  Kaffraria,  3R.  [177]  1633 
Canada — Defences  o^ColonelJervois'  Rsport» 


[177]  416.  434,  440 
<Monii ' 


Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensiotts),  9R. 
[i8o]967 

East  India  (Governor  Genend's  Powors), 
Comm.  [178]  870,  873 

Edmonds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 
Res.  [179]  33 

India— Ofltoers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [i  79]  374 

Publio  Schools,  Nomination  of  Comnu  [178] 
1458 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  3R.  [tSo]  819 

Union  ChargeabiUty,  Comm.  [180]  350 

MagEyot,  Mr.  E.,  Mealk  Oo. 

Ireland  —  Medical   Oflleers  In   Uniou,  Res. 

[177]  1516 
Lunatics  in  Gaols  (Irriand),  [179]  591 

MAcxmrov,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Sye 
Courts  of  ConcUiAtioa,  [1 78]  489 

McMahov,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford  Co, 

Bel&st— RioUat,[i77]375;  Res.  [180]  161 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 


[17811517 
Inland  Rei 


»venue,  Comm.  el,  16,  [180]  305 
Ireland— The  Brehon  Laws,  [177]  748 ;— State 

of,  Res.  785 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  603 
Law  of  Evidence,  3R.  [177I 943 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Aot  Continnanee, 

Leave,  [180]  331 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  690 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  743 
Sea  Fisheries,  [177]  748 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Irehmd),  9R.  [178I 467 
Supply— Rates  for  Government  Property,  [i  79] 

601,  604 ;— Board  of  Trade,  610 ;— Printing 

and    Stationery,    1146 ;  —  County   Court^ 

1149;— Uw  Chargee,Ac.  rirelaadX  1150; 

—ConsUbulary  (Ireland),  1151 
Tenure  and  ImprovelMtit  of  Land  (InlMid), 

[180]  757 

Maouibx,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Lungarvan 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  67,  71 
Army  Estimates  — Military  Education,  [178] 

357,  350, 861 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  404, 408 ;  Res.  [180] 
164 

leeni. 


MAG       UAL 


(SESSION,   1865) 
177-^  178  —  179— 180. 


HAL       MA& 


Hasuibs,  Mr.  J.  T.-^emim 
BraxU  and  Uragnaj,  [177]  188,  658;— -The 

RiTor  Plate,  1871 
Consolidated  Fond  (AppfopriMien),  8Et.[i8o] 

885 
Chreenwieh  Union — Oaies  of  Mary  Moriarty 

and  others,  [i  77]  596 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1152 
Ireland— Court    of   Admiralty,    [177]  83  ;— . 

RemoTal  of  Paupers,  83;— State  of.  Res. 

727,  728 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moTed  for,  [178]  570,  619,  628 
Navy  Estimates— New  Works,  Ao.  [179]  931 
Navy— Mr.  Clare's  Patents,  [177]  449 
Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  745,  760,  766 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  323 ;  2R.  Amendt.  509 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

Conmi.  [178]  956  ;  [180!  754 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177] 1908 


Hauvb,  Mr.  R.,  WalUn^ord 

Army— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

653 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 

[178]  988 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  626 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R.[i79] 

857;  Consid.  el.  20,  [180]  847 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  526 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  190, 

193  ;  2R.  297 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  496  ;  Lords  Amendts.  [179]  1185 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [i  78]  43 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  cL  2,  [180]  318 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  780 
Halt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  277 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1296 
Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

1172 
Record   of  Title  (Ireland),    2R.  [179]  854; 

Comm.  1183 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  223 


Malmesbubt,  Earl  of 
Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  111,1157 
Army— Barracks  (Ireland),  [177]  1462 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

696 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  432 
%  Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180]  1037 
DocknUl,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

188,  193 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  256 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  moved,  [180]  109 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Coiam, 

el,B,  [j  80]  115 
Public  Schools,  [178]  746 
Ryan,  Mary^-Case  of,  [177]  1651 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  Amendment,  Coram.  [180] 

857;  (^14,  Amendt.  858 
Union  OhargeabUity,  2R.  [180]  33 


Malt — JReioluiion 

177]  Moved,  '*  That  in  My  fatore  remission  of  In- 
direct Taxation,  this  House  should  take  into 
consideration  the  Duty  on  Malt,  with  a 
view  to  its  early  reduction  and  ultimate 
repeal  "  {Sir  FitzKoy  KeUy)  Mar  7, 1223 

•  Amendt.   to  leave  out   from    '*That,"  and 

add  "considering  tiie  inununities  from 
taxation  now  enjoyed  by  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land,  they  are  not  entitled  to 
any  special  consideration  on  account  of  the 
pecuniary  pressure  of  the  Malt  Tax,  dec." 
{Mr.  Neate),  1252;  (Question,  "That  the 
words,"  4c.;"  after  long  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

•  Original  Question  again  proposed  ;  Whereupon 

previous  Question,  "That  that  Question 
be  now  put"  {Mr,  Hardeasile);  A.  171, 
N.  251 :  M.  80 ;  Division  List,  1298 

Halt  Bnty  Bill 

( The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequier) 
e.  Read  lo  •  May  19  [Bill  160] 

Read  2'' • /tiit«  1 

Order  for  Committee  read  June  15 
Moved, "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair "  {Mr,  Chancellar  of  the  Emehequer), 
[180]  264 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to 
Committee ;  Report  June  15,  278 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 
Read  3°  */une  20 
I  Read  l^*  {The  Lord Preeident)  June  20 
Read  2»  •  June  22  (No.  181) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  23 
Read  3**  Jm/}^  26 
Royal  Assent  June  20     [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  66] 

MM  for  Cattle 
Question,  Mr.  Fenwick;  Answer,  Mr.   Hutt 
i^^  17,  [177]  821 

Maknebs,   Bight  Hon.   Lord  J.  J.   li., 

Zeteeitershire,  N, 
Business,  Public,  [178]  1204 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  94 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  180 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1146 
Ireland — State  of.  Res.  [177]  827 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [179]  1260, 1273 
Union  Ohargeability,  2R.  (i  78]  293 ;  Comm. 

[179]  172,  346 


If ffrinn  Mutiny  Bill 

{Mr,I)odson,Lord  Clarence  Paget,  Mr,  Childeri) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1®*  Mar  10 
Read  2^  •  Mar  20 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Motr  27 
Bead  3"  •ifar  28 

1.  Read  1**  (The  Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  80 
Read2«*  Mar  31 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  3 

ReadS»*i4pri/4 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Vict.  0.  12] 

Mablbobough,  Duke  of 

District  Church  Tithes,  2R.  [178]  1074 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [179]  720 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  485 


MAE 


MAS    (OBNERAL    INDEX)     MAS 

477  —  178  — 179  — 180. 


MET 


Marriage  drtificaUi,  Stamp  Duttei  an      I 

Qnestion,  Sir  James  Fergoaion ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer  Jfay  15,  [i  79] 
998 

Marriaae  Law,  The 
(Question,    Sir  Golman    O'Loghlon ;    Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  Feb  20,  [1 77]  447 

KarriageB  (Lambonnie)  Bill  [h j..] 

( The  Bishop  of  Oxford) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1^*  May  4  (No.  88) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  May  9,  [i  78]  1 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  Amendt.  proposed ; 
New  Clause  ( The  Bishop  of  Oxford)  May  12, 
[i  79]  188 ;  after  debate,  Amendt.  negatived ; 
bill  reported  May  12 

Read  8*  *  Jfay  16 
c.  Read  1* •  June  23  [Bill  287] 

Read2«*/ttfM26 

Committee*;  Report /UM 27 

Read  8®  *  Jwte  28 

Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  A  29  Viet.  0.  81] 

Married  Women's  Properly  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Longfield,  Sir  C.  &Log1den,  Mr.  Leader) 

c.  Ordend ;  read  1»  •  Mar  8  [BiU  60] 

Read  2<' •  ifor  22 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  28 
Considered*  Mar  29 
Reads"*  Jfar 30 

I.  Read  l^^(The Earl ofBeUnore)  Mar  31 
Read2»*Jfay4  (No.  83) 

Committee  *  Jtfay  16  ;  Report  *  ifoy  16 
Read  3*  *  May  18  (No.  70) 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  0.  43] 

Mab8h,  Mr.  M.  K.,  SaUihury 

Armj — Case  of  Lieut.-CoIonel  Dawklns,  Ad- 
dress moTed,  [i  79]  880 
British  Kafflraria,  Comm.  [177]  1097 
Colonial  GoTemors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1617,  1619 
Colonial  Naral  Defence,  Comm.  [177]  1828 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [179]  906 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  614 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1137 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1600 
Private  Bills,   Standing  Order   No.  7,  [177] 

111 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Scotland).  [179]  1308 ; 

—Flax  CultivaUon  (Ireland),  1809 ;— MalU 

and  Alexandria  Telegraph,  1311 

Mabtih,  Mr.  P.  Wykehanii  Rochester 
Locomotives  on  Roads,   Comm.  cl.  1,  [178] 

1062;  el  4,  1007 
Navy  Estimates — Scientific  Departments,  [178] 
732 ;— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  949 

Master  and  Servant 
Select  Committee  appointed  ''to  inqaire  into 
the  state  of  the  Law  as  regards  Contracts 
of  Service  between  Master  and  Servant,  and 
as  to  the  expediency  of  amending  the  same" 
{Mr.  Cd66eU)4prii7,[i78]066 

[cetU. 


Master  and  Servant—eoni, 

And,  on  May  19,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Cobbett(  Chairman),  Lord  Elcho, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Sir  James  Fergvsson, 
Mr.  DalgUsh,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy,  Mr. 
Edmnnd  Potter,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  William 
Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Hennessy,  Mr.  Roe- 
buck, Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Jackson,  1^.  Algernon 
Egerton,  Kr.  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  Clive, 
and  Mr.  Cox 

Report /mm  U-^PaH.  P.  No.  370) 

Master  Manu/aetwen  —  Rental  tm  Ma- 
ehinery 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Clifton  ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Milaer  Gibson  June  20,  [iSo]  640 

MaaterB  and  OperatiYes  BiU 

(Lord  St.  Leonards) 
/.  Presented ;  read  1>  •  May  8  (No.  92) 

Mauritius,  The — Contributumfor  Miiitarjf 

Defence 
Question,  Mr.  Lyall  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell 
Jtfar  16,  [177]  1742 

Mayne,    Sir  Richard,    and   the    Bamet 

Magistrates 
Observations,    Mr.    Adderley ;     Reply,    Sir 
George  Grey  April  3,  [i  78]  719 

MsLTiLLE,  Viscount 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  870 

Merchant  Shipping  Disputes  Bill 

{Mr.  Denman,  Mr.  Clay) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  I''  Mar  24,  [178]  268  [Bill  90] 
Moved,    "That  the   Bill  be    now  read    2«" 

( Hr.  Denman)  June  21,  [180]  699 ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Metalliferons  Mines,  1865,  Bill 

{Lord  JSxnnaird) 

1.  Presented  ;  read  1»  Mar  30,  [178]  479 

After  debate.  Order  for  the  second  reading  read 
and  discharged;  Bill  withdrawn  May  22, 
[179]  621  (No.  49) 

MetaUiferons  Mines  (No.  2)  BiU  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  of  Rosse) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  June  16  (No.  163) 

MetropoUe 

Casual  Poor,  Question,  The  Marquess  Town^ 
hend;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  Mcar  21, 
[178]  3 

Destiiute  Poor,  Motion  for  Returns  {Lord 
Houghton)  Feb  9,  [177]  96 

Dwellings,  Destruction  of,  by  Railways,  fe.. 
Amendment  of  Standing  Order  No.  191 
moved  {The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  Mar  31, 
[178]  643  ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Eyde  Park,  Gardens  in.  Question,  Mr.  Black- 
bum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  F.  Cowper  Mar  17> 
[177]  1830 

Leicester  Square,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Cowper  Mar  9,  [177]  1368 

leant. 


MBT 


MET        (SBSSION,    1865) 

177  —  178  —  179  —  iRo. 


MET 


MID 


Metropolis — cont. 

London,  Fires  in,   Qaestion,  Mr.   Hatakey; 

Answer,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  J/ar  21.  [178]  7 
Main  Drainage,  Question,  Viscount  Enfleld ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Titc  Feb  13,  [177]  205 
Metropolitan  Paving,  jre.,  Moved,  To  appoint 

a  Commission,  &o.  {Sir   William  Fnuer) 

June  13,  [180]   132 ;  after  debate,  Motion 

withdrawn 
Newington  Green  andBomsey  Road,  Question, 

Mr.  Hanburj;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  Baring ifayl, 

[17811239 
Night tUfuges,  Question,  Mr.  Banbury;  An- 
swer, Mr.   0.    P.   Viliiers  Mar  30,  [177] 

1920 
Ownerless  Dogs,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson-Damer; 

Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  16,  [180]  305 
Park  Lane,  Question,  Mr.  Scully;   Answer, 

Mr.  Cowper  J^pri^T,  [i78]889 
Parochial  Medical  Reliefs  Question,  Sir  John 

Shelley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Viliiers  MarZl, 


Metropolitan  Honseless  Poor  Bill 

(Mr,  C.  P.  YiUiers,  VisemnX  Et^ld) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l«  •  Mar  20  [BUI  83] 

178]  Moved,  «Thai  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«" 
{Mr.  C,  P,  ViUiers)  Mar  30,  533 ;    after 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Read  2°  Moor  30 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Afril  5,  756 
.  Considered  as  amended  April  6,  859 

Read  3**  •  April  24  [BiU  1 62] 

I.  Read  !••  (Earl  De  Grey)  April  27  (No.  70) 
170!  Read  2*  after  short  debate  May  12, 192 
.  Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resoWe  itself 
into  a  Committee  Map  16, 378  ;  after  debate, 
Motion  affreed  to ;  BiU  oonsidered  in  Oom- 
mittee  May  16 
Report  *  May  18 
Read3**i/ay  19 
Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  FScf.  0.  34] 


[178]  568 


Police  Rate,  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Cox;  Reply, 
Sir  George  Grey  ifar  17,  [177]  1900 

Regent's  Park — Bridge  over  Vie  Canal,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Haryey  Jjowis ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cowper  Feb  23,  [i  77]  600 

St,  Jame^  Park,  Question,  Sir  WilUam  Era- 
ser ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  9,  [i  79] 
1347 

Sewage  {Metropolis'),  Question,  Mr.  Blake ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Tite  Mar  10,  [177]  1479;— 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  Observations, 
The  Earl  of  Longford  Feb  24,  636 ;  debate 
thereon ;  Explanation,  The  Earl  of  Essex 
Feb  27,  735 

Thames  Embankment,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Caye; 
Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  22,  [180] 
633 

Upper  Street,  Islington,  State  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Cox;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  12, 
[199]  288 

Wellington's,  Duke  of.  Monumental  St,  Paulas, 
Question,  Sir  M.  Farquhar;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cowper  Mar  23.  [178]  80 

Westminster  Bridge,  Question,  Mr.  Locke  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  Feb  18,  [177]  208 

See  Commons  and  Open  Spaces 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  JEssex  Beclamatton 
BUI  (by  Order) 

177]  €.  MoTed,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«'' 
{Sir  WiUiam  RusaeU)  Feb  28,  832 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  weeks  "  {Mr,  Crawford) ;  Ques- 
tion, **That  *now,'  4o. ;"  after  tiebate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

•  Read  2<*,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  ; 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  {Mr,  Ayrton), 
845 
Select  Committee  nominated  March  9  as  fol- 
lows:— The  Judge  Advocate  (Chairman), 
[added  March  13],  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Knight, 
Mr.  Brady,  Mr.  Tavemer  John  MiUer,  Mr. 
Clay,  Mr.  Paget,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth,  Colonel 
Smyth,  and  Mr.  Charles  Turner 

178]  Considered  as  amended  ;  further  considera- 
tion deferred  April  7,  881 
.  BUI  further  oonsidered  ;  Read  3«  April  25, 1000 

179]  /.  Read  3*  after  short  debate  June  1, 1115  ; 
BiU  passed,  and  sent  to  tha  Commons 

YOL.  CLXXX.      [XBIBD  SSBIES.] 


Metropolitan  Main  Drainage  [^Guarantee 
of  Repayment  of  Money]  BUI 

e,  Oonsidered  in  Committee  Mar  13,  [177]  1644 
Report  Mar  14 


MetropoUtan  Kain  Drainage  Eztensioii 

Bill   {Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chaneellar  <^  the 
Exchequer,  Mr,  Peel) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  Mar  14  [BiU  78] 

Read2<'*  MarU 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  16 

Read3o*l£ar  17 
I.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Stanley  ofAlderley)  Mar  20 

Read2**Jlfayl  (No.  40) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  2 

Read8**ifay4 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Viet.o,  19] 


MetropoUtan  Toll  Bridges  Bill 

{Mr,  Aid,  Salomons,  Mir,  Loeke,  Mr.  Jackson) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  1  [BUI  47] 

Moved,  *<  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  9«"  {Mr, 
Alderman  Salomons)  April  26,  [178]  1058 

Read  2^  after  debate,  and  oonunitted  to  a 
Select  Committee  ilprt/ 26 

Instruction, "  to  inquire  into  the  existing  Tolls 
on  Roads  and  Bridges  within  the  Metropolis, 
and  the  best  means  of  abolishing  them  "  (ifr. 
AyrUm) 

And,  on  May  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  Baldwin  Leiffh« 
ton,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Charles  Turner,  Sir 
John  Shelley,  Mr.  LiddeU,  Mr.  Locke  King, 
Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Adam,  Sir  WUliam  JoUiffe, 
Mr.  Cowper,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr. 
Hanbury,  and  Mr.  Tito;  May  12,  Mr. 
Leader  added 

Special  Report  June  19— (Pari.  P.  No.  380) 


Middlesex  Indttstrial  Schools  BUI 
c.  Order  [1 1th  May]  that  the  Report  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Middlesex  Industrial 
Schools  BUI  do  Ue  upon  the  Table  read 


MID 


MIL 


(GENERAL    INDEX)     IHL 
«77  —  »78  — 179  —  180. 


HIT 


Middlesex  InduHrial  SchooU  ^i//— cont. 

Moved,  **  That  the  'said  order  he  discharged  " 

iMr,  DoulUm)  ;  Qaesiion  Degatired  May  29, 
179I  975  ;  after  debate,  Bill  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Mar  30,  [178]  486 

Moved,  "That  the  Middlesex  Indastrial 
Schools  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Committee, 
be  taken  into  Consideration  To-morrow"  (Mr. 
Bennetsy) ;  aflor  short  debate.  Motion  with-< 
drawn  June  8,  1263 

And,  on  April  3,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Sir  William  JoUiffe  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Barinff,  Mr.  Cave,  Visconnt  Enfield,  Mr. 
Greenwood,  Lord  Edward  Howard^  Sir  Wil- 
liam Miles,  Mr.  Salt,  Sir  John  Trollope,  and 
Whitbread 

Miles,  Sir  W.,  SomerseUhire,  JE. 

Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Laave,  [177]  1029 


Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1200 

i,  d, 
1063  ;  cl  4,  1067 


Locomotives  on  Roads,    Comm.  a.  2,  [178] 


Navjr  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1200 
Police  Saperannnation,  Comm.  add,  eL  [178] 

1072 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  2R.  [178]  336;  Comm. 

[179]  128,  171,  353;  d.  2,601 


Ballots  SiupeiudoiL  Bill 

( The  Marquesi  of  HariingUm^  Mr.  Peel) 

e»  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  May  26 

Read2«*/tm0  1 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  2 

Read  3°  *  June  8 
L  Read  l^*  (Earl  De  Qrey)  June  12 

Read  2*  •  Jtme  18 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Read3»*  June  16 

Rojal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  c.  46] 

MiUtia  Pay  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  The  Judge 

Advocate) 

c.  Ordered*  ifor  21 

Presented  ;  read  !<>*  May  26 

Read  2°  •  June  I 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Read  3**  •  June  8 
L  Read  1»*  cEarl  De  Qrey)  June  12 

Read2**  Jtin«13 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  15 

Read  3*  •/«>!«  16 

Royal  Assent  Juna  19  [28  VicL  c.  47] 

MiUtup'^Beviews  of  the 
Question,  Lord  Burghley ;   Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  June  20,  [180]  538 
Tlie  3rd  Middleiex^  Question,  Mr.  Denman ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  8, 
178]  1598 

Miller,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Colchester 

India — Kirwee  Priie  Money,  [177]  288 
Piccadilly  and  Park    Lane   New    Road,  2R. 

[177]  594 
Reformatory  Children,  Exhibition  of,    [178] 

1001 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Return 

iDoredfor,[i79]  210 


MiLLEB,  Mr.  W.y  Leith 
Indian  Medal,  Th6,  [179]  302,  563 


Mills,  Mr.  A.,  Taunton 
Azcem'Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Comm. 


[170]  95 
ritisn 


British  KaAmria,   [177]  237;    Comm.  1093, 

1098  ;  d. 17, 1099 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Peoslons),  3R. 

[179]  1030 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),OomBL 

[178]  499 
Easter  Recess,  The,  [1 78]  202 
India — Transport  of  Troops  to,  [179]  116 ;— 

Civil  Service   Examinations,  Papers  moved 

for,  393,  420  ;— The  Budget,  [180]  260 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  289,  290, 1481, 

1747 ;— Affkirs  of,  [1 79]  879 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved, 

[c  78]  221 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  98 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  670 
Private  Bills — Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

442 
Workhouse  Nurses,  [178]  1533 


Mills,    Mr.    J.     EsMnroxoy,     Wyeowh 
( Chepping) 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  2R. 

Amendt.  [180]  610 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  838 
Supply — Nonconforming,  d;c.  Ministers,  [179] 
1300 


Mines,  Condition  of 

Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  May  8,  [178]  1599 

Regulation  Act,  Select  Committee  appointed 
"  To  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Aet 
for  the  regulation  and  inspection  of  Mines, 
and  into  the  complaints  contained  in  Peti- 
tions from  Miners  in  Great  Britain  with 
reference  thereto,  which  have  been  presented 
to  the  House  during  the  present  Session 
{Mi\  Ayrton)  May  9,  [179]  72 
And,  on  May  29,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Mr.  Liddell, 
Mr.  Noato,  Mr.  Grcenall,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Arthur  Mills,  Mr.  Kinnaird,  Mr.  Fnocii 
Sharp  Powell,  Mr.  Jackson,  Colonel  Danne, 
Mr.  Clive,  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  Hussey  Vivian, 
Lord  Robert  Cecil,  and  Mr.  Bruce 
Report  Juna  22'^{Parl.  P.  No.  398) 

Report  upon.  Question,  Lord  Kinnaird  ;  An* 
swer,  Lord  Vivian  May  16,  [179]  387 


Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridport 
Singapore— Transfer  of,  [179]  389 


MiTFORD,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Midhurst 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway.  2R.  [177]  1655 
Poor  Law,  [177]  1116 
Prisons,  Comm.  el.  19,  [179]  1329 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [179]  1274 
Union  Chargeability,  8R.  [179]  800 


MOF 


MON        {SESSION,    1865} 

177  —  178  —  179  —  i8oi 


MON 


MOR 


KovFATT,  Mr.  G,,  ITonitan 
Bankruptcy  Act,  Select  Committee  moved  for, 

[177]  120 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  Ret.  [179]  430, 1109 
Ordnance  Survey,  CItU  Ajsistants  on  the,  [179] 

2U 
Ways  and  Means,  Gomm.  Ret.— Tea,  Amendt. 

[178]  1471, 1477, 1480 

Monastic  and  Conventual  JSstahlishments 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  3, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "a  Se- 
lect Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence,  character,  and  increase  of 
Monastic  or  Conventual  Societies  or  Estab- 
lishments in  Great  Britain"  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  [177]  1045;  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  &c. ;"  after  long  debate,  A.  106, 
N.  79 ;  M.  27 ;  Division  List,  Ayea  and 
Noes,  1086 

MoNCBEiFF,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Bee  Adtooatb* 
The  LoED 

MoNSELL,  Right  Hon.  W.,  Limerick  Co: 
Army    Estimates  —  Clothing    Establishments, 

[177]  1874 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1934 
Ireland  —  Stale  of.  Res.  [177]  702 :— Railway 

System,  [178]  673;    Address  moved,  896, 

925  ;  [180]  927 ;— Titles  to  Land,  888 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moTcd  for,  [178]  616,  617 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1181 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [  1 78J  24 ;    2R. 

[179]  451 ;  Comm.  612,  618,  620,  742,  1036, 

1097;  3R.  [180]  325 
.    St.  John,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [179]  788 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1251,  1258 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [iSol  245 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  564,  565 

MoHTAOu,  Lord  B.,  Huntingdonshire 
Army  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [178] 

140 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  2R. 

Amendt.  [177]  490 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 

2R.  Amendt.  [180]  287 
Metropolis  Sewage   and  Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  841 
Navy — Accounts,  Ao,  [177]  501  ; — Dockyard 

Superintendents,  Res.  [180]  390,  400 
PoIlce^Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  1102  ; — 

at  Public  Buildings,  [180]  131 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [179]  1101 
Public  Accounts,  Committee  of,  [177]  320 
River  Waters  Protection,  Leave,  [177]  127; 

2R.  1300, 1333,  1357 
Sewage  Utilization,  Leave,  [177]   127;    2R. 

1360 
Stonor,  Mr.,  Appointment  of,  [178I  563,  567 
Snpply — Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1142, 

1145, 1146 ;— Probate  Court,  1147 


MoKToouEBT,  Sir  G.  Q.,  Peehleshire 
Volunteer  Sergeant  Instruoton,  AUowanoes  to. 
[I78]8« 


MoNTBOsEy  Duke  of 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolrency  (Ireland),  2R.  [177] 

1222 
Business,  Pablio  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

695  • 

Edmunds,  Leonard  —  Resignation  of»  Comm. 

moved  for,  [17  7]  1217 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  486 


MooB,  Mr.  H.,  Brighton 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[i  79]  1024 ;    Comm.  cL  12,  Amendt.  [180] 

667 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  el,  5,  [179]  1317 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178J    1286; 

Comm.  ch   1,   Amendt.  [179]  526;    d,   2, 

Amendt.  528 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.cl.  5,  [178]  1071 
Supply  —  Malta   and  Alexandria    Telegraph, 

[179]  1311.  1812 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  137 

MooBE,  Mr.  C,  7Sppera/ry 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (IreUmd),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  597 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  757 
Universitv  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  586 

MooBE,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Lincoln 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  604 

Morocco^  Jewe  in 
Question,  Mr.  IL  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  Apnl  27,  [178]  1082 

MoBBiTT,  Mr.  W.  J.  S.,  Yorkshire f  N.R. 
Army — Sentences  of  Courts  Martial,  [177] 

1042 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1269 

Mortality  among  Children  in  Norfolk 
Question,  Mr.  Brady;    Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Mar  31,  [178]  562;    Question,  Mr. 
Bentinck ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  April 
24,  958 

Mortgage  Debentures  Bill 

(Lord  Naas,  Colonel  OreviUe) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  Feb  8  [Bill  1] 

Read  2*,  after  long  debate,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Feb  15,  [177]  262 

And,  on  Feb  17,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— The  Judge  Advocate  (Chairman), 
Lord  Naas,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr. 
Scully,  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr. 
George  Grenfell  Glyn,  Sir  James  Elphin- 
stone,  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Sir  Colman  O'Logh- 
len,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Wentworth  Beaumont^ 
and  Mr.  Peel ;  Feb  20,  Mr.  Hunt  added ; 
Feb  21,  Mr.  Longfleld  and  Mr.  Pollard- 
Urquhart  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  Mar  14 

Considered  in  Committee  (on  r^eomfii.)— B.P.' 
Mar  28,  Ti  78]  455  [BUls  72  ds  119] 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered*  May  8 

Read  d«  •  Mof  15  (BUt  %<A\ 


MOE       MUT       (aBNBRAL 

177  —  »7«  — 
Mortgoffe  D^erUurei  BiU-^^MA. 

Read  2*  after  debate  May  38,  [179]  719 

(No«  107) 
Committee  * ;  Reportr/un^  13  • 

Referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee  and  nomimited 
June  10  aa  follows:— Ld.  ClumoeUor,  D.  Marl- 
borough, M.  Saliibnrj,  M.  Bath,  E.  Malmes- 
bary,  V.  Htttcbinion,  L.  Boyle,  L.  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  L.  Cranworth,  L.  St.  Leonarda, 
L.  Chelmsford  ;  June  16,  E.  Belmore,  £. 
Grey,  L.  Redesdale  added 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  June  10 
Report  June  23  (Noi.  173  A  174) 

Read  3^  •  June  33  (No.  306) 

Royal  Asaent  June  30    [38  A  30  Viet.  0. 78] 

Mori§a§€  JkhmUmu  \8tampe\ 
OontSdeied*  April  35;  Reported*  April  36, 
["78] 

HowBiuT,  Bt.  Hon.  J.  B.,  Durham  City 
Court  of  Refereet  on  Pri?ate  Billa-^Staodiag 

Order  88,  [i8e1  873,  878 
Mutiny,  Comm.  ei.  6,  [178]  866 
qnBliflfflittoii  At  OiBoea  AboUtioiii  8R.  [178] 

183 

ICrKBTy  Mr.  W.y  DerhyMre^  8. 

Bishope  Trusts  Substitution  Aet,  [180]  444 
Prisons,    Comm.   el  43,  [179I   1380,  1331 ; 

833,1334, 


Be>ednle  1,  Amendt.  1333, 


1333 


Xnnicipal  Corporati0n8   (Irolaiid)  Act 
Anondiiioiit  BiU 

(Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  MeMahm) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  Mar  7,  [177]  1301  [Bill  341 
Moved,  ••  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«  "  {3fr. 
Blake)  Jme%l^  [180]  307;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

HuBFHT,  Hr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 
Navy  Ettimatea— New  Worlis,  kc.  [179]  041 
Reeord   of  Title  (Ireland),  3R.  [179]  835; 
Comra<  1183 

MuBBAT,  Mr.  W.,  Neweastle'Under-Lyme 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  [178]  058 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

d.  1,  [180]  681 ;  eii  14,  683 ;  Consid.  cl.  20, 

Amendt.  847 
,   Partnership  Amendment,   Comm.  d.  1,  [179] 

526 
Registrarship  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 

Leeds,  [179]  303 

Mutiny  BiU   {Mr.  Dodecn,  The  Marqueet  of 
HariinffUn,  The  Lord  Advocate) 

t.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Mar  17 

Read2»»lfar20 

Committee ;  Report  Mar  27,  [178]  363 

Considered  *  Mar  28 

Read  3°  *  Afar  20 
I.  Read  1«  •  [Earl  De  Grey)  Ihr  30 

Read  3«*  ifar  31 

Committee*;  Report  4prt^  8 

Read  3*»  April  4 

Royal  Asaent  April  7  [38  7i4^.  0. 1 1] 


I  N  D  B  Z  {         NAA       KAY 

179  —  180* 

Naab,  Bight  Hon.  Lord,  CoeUmwM 
kntxf  Estim>t<ie    Works,  Buildings,  Ac  [178] 

355 
Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)*  3R.  [180] 

834 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment, 

Comm.  Preamble,  [179]  084,  085;   ci.  3, 

087  ;  d.  4,  000 :  el.  8,  001, 003  ;  d.  0,  004 ; 

Consid.  add.  el.  [180]  105  ;  d  3. 106 
Ireland— Arterial  Drainage,  [177]  84:— MiU- 

tary  occupation  of  the  Curragh,  [178]  1566, 

1568 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of.  (3omm. 

moTodfor,  [t78]636 
Mortgage  Debentures,  311.  [177]  363 
Railway  Debentures,^.  Registry,  3R.[i8o]848 
Sheen,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  466 
Supply^Bermudas,  [179]  1280 
Tenure  and  ImproTcment  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  756 
Union     OiBoers    (Ireland)     Snpenannatioii 

Comm.  el.  1,  [178]  366 

National  Gallery  (Bablin)  BiU 

(iff.  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  White) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  /im«8  (BiU  308] 

Read3<'*/iin<;13 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  10 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  30 

Read3<»*/ime21 
L  Read  l^*  (The  J^ord Steward)  June  33 

Read  3*  •  June  33  (No.  106) 

Committee*;  Report .^m 36 

Read  3*  *  June  37 

Royal  Assent /imf  30    [38  d(  30  Ft«l.  0.  71] 

mtianal  OaOery  —  Mr.  FritVe  *' Derby 
Day'' 
Question,  Hr.  Gregory  ;    Answtr,  Mr.  T.  O, 
Baring  ifoyl,  [1 78]  1338 

IMural  Sietory,  New  Mue&um  of 
(Question,  Mr.  Doulton ;   Answer,  The  Chaa- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  36,  [179]  876 

BaTal  and  Varine  Pay  and  Penaionfl  BiU 

(Lord  Clarence  Paget,  Mr.  ChUdere) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  80  [Bill  183] 

Read  3«  •  June  1 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 

Report*  June  13 

Considered  as  amended*  Jwne  15   [Bill  100] 

Read3<'*/un<;16 
{.  Read  1*  *  ( 7^<;  J>vke  of  Somereet)  June  10 

Read  3*  *  June  28  (No.  177) 

Committee*:  Report /une 26 

Read  3*'  *  June  27 

Royal  Assent  Jfffie  30    [38  A  30  Ftc<.  0. 73] 

Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment  BiU 

[H.L.]     ( The  Duke  of  Somerwet) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1«*  June  23         (No.  314) 

Read3'*/tm«36 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  37 

Read3**/tme30 
c.  Read  1«  *  June  30  [BUI  364] 

Read2^*Jtt/y3 

Committee*;  Report  Jm^ 8 

Read3«*/tt/y  4 

Roynl  Assent  July  5    [28  A  20  Viet.0.  1 15] 


NAT 
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Navt 

AceamOi,  ire,  QiMition,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
taffQ  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Feb  21,  [177]  501 

^AcMlki;*  The,  Qoettion,  Mr.  H.  Baillie; 
Answer,  Lord  CUrenee  Paseft  April  27. 
[178]  1081 

AdwiraUy,  Board  of,  Obserrations,  Sir  Morion 
Peto;  Replj,  Lord  Clarenoe  Paget;  long 
debate  thereon  April  3,  [178]  678 

Armaments  of  Shipt,  Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of 
Sapply  Mar  2,  To  leave  out  from  "  That," 
and  add  '*  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  Her  Majesty's  Ships  are 
at  present  armed  in  a*  manner  suited  to 
the  necessities  and  requirements  of  modem 
warfare"  (Mr.  Henry  Baillie),  [177]  962; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  long 
debate.  A.  57,  N.  22  ;  M.  85 

Armour-PlaUd  Ships  in  the  Channel  Fleet, 
Question,  Sir  James  Elphinstone;  Answer, 
Lord  Clarence  Paget  Feb  10,  [177]  140 

Assistant  Surgeons,  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
June  23,  [180]  732 

"  Bellerophon,"  The,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  May  25,  [179]  789 

Bermuda^  Docks  at.  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington  ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarenoe  Paget 
June  13,  [180]  132 

"Bombay,"  Loss  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Owen 
Stanley ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarenoe  Paget 
June  22,  [180]  629 

Bromley,  Sir  Kichard,  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childen  June  9, 
[179]  1335 

Carriage  of  Treasure,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnrj 
Tracy ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  May  2,  [178! 
1816  "■ 

Chaplain  General  of  the,  Obserrations,  Sir 
Harry  Vemey,  1003 ;  Reply,  Mr.  Chllders 
Ifor  2,  [177]  1017 

CJtaplains  in  the.  Question,  Mr.  Lefroy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  Mar  13,  [177]  1536 

Chaplains*  Quarterly  Report,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury  Tracy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Ifor  30,  [1^8]  488 

Collet^,  Captain,  Cupola,  Question,  Mr.  Damer ; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  14,  [177]  1661 

Corns  Trinity  Pilots,  Question,  Mr.  Clifford  ; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Feb  23,  [177]  600 

Devonport  Dockyard  — Payment  for  Extra 
Time,  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answer, 
Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  16,  [177]  1738 

Dockyard   Aoeommodation,  Question,    Sir   S. 
Northcote ;   Answer,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
.Excheauer  May  8,  [178]  1603 

Dockyard  Accounts,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Seely, 
1010;  Reply  Mr.  Childers  ifar  2,  [177] 
1017 

Dockyard  Expenditure,  Question,  Mr.  Laird ; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  6,  [177]  1119 

Dockyard  Extensions,  Observations,  Sir  Mor- 
ton Peto ;  Reply,  Lord  Clarence  Paget ; 
debate  thereon  ^ay  29,  [179]  1036  —  (See 
Dockyard  Extensions  Bill) 

Dockyard  Superannuation,  Question,  Sir  A. 
BuUer;  Answer,  Lord  0.  Paget  Feb  20, 
[177]  422 

Dockyard  Superintendents,  Question,  Sir  F. 
Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  June  23, 
[180]  751 ;  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 
June  16,  To  leave  out  from"  Tliat,"  and  add 
"  it  is  inexpedient  to  oontinae  the  practice  of 

[eont. 


Nayt— Mill. 

appointing  Naval  Offioen  who  are  not  poe- 
sessed  of  a  technioal  knowledge  of  the  busi- 
ness carried  on  in  Her  Majesty's  Dookyardc 
to  the  offices  of  Superintendents  thereof,  and 
the  practice  of  limiting  their  tenure  of  office 
to   a   period   of  Ave  years"   (Mr.  Seely), 
[180]  369;  Question, "  That  the  words,  Ao.;" 
after  short  debate,  A.  34,  N.   36  ;  M.  2 ; 
after  further  short   debate,  A.  33.  N.  60 ; 
M.  27,  389  —  (See  title   Dockyard  Ports 
Regulation  Bill) 
Dockyards,  Wages  in.  Observations,  Mr.  Fer- 
rand ;   Reply,   Mr.  Childers  Mar  6,  [177] 
1136 
Estimates,   Question,    Sir  John    Pakington; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Feb  27,  [177]  750; 
Question,  Mr.  Corry;  Answer,  Lord  Clarenoe 
Paget -May  18,  [179]  487 
EsTncATBs — see  Supply — Navt  Estimatbs 
**  Oalatea,"  Rumoured  Loss  of  the.  Question, 
Sir  John  Pakington ;  Answer,  Lord  C.Paget 
ifor  2,  [177]  961 
Qreenwich  Bospital,  Question,   Sir   Morton 
Peto  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  20,  [177] 
1923— (PoW.  P.  No.  222H(Me  Oreenwieh 
SospUalBiU) 
Marines,  Reeraitsfor  the, Question,  Mr.  Corry ; 
Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  May  22,  [179] 
641 
Master,  Rank  of.  Question,  Sir  John  Pakington  ; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paset  Mar  31,  [178]  567 
Masters  and   Staff  Commanders,   Question, 
Sir  Lawrence  Palk ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget 
3far  5,  [177]  959 
Masters  in  the  Navy,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Hardwicke  ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Somerset 
May  16,  [179]  384  ;  Question,  Mr.  Corry  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  May  26,  878 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Corry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
June  30,  [180]  983 
yaval    Reserves,   Observations,  Mr.  Oorry; 

Reply,  Lord  C.  Paget  June  28,  [180]  738 
North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  O.  Stanley ;    Answer,   Lord    CU^noe 
Paget  ifor  31,  [178]  563 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  Question,  Mr.  Laird ; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  6,  [177]  1117 
Reserved  List,  Captains  on  the,  Observations, 
Lord    Chelmsford ;    Reply,  The  Duke    of 
Somerset  June  30,  [180]  975 
**Royal  Sovereign,"  Repairs  of  the,  ire.  Ques- 
tion, Sir  James  Elphinstone ;  Answer,  Lord 
C.  Paget  Feb  21,  [177]  501 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Laird  ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  2,  961 
Bayer's   Lifeboat,   Question,  Sir  John  Hay; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  VKgetFeb  24,  [177]  659 
Sheemess  Dockyard,  Question,    Sir    Edward 
Dering ;      Answer,    Lord   Clarenoe    Paget 
June  19,  [180]  469 
Warrant   Officers,    Widows  of,    Amendt.    on 
Committee  of  Supply  May  19,  To  leave  out 
from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  the  cruel  exception 
which  deprives  those  Widows  of  Warrant 
Officers  of  the  Navy  who  became  Widows 
prior  to  1860  of  any  Pension  is  not  approved 
by  this  House  "  (Sir  John  Hay),  [179]  577  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  &c.  f  after  short 
debate,  A.  62,  N.  42;   M.  20;   Question, 
The    Earl    of  Hardwioke ;    Answer,   The 
Duke  of  Somerset  June  30,  [180]  980 
«•  Wreck  Abstract,"  Question,  Mr.  Bentlnok  : 
Answer,  Mr.  M,  Gibwii  Mar  14,  [i  77I 1662 


NAV        NBA 
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Ifavy  and  Army  Expenditure  (1864-5) 

Considered  in  Committee  June  15,  [180]  381; 
Resolations,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  and  The 
Marqueu  of  Hartington,  agreed  to— (see 
Army) 


Navy  and  Marines  (Property  of  Deceased) 

BiU  {Lard  Clarence  Paget,  Mr.  Childert) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Afay  20  [Bill  181] 

Read  2<»  •  June  1 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  1 

Report  •  June  13 

Considered  us  amended  *  June  15  [Bill  189] 

Read  3°  •  June  16  rBill  253] 

I.  Read  1**  (The  Duke  of  Somerset)  June  19 

Read  2»  •  June  23  (No.  176) 

Committee  *  June  26 

Report  •  June  27  (No.  220) 

Read  3** /une  29 

Rojal  Assent  July  5    [28  <fc  29  Viet.  0.  Ill] 


Navy  and  Marines  (Wills)  Bill 

(Lord  Clarence  Paget,  Mr.  Childert) 

C  Ordered ;  read  l^*  May  29  [Bill  180] 

Read2o»/im«l 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 

Report*  June  13 

Read  d<>  •  June  15  [BUI  188] 

;.  Read  1**  ( The  Duke  of  Somerset)  June  16 

Read  2**  June  23  (No.  169) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 

Read3»*/ttn«27 

Royal  Assent  June  29  [28  &  29  Viet.  0.  72] 

Noioreth — Church  at 

Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajard 
Jfor  23,  [178]  79 


Neatb,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 

Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1696 
Army — Case   of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  Ad- 
dress moved,  [179]  880 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1258  ;  add.  cL 

1272;  3R.  [179]  804 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  491 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  I..eaYe,  [177] 

948 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.[i79]  ^^ 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  840 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R.  [180] 

674 
Greenock  Railway,  Re.Comm.  [178]  1199 
Indian    Civil    Service   Examinations,    Papers 

moved  for,  [i  79]  399 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  [178]  1049 
Ireland — Medical  OflScers  in  Unions,  Res.  [177] 

1522 
Lunacy  Law,  [179]  1114 
Malt,  Res.  Ameodt.  [177]  1252, 1298 
Metropolitan  Houseless  roor,  Comm.  add.  el. 

[i  78]  759 
Monastic    and     Conventual     Establishments, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1069 

\eWt« 


NxATK,  Mr.  C— e(m<. 

Navy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

390 
Office  of  Works,  Comm.  moved  for,  [i  78]  15 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuanoe,  2R.  [180]  96, 

102  ;  Comm.  727 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  204 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  220  ;  3R.  [t8oJ  123 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  234 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [i  78]  230 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  332;  Comm. 

[179I 119 
Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1087 


New  Cross  Roade  BtU  {hy  Order) 

€.  Moved,  "  Tha^  the  Bill  be  read  2*"  upon  this  diy 
fortnight"  (Mr.  Angerstein)  Feb2\,  [i;;] 
496 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  fortnight,"  and  insert 
*'  six  months "  {Mr.  Locke)  i  after  debate, 
Question,  «  That  the  word  '  fortnight '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  negatived 
Bill  put  off  for  six  months 


Newdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warunckshire,  K 

Army  Estimates — Manu&cluring  Departments, 

[177]  1994,  1997 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  407,  408 
*Church  Kates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  74 
Clerical  Subscription,  Consid.  [180]  879 
Colonial  Governors  ( Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

c/.  2,  [180]  513 
France — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1755 
Ireland— Circulation  of  Lottery  Tickets,  [179] 

1321 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  650 
Monastic    and     Conventuai     Establishment!, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1045,  1080 ;  £z- 

planation,  1638,  1643 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1297 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  98; 

Comm.  728 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  468 
Pope,  Rumoured  residence  of  the,  in  England, 

[178]  568 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition^  2R.  [177] 

210;  3R.  [178]  184, 186 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [178]  31 ;  Comm. 

Amendt.  [179]  1051,  1085  ;  cl.  I,  [180]  83; 

3R.  328 
Theatres,  Ao.  2R.  Adj.  moved,  [180]  182 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  353 ;  Comm. 

[179]  131 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  574 
Ways  and  Moans,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [i  78]  1483 
Westminster  Palace  Crypt,  [178]  1468 


Newgate,  Treatment  of  Prisoners  tn 

Question,  Mr.  Locke  ;  Answer,  Sir  CreonjO 
Grey  Feb  23,  [177]  599 ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Locke ;  Reply,  Sir  George  Qrej  Mar  2, 1033 


Newington  Green  and  Somsey  Eoad 

Question,    Mr.  Hanbury ;    Answer,  Mr.   T. 
Baring  ifasfl,  [178]  1339 


NEW        NEW 
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NEW 


NOR 


New  Members  Sworn 
Feb  7.    Lord  Oourtenay,  Exeter  (New  Writ 

issued  July  29) 
Lord  Augustus  Henrj  Charles  Hervey, 

Suffolk  CounUj  ( Western  Division) 
William    Da?enport    Bromley,    esq., 

Warwick  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion) 
William    Morris,    esq.,    Carmarihen 

Borough 
Hon.  George  WaldegraTO-Leslie,  Hast- 
ings 
Feb  9.    Hon.  George  Frederick  Boyle,  Bute 

County 
Feb\^,    John  Cheotham,  esq.  Salford 
/V621.    Frederick    Martin    Williams,    esq., 

Tmro 
Feb2i,    Henry  William  Schneider,  esq.,  Lan- 

carter  Borough 
Feb  27.    Nicholas  Daniel  Murphy,  esq.,  Cork 

City 
Mar  6.    Charles    Moore,     esq.,     Tipperary 

County 
Mar  7.    Daniel  O'Donoghue,  esq.,  commonly 

called  The  O'Donoghuo,  Tralee 
Mar  2L  Lord  Charles  Bruce,  Wilts  (Northern 

Division) 
Aprils.  Thomas  Dyke  Aoland  the    younger, 

esq.,  Devon  {Northern  Division) 
'  Aprils,  James  Bourne,  Esq.,  Evesham 
April^iMoTi,  Percy  Egerton  Herbert,  Salop 

(Southern  Division) 
William  Patrick  Adam,  esq.,  Clack' 

mannan  and  Kinross  Shires 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter,  esq.,  Roch- 
dale 
George    Toung,   esq.,    WigUm,  ir<fi 

Burghs 
May  4.    Tristram  Kennedy,  esq.,  Louth 
May  9.    James  Clarke  Lawrence,  esq. ,  Lambeth 
June  22.  Henry  William  Eaton,  esq.,  Coventry 
June  23,  Thomas  Brassey,  esq.,  the  younger, 

Devonport 
June  26,  Sir  Arthur  William  BuUer,  Knight, 

Liskeard 

New  Writs  during  the  ReeesB 
Far  Bastings,  v.  Lord  Harry  Vane,  now  Duke 

of  Cleveland 
For  Carmarthen   Borough,  v.  David  Morris, 

esquire,  deceased 
For  SuflTolk  County  (Western  Division),  v.  Earl 

Jermyn,  now  Marquess  of  Bristol 
For  Warwick   County  (Northern  Division),  v. 

Richard  Spooner,  esquire,  deceased 
For  Bute  County,  v,  David  Mure,  esquire,  one 

of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in 

Scotland 


New  Writs  issued 
Feb  7— For  Tralee,  v.   Right   Hon.   Thomas 

O'Hagan,  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 

Common  Pleas  in  Ireland 
Feb^—For    Cork    City,   v.    Francis  Lyons, 

esquire.  Steward  of  Hempholme 
Feb  7— For  Salford,  v.   Right   Hon.  William 

Nathaniel  Massey,  Member  of  the  Council  of 

India 
Feb  7 —For  Truro,  v.  Montague  Edward  Smith, 

esquire,  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 

Common  Pleas . 


[cotU. 


New  Writs  issued^oont, 

Feb  18— JFVr  Tipperary  County,  v.  The  0*Do- 

noghue,  Chiltern  Hundreds 
Feb  14 — For  Lancaster  Borough,  v.  Samuel 

Gregson,  esquire,  deceased 
Mar  9— For  Wilts  (Northern  Division),  v.  The 

Right  Hon.  Sutton  Sotheron  Estcourt,  Manor 

of  Northstead 
Mar  22  —  For  Devon  (Northern  Division),  v, 

James  Wentworth  Bnller,  esquire,  deoeased 
Mar  BO — For  Louth,  v.  Richard  Montesquieu 

Bellew,  esquire.  Commissioner  of  Poor  Laws 

in  Ireland 
Mar  30 — For  Evesham,  v.  Sir  Oenry  Pollard 

Willoughby,  bart.^  deceased 
April  5-^  For  Salop  (Southern  Division),  v. 

Viscount  Newport,  now  Earl  of  Bradford 
April  7 — For   Rochdale,  v,  Richard   Cobden«. 

esquire,  deceased 
April  7 — For  Wigton  District  of  Burghs,  v. 

Sir  William  Dunbar,  bart.,  Commissioner  of 

Auditing  the  Public  Accounts 
April  7 — For  Clackmannan  and  Kinross  Shires, 

V,  William  Patrick  Adam,  esquire.  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Treasury 
May  i^ — For  Lambeth,  v,  William  Williams, 

esquire,  deceased 
June  16  —  For  Liskeard,  v.  Ralph  Osborne, 

esquire.  Manor  of  Hempholme 
June  15— For  Coventry,  v.  Sir  Joseph  Paxton, 

deoeased 


New  Zealand 

Prize  Money^  Question,  Mr.  Kekewich ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  23, 
[178]  81 

Separaiion  of  Provinces,  Question,  Lord  Robert 
Cecil;  Answer,  Mr.  Card  well  May  30,  [179] 
1104 

Troops  in.  Question,  General  Peel;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  23,  [178] 
82 

War  tn,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  16,  [177]  289;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Arthur  Mills  ;  long  debate  thereon ; 
Reply  of  Mr.  Cardwell  Mar  10,  1481  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  John  Trelawny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card-, 
well  Mar  16, 1742  ;  Question,  Colonel  North; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  April  6,  [178]  785  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Western  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  April  7,  893;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Mills ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  May  26,  [179I 
879 

N0RBI8,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Abingdon 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  845 
Prisons,  Uave,  [177]  219  ;  2R.  1362 


North,  ColonelJ.  S.,  Oxfordshire 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1791, 
1793,  1820;— Pay  and  Allowances,  1822; 
Amendt.  1955, 1971 ; — Disembodied  Militia, 
1979  ;— Enrolled  Pensioners,  1984 ;— Chel- 
sea and  Kilmainham  Hospitals,  [i  78]  854, 

857 
Army — Recruiting,    Commission  moved   for, 
[177]  523;  [178]  372;   [180]  539;— Con- 
tagious   Diseases    Prevention  Act,    C179I 
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North,  Colonel  J.  S.^cotU, 

062; — Rating  of  HonfOt  of  Offloon,  587, 

591,   640,    641 ;  —  Cam  of  Lieut.-Colonel 

Dawkins,  640 
Commons  and  Open  Spaoei,  Comn.  mored  for, 

[177]  506 
InfeciioniPatientain  Workhoumt,  [177]  1583 
MuUoj,  Comm.  d,  6,  [i  78]  365 
New  Zealand— Renewal  of  boBtUities  in,  [178] 

785 
Wajt  and  Means,  Conun.  Ree.— Tea,  [i  78]  1488 

North  and  South  Shields,  Ports  of 
Question,  Sir  Matthew  Ridle/ ;   Answer,  The 
Cbanoellor  of  the  Ezeheqner  July  4,  [180] 
1162 

NoBTHOoTEy  Sir  8.  H.y  Stamford 
Army  Estimatee— Land  Forees,  [177]  1788; 

[178]  853; — Administration  or  the  Annjr, 

965 
Army— The  War  Ofloe,  [177]  1830;  [178] 

202 ;— Employment  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  [180] 

441 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1263 ;  d.  B, 

1268, 1269 
Bristol — Episeopal  rssideooe  at,  [180]  632 
Canada — Defenoes  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

848 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [179]  488 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Poblio  Audit, 

2R.  [180]  298 
Education— School  Grants,  [178]  1465 
Greenwich  Iloflpital,  Comm.  d,  10,  [179]  1320 ; 

Consid.  d,  18,  [i8o]507 
India— The  Lucknovr  oooij,  [178]  1601 
Ireland-— SUte  of.  Res.  [177]  807 
Nary— Dockyard  Accommodation,  [178]  1603 
NaTy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1163 
Prisons,  Comm.  d,  53,  Amendt.  [179]  1331; 

Schedule  1, 1332 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  [179]  1308 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1882 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  Exchequer  Bonds, 

[178]  1709 

Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Cecil;    Answer,  Mr. 
Spesker  Fdt  17,  [177]  322 

O'Bbiek,  Sir  P.,  Sing's  Co. 
Bankruptcy   and    InsolTencv    (Ireland)    Aot 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  409     . 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment, 

Comm.  d,  4,  [179]  990 
Ireland— SUte  of,  Res.  [177]  689 
Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Act  Continnanoe, 

LeaTe,[i8o]821 
Qualifloation  for  OfBces  Abolition,  3R.  [i  78]  183 

O'CovoE  Doy,  Thoi  Boscommon  Co, 

Game  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt.  [179]  372 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  Adj.  moved,  [177]  733 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland^  Law  of,  Oomm. 

moTedfor,  [178I6O6 
Record  of  TiUe  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1182' 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  78]  466 
Supply— Edtteation  (Iralaad),  [179]  1258 


0*DoNooHT7E,  The,  T^^perary  O0. 

Belfast— Riots  at,  Res.  [180]  158 
Church  EsUblisbment  (Ireland),  Res.  [i  78]  392 
Conventual  Establishments,  [177I 1842 
Customs,  Out  Door  Oflleers  of,  Comm.  mored 

for,  [178]  1217 
Supply — Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1259 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland),  2B. 

[178]  755 
University  Education  (IrelandX  Address  moved, 

[180]  541, 590 


Ogilyt,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
538 


O'LooHUv,  Sir  0.,  Clare  Co. 

Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  604,  608 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)   Aet 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [i  78] 

785 
Belfast— RioU  at.  Res.  [180]  145 
Constabulary  Foroe  (Iretand)  Aot  AmendmeBi, 

Comm.  «{.  9,  [179]  992 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiotion,  Comm. 

d.  1,  [180]  681 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiotion  (JadftsT 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  529 
County  Voters    Registration    (Ireland),   2R. 

[178]  266 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  510 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Oomm.  e^.  21,  [179] 

716 ;  Consid.  859 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  d,  22,  [180]  305; 

Preamble,  307 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1717 
Libel,  Leave,  [177]  561 ;  2R.  [179]  785 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  d.8,[t  78]  1070 
Lunatics  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  [179]  503 
Marriage  Law,  [177]  447 
Mutiny,  Comm.  (i55,  [178]  369 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  57 
Sheep  and  Cattle,  2R.  [178]  470 
Supply —Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours, 

[179]  505  ;— New  Record  Buildings,  Dublin, 

595  ;— Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  600  ; — 

Board  of  Trade,  Adj.  moved,  611 ;— Printing 

and  Stationery,  1140 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  758 
Union  Officers  ( Ireland )Superannuation,Comm. 

el.  3,  [178]  208 
Utilization  of  Sewage  and  Land  Reclamation 

(Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  6,  7 


Onslow,  Mr.  0.,  Guildford 
Russia— Epidemio  in,  [178]  889 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)^Seb  dmmons 
and  Open  Spaeee 


Ordnance  Surrey,  Cif>il  Assiftants  on  the 
Observations,    Mr.  Digby    Seymour;    Reply, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartiogton  May  12,  [179] 
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O'Rrillt,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Lanqford  Go, 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  [177] 

88 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1805 ; — 

Pay  and  Allowances,  1957,  1969 
Army  —  Recruiting,   Commission   moved   for, 

[177]  515,  534;— Irish  or  Roman  Catholic 

Recruits,  1739;  [179]  639 
Belfast — Commission  of  Inquiry,  [177]  119; — 

Riots  at,  320,  390  ;  Res.  U80I 140,  148,  164 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [180]  737 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  eL  9,  [179]  993 
Election   Petitions   Act  (1848)  Amendment, 

Comm.  [177]  633 
Forms  of  the  Uouse,  [180]  410 
Ireland — State  of.  Res.  [177]  777;— Poor  Law 

Board,  1661 ;— School   Reports,  [179]  875, 

876  ;— Case  of  Patrick  Donohue,  [180]  467, 

468 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  512 
Supply — Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours, 

[179]  595  ; — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man, 

599 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  571,583 

OsBORKE,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Liskeard 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1440 

OatlawrieB  Bill 

Bill  '*  for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clan- 
destine Outlawries"  read  l^  •  Ftb  7 

Ownerlesi  Dog$ — Metropolis 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson-Damer  ;  Answer,  Sir  O. 
Grey  June  16,  [180]  365 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [179]  971 ;  cl,  1, 

Amendt.  973  ;  cl,  4,  974  ;  Report,  Amendt. 

1047 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  703 
Marriages  (Lambourne),  2R.  [179]  1 ;  Comm. 

add,  el.  188,  189,  191 
Russia— Epidemic  in,  [178]  744,879 

Oxford  University  (Vinerian  Foimdation) 

Bill  {^r.  Attorney  OenercUj  Mr.  ChaneeUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Neate) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l»  •  AprU  7  [Bill  107] 

Read2o«^prt/24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered  *  May  1 

Read3«>*ifay  2 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  175] 
/.  Read  1**  (  The  Earl  of  Derby)  May  4  (No.  79) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  May  IC,  [179]  383 

Committee*  ;  Report  ifay  19        (No.  115) 

Read3**  Afoy  22 

Commons  Reasons  (No.  150) 

Royal  Assent  June  29        [28  &  29  Viet,  0.  55] 

Oyster  Fishery 
Question,  Mr.    Cave;     Answer,    Mr.    Milner 
Gibson  April  3,  [178]  672 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [tkird  sbkiss.] 


Packe,  Colonel  G.  H.,  Zinedhshire,  8.  '• 
Railways,  [177]  237 


Facile,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Zeteestershtre,  8. 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  654 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  97 ; 

Amendt.  100 
Public  0£Bces  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

Adj.  moved,  [177]  1306 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  119,  333; 

Consid.  664 


Paget,  Vice- Admiral  Lord  C.  E.  (Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty),  Sandwich 

Bermuda — Docks  at,  [180]  132 

Colonial  Docks,  Loans,  2R.  [180]  595 

Cowes  Trinity  Pilots,  [177]  600 

Dockyard  Extensions.  2R.  [179]  540;  Comm. 
951  ;  el,  1,  962, 1037 

Greenwich  Hospital.  Leave,  [178]  1012;  2R. 
[]  79]  996, 1006  ;  Comm.  el,  5,  1318  ;  el,  10, 
1319, 1321 ;  cl  11,  1323, 1325 

Ireland— Royal  Dock  in  Cork  Harbour,  [177] 
116 

Naval  Reserve,  [180]  745 

Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  10^1 

Navy — Armour-plated  Ships  in  the  Channel 
Fleet,  [177]  140  ;— Mr.  Clare's  Patents.  449; 
—  Superannuation  in  the  Dockyards,  452  ;— 
Repairs  of  the  **  Royal  Sovereijrn,"  Ac,  601, 
961 ;— Captain  Sayer's  Life  Boat,  659 , — 
Masters  and  Staff  Commanders,  959  ;  [179I 
877,  878  ;— Rumoured  Lossof  the  "  Galatea,'' 
962  ;— Portsmouth  Dockyard,  1117  ;— 


[177] 
Dock] 


)kyard  Expenditure,  1120;  —  Captain 
Coles'  Cupola,  1662; — Devonport  Dockyard 
—Payment  for  Extra  'lime,  1739  ;— Rank 
of  Master,  [178]  568 ;— Board  of  Admiralty, 
691;— The  «  Achilles,"  1081 ;— Carriage  of 
Treasure,  1307 ;— Widows  of  Warrant  OfS- 
cers.  Res.  [179]  580;  —  Recruits  for  the 
Marines,  641  ;  — The  "  Bellerophon,"  789; 
—  Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [186] 
381,  385,  387,  389 ;— Sheerness  Dookyani, 
470;  — Loss  of  the  "Bombay,"  630;  — 
Assistant  Surgeons,  732 

Navy  Estimates,  [177]  750; — Men  and  Boys, 
1146,1155,  1156,  1162,  1168,  1172,  1173, 
1192,  1201,  1402,  1403,  1404,  1405,  1406, 
1408,  1410,  1411,  1414,  1417,  1449,  1451, 
1452,  1453,  1454,  1450  ;— Admiralty  OflBce, 
[178]  726,  727  ;— Coast  Guard  Service,  728, 
729,  730 ;— Scientific  Departments,  731  ;— 
Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  733,  953  ;— 
Miscellaneous  Services,  954.  955;— Half 
Pay,  997  ;  [i  79]  487  ;— New  Works,  Ac.  939, 
940,  941 

North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the,  [178]  563 

Supply— Report,  [178]  1037, 1038 

Pajcinqtow,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Droitwich 
Army  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  Ao,  [178] 

248,  253,  254 
Bermuda— Docks  at,  [180]  132 
Canada — Defences  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [i  78] 

834 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1519  ;  2R.  [179]  1028;  Comm.  el,  2, 

[180]  513 ;  cl,  4,  665  ;  d.  12,  669 
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Pauvotov,  Right  Hon,  Sir  J. — c^nL 

Education — Revisod  Code  of  Regiiliit]on8,[i77] 
327  ; — Comm.  moyed  for,  847,  934  ; — En- 
dowments for,  Minute  of  Council,  [178]  1536 

Greenwich  HoipiUl,2R.  [179]  997, 1003, 1013, 
1017;  Oomm.  d,  5,  1817;  cL  10,  1819; 
el.  11, 1323;  Oonaid.  eL  18,  Amendt.  [180] 
500,  508 

Nary  £etini*t«i,  [177]  750  :--Men  and  Boys, 
1155,  1162,  1171,  1173,  1402,  1405,  1406, 
1410,  1411, 1448, 1453  ;— Admiraltj  Offices, 
[178]  727 ;— Coast  Ouard  Serrioe,  738,  739 


Na¥7— Rumoured  loss  of  the  **  Galatea,"  [177] 

^1  567 ;— Board 
of  Admiralty,  697 ;— Case  of  Sir  R.  Brom- 


961 :— Rank  of  Master,  [178I  567 


ley,  [179]  1335 ;— Assistant  Surgeons,  [180] 

733 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  1035 ;  Comm.  1074 
Russia—Epidemic  in,  [178I784 
Supply— National  gallery  Enlargement,  [iSo] 

Union  Ch^geabilify,  Cooun.  [179]  130 


Falk,  Sir  L.,  J)0t<nukir0,  8, 
Army— Case  of  Lieut-Colonel  Dawkias,  [179] 

650 
Ednoation,  Oonm.  moTed  for,  [177]  887;— 

Endowments  for,  Minnte  of  Council,  [178] 

1537 
Great  Western  Railway,  Accident  on  the,  [179] 

1337,  1343, 1345,  1346,  1347 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  el.  51,  [180]  137 ; 

cM.  a.  130 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Coart,  [180]  911 
Vary— Masters  and  Staff  Commanders,  [177] 
■      95;  [1 79]  878 
RaUway  Accidents,  Papers  naTod  lor,  [180] 

1165,1171 

fiua^  Sir  B.|  im  Atiosvbt  Gbitsbal, 
The 

Palicbb8tok,  Bight  Hon.  Yiscouiit  (Pint 

Lord  of  the  Treasury),  Tiverton 
Adjournment  of  the  llouse,  [178]  894  ;  [179] 

1209 
Army— Case  of  Lient.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

055,  660,  744 ;  Address  moTod,  879 
Army  Estimates— Pay  and  Allowances,  [177] 

1833,  3000;— Works,  Buildings,  dec.  [178] 

170;— Chelsea  and   Kilmainbam  Hospitals, 

265 
Ballot,  The,  Res.  [180]  435 
Bath,  Order  of  the,  Address  moTod,  [180]  407 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  354 
Brazil  and  Uruguay— The  Rifer  Plate,  [177] 

1373  '         *' 

Brazil— Diplomatic  Relations  with,  [177]  1369 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  Papers  mored 

for,  [177]  148;— Defences  of— Colondl  Jer- 

Tois'  Heport,  1633 
Church  EsUbiishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178]  455 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  737,  743,  851 
Cobden,  Mr. ,  The  late,  [i  78]  673 
jDonfederate  SUtes,  Belligerei^t  Bights  of  the, 

[1793296 

Ponrts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruo- 

tion  to  Comm.  [177]  937,  938 
Easter  Recess,  ^l*©.  L«78]  303 
Egypt— The  Sues  Canal,  [177]  1044, 1760 

Tconl. 


PAUfBBSTOir,  Right  HoQ.  Visooont— «0iil, 

Gregson,  Mr.,  The  late,  [177]  386 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [i  77]  727,  821, 837 
Landlord    and    Tenant    (Ireland),    Law    of, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [i  78]  618, 619 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  [179]  744 :  [180] 

913,  918 ;  Res.  Adj.  moved,  1133,  1135 
Lord   Chancellor,  Resignation  of  the,  [180] 

1168 
Kavy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Bis.  [180] 

398,400    ' 
Navy  Kstimates    Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1301, 

1456 ;  —  Naval  Bstahlishments   at  Home, 

[i7S]73S 
Parliament,  Prorogation  of  the,  [180]  914 
Poland— Affidrs  of.  Res.  [177J  1843 
Poor  Law  Board,'[i  77]  837 ;— Seeretaiy  to  the, 

Res.  467 
Pope,  Bnaonred  residence  of  the,  in  England, 

[178]  569 
Postmaster  eeneral.  The,  [178]  895 
Private  Business  of  the  Sesnon,  [180]  1164 
Public  Oflloes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Xicavo, 

[177]  1805, 1306 
Qualification  for  OflBces  Abolition,  3R.  [178]  183 
Saturday  Half-hoUday  and  the  Civil  Serviee, 

[180]  45,  633 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Res.  [180]  458 
Slave  Trade,  The,  [179]  877 
Supply,  Report,   [178]  361;— Civil    Serviee 

Estimates,  851 
*' Times,"  The,  and  the  Budget,  [1791300 
United    States  —  Proclamation  of  PresidfHit 

Johnson,  [i  79]  564  ;  —  The    "  Alabama  " 

claims,  876,  1107,1108 

Paper  2Vade 
Motion,  "That  the  position  in  which  the 
British  Paper  Trade  has  been  placed  Ijtj  the 
abolition  of  the  Import  Duty  on  Foreign 
Paper,  leaving  the  Foreign  Export  Duty  on 
Rags  in  full  operation,  is  one  of  great  hard- 
ship  to  the  British  ManufiMSturer,  and  calls 
for  prompt  legislative  interference,  with  the 
view  of  placing  the  Home  Manufacturer  on 
terms  of  iair  and  equitable  competition  with 
Continental  ManufiMsturers  '*  (Mr.  Ma^uire) 
May  33,  [179]  745;  after  long  debate, 
A.  95,  N.  140;  M.  45;  (Question,  Mr. 
Asplnall  Turner ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gib- 
son/im«  13,  [180]  131 

fgarliament^  i^eetms  of  tge 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  by  Commis- 
sion jPe5  7,  [177]! 

Skftt^  of  tj^e  lottiti  CommiMuintrji 

LORDS— 
Annnass  to  Hbb  M^jcstt  on  tbb  Lords  Com- 
MissioiixBs  Sfkxch — An  humble  Annnsas  xo 
Hn  Majesty  moved  by  The  Earl  of  Chablx- 
¥0HT  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by  The 
Lord    H0UOHT05)  and,  after   long    debate, 

agreed  to  F(f6  7,  [177]  7 
Has    Mi/ESTx's  AnswBB   xo   tkb    AoD|UEat 
reported  Feb  10,  [177]  138 

Chairman  of  CofiiiiiiM#«tf — The  Lord  Redesdale 
appointed,  Nemine  Diitentiente,  to  taVe  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  Oouse  for  this 
SoBsion  Feb  7 

* 

[eont. 
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PiRTJAMiiiT-^LoBDg — eont, 

BoU  of  the  Xoreff  —  Garter  Kioff  of  Armi 
delirered  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in 
the  Seventh  Session  of  the  Eighteenth  Par- 
liament of  the  United  Kingdom  Feb  Y 

Bminen  0/  the  ffoute,  Obserrations,  Lord 
Redesdale  Mar  26,  [i  79]  878 

Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Feb  7 

Sob-Committee  for  the  Journals  —  appointed 
Feb  7 

jMecU  Committee — appointed  F^  7 

iAerk  of  the  Parliaments^  Ofice  of^{aM  title 
Cleric  of  the  Parliaments) 

Dissolution  of  the  Parliament,  The,  Obsenra- 
tions.  Earl  Oranville  ;  Reply,  Lord  Redesdale 
/ujm27,[i8o]  850 

Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  Ojflee  of 
— (see  title  Clerk  qfthe  Parliaments) 

Printing  and  Circulation  of  Reports  of  Select 
Committees,  Mored,  "  That  in  the  Case  of 
OTory  Select  Committee  of  this  House,  other 
than  Select  Committees  on  Private  Bills, 
any  Report  presented  from  sooh  Seleot  Com- 
mittee shall  not  merely  be  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House,  but  shall  be  printed  atid  cirdn- 
lated;  and  Notice  shall  he  giten  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Day  in  which  it  tnay  be  in- 
tended to  take  the  Report  Into  consideration  " 
{Earl  Stanhope)  May  18,  [179]  484;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Private  Business,  ObserTations,  Lord  Redes- 
dale May  26,  [1 79]  878 

Standing  Orders— Divisions  of  the  Souse — 
Standing  Order  No,  25^  New  Standing 
Orders  —  Standing  Order  proposed  {The 
Duke  of  Riehm<md);  after  short  debate, 
postponed  May  29,  [i  79]  957 ;  New  Standing 
Orders  agreed  to, June  16,  [180]  847 — 
Standing  Order  No.  25,  Sect.  S.  considered 
and  amended  {The  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees) June  27,  663Standing  Order  No.  39 
oonsidered  and  amended  June  29,  917 

Standina  Orders,  Resolutions  Relating  to,  Ob- 
■erTattons,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderfey  ;  de- 
bate thereon  June  28,  [180]  691  }  Obserra- 
iions,  Lord  Redesdale  ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  26,  768 ;  Observations,  Lord  Redesdale 
and  8arl  Oranville  July  8, 1026  —  Resolu- 
tion of  Lord  Redesdale  relating  thereto, 
June  29,  918 

The  Parliament  Prorogued,  by  Commisiloni  to 
Wednesday,  12th  July  July  6 

COMMONS— 

Skftttif  at  tfie  S^orti0  CammfMioners 

Tbs  Loans  Commissiohbrs'  Spbich  reported; 
Resolution  for  an  humble  Addbiss  thereon 
moved  by  Sir  Hbdworth  WiLuiiisoir  (the 
Motion  being  seconded  by  Mr.  Harburt 
Tract)  Feb  7,  [177]  40 ;  after  long  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Iteport  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read ;  Ad- 
dress read  2»  Feb  8,  [177]  84 

Aaiendt.  In  paragraph  11,  to  leave  out  the 
wordff  "and  that  Ireland  during  the  past 
year  has  had  its  share  In  the  advanta^fes 
of  a  good  Harvest,  with  a  gradual  extension 
of  Trade  and  Manuflioturers,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  we  regret  that  the  general 
condition  of  Ireland  OMUMi  be  reganled  as 

[eont. 


Pabijambht — Coiofovt— OOlll. 

prosperous  or  satis&ctory,  and  that  multi- 
tudes of  the  inhabitants  continue  to  emigrate 
to  foreign  countries  through  the  want  of  re- 
munerative employment  at  home"  {Mr, 
ScuUy);  after  debate.  Question,  <*That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  Address  s"  A.  67,  N.  12 1  M.  55 1 
-  after  Ihrther  debate.  Address  agreed  to 
Hbr  Majbstt'b  Ambwxr  to  thb  ADDUsa 
reported  F^  10»  [i77].1^8 

Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals— appointed 

Febl 
Controverted  Elections,  General  Committee  of 

Elections  {by  Mr.  Speaker's  Warrant),  List 

of  the  Committee  Feb  9,  [177]  127 
Printing  Committee  appointed  and  nominated 

Feb  10,  [177]  201 
Public    Petitions— Committee  appointed    and  - 

nominated  Feb  18,  [177]  225 
Standing  Orders— Select  Committee  on,  DOttii- 

nated  JV610,[i77l  140 
Committee  of  Selection  nominated  Feb  10,  [177] 

140 
Chairman's  Panel  reported  JFVft  28,  [177]  589 
Business  of  the   Bouse,  Question,  Lord  John 

Manners ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  April  28,  [178]  1204 
Forms   of  the   House,  Question,  Mr.  W.  0. 

Stanley ;    debate  thereon  June  16,    [180] 

409 
New  Houses  of  Parliament — Extension  of  New 

Palace  Yard,  Question,  Sir  John  Shelley  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  Feb  21,  [177]  498 
Police   at  Public  Buildings,  Question,   Lord 

Robert    Montagu  ;    Answer,    Mr.    T.    G. 

BunngJune  18,  [180]  181 
Police,  nouses  of  Parnament,  Question,  Lord 

Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring 

ifay  80,  [179I  1102 
Prorogation  of  the  ParHamenti  Quettiosi  Uh 

Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  Visoonnt  Palmer- 

ston  June  27,  [180]  914 
Resolutions  Relating  to  Standing  Orders  con- 
sidered June  80,  [180I  981  ;   Observations, 

Viscount  Palmerston  July  4, 1164 

The  Parliament  Proroffued,  by  Commission,  t  o 
Wednesday,  12th  JiUy  July  6 

LOBDi— h 

The  Easter  Reeiis-^Ordered  April  7,  "  That 
the  House  at  its  rising  do  adyoum  till  Thurs- 
day, the  27th  instant^' 

The  Whitsuntide  Recess^Ordend  June  2, 
"That  the  House  at  its  rising  do  adjotim 
till  Monday,  the  12th  instant " 

See  PrivaU  BilU 
Standing  Orders 
Sat  First— Took  the  Oath 
Clerk  of  the  Parliasnent§^SeUa   Cs 
mittee 


Commoitb — 

The  Easter  i2««^M— Notioe,  Visoonnt  Palmer^ 

stonJ./?n/7,ri78]894 
House  at  its  risinff  to  adjourn  till  Monday,  the 

24th  of  April  (Ki#coun<  Pahnerston)  April  7 
Public  Business — Question,  Lord  J.  Manners  ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer 

April2^,[i1%'\U0i 
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PiBLXAifBirT — Couuonu—eoni. 

Ths  Whiisuniide  JUeeu,  June  2,  House  at  its 

riling  to  adjourn  till  Thurtdaj  next 
See  ^ew  WHU — New  Members  Sworn 
Private  BiUt — Standing  Orders 

Parlkmentary  Papert — Digest  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  24,  To 
leave  ont  from  '*  That,"  and  add  '*  it  is  expe- 
dient that  a  digest  or  abridgment  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  and  Blue  Books  be  provided 
firom  time  to  time,  and  oonsolidated  into  one 
or  more  volumes  at  the  close  of  each  Session, 
^:' {Mr.Wiltiam  Ewart),  [178]  215  ;  Qaes- 
tion,  "  That  the  words  d^. ;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Parochial  Medical  Belief 
Question,  Sir  John  Shellej;  Answer,  Mr.  C. 
P.  VUUers  Mar  31,  [178]  668 


Pars<mag68  Bin  [h  x.] 

( The  Archbishop  of  CafUerhmry) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  22        (No.  119) 

Read2«*Jfay  26 

Committee  •  May  80  (No.  187) 

Report  *  June  1 

Readd**/tm0  2 
e.  Read  l^**  June  12  [Bill  205] 

-  Read  2^* /tifitf  15 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  16 

Considered  as  amended*  June  19 

Reads'**  June2\ 

Royal  Assent  June  29      [28  &  29  Viet.  0. 69] 


Fttrtnerflhip  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mir,  MUner  Gibson,  Mr.  BuU) 

1 771 6.  Resolution  in  Committee  M€ar  6,  1202 

Ortlered ;  read  1«  *  Mar  6  [Bill  52] 

178]  Moved,    '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« 
{Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  May  1,  1278 

•  Amendt.    to    leave    out    **now/'    and    add 

"  upon  this  day  six  months*'  (Mr,  J.  Peei) ; 
Question,  •'  That  <  now/  Ac.;"   after  long 
debate,  A.  126,  N.  89 ;    M.  87 ;   Division 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1273 ;  main  Question 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2°  M<^f  1 
179]  Considered  in  Committee  Jtfay  18,526  ;  after 
long  debate.  Bill  reported 
As  amended  considered  *  May  22  [Bill  156] 
Read3''*ifay25 
I.  Read  !»•  (Lord  Stanley  0/  AJderley)  May  26 
180]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»" 
June  13,  116;  after  short  debate.  Read  2* 
June  13  (No.  123) 

•  House  in  Committee  June  15,  252 

.  Amendts.  reported  June  23,  709   (No.  162) 
Read3**/uYu;26 
Royal  Assent  July  5  [28  A  29  Viet,  c.  86] 


*> 


Patent  Laws 

Question,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  The  Attoniey 
General  Mar  10,  [177]  U75  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Lowe  ;  Answer,  Urd  Stanley  June  19,  [180] 


Patent  Office  Aecaunts,  Audit  of  the 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Wieklow ;  Answer,  Earl 

Granville  May  15,  [179]  260  ;  Question,  Sir 

Charles  Douglas ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 

of  the  Exchequer  May  22,  637 
See  Edmunds,  Leonard,  Esq.,  Reeignaiian  of 

Certain  Ofiees 

Patent  BighU^  Shepard's,  Wright'e  and 
Spencer't  PatenU  BUle 
Observations,  Lord  Redesdale  Feb  24,  [177] 
635,  736 

Pattbn,  Colonel  J.  W.  Zaneashire,  If. 
Axeem  Jah  (Signatures  to    Petitions),    Dis- 
charge of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  [179] 

1267 
Committee  of  Selection,  Report,  f  180]  259 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

add.  el.  [180]  682,  683,  684 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order  88,  Amendt.  [180]  861,  874,  875 
Industrial  Schools,  Suspension   of    Standing 

Order,  [178]  487 
Metropolis  Sewage  and   Essex   Reclamation, 

Consid.j;i78]887 
Private    Sills,  Referees    on.    Nomination  of 

Comm.  [179]  1051 
Private  Bills --^SUnding  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

106,  113;— Printing  Petitions,  114;   Res. 

286 ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  441,  446 
South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Comm.  [180] 

363 
Standing  Order  No.  60,  Amendt.  [180]  1040 
Union  Chargeability,  [178]  670 
Utiliiation  of  Sewage  and  Reclamation  of  Land 

(Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  7 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  [180] 

44 

Paull,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Ivee 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  d.  8,  [179]  825 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  [179]  49,50 

Paymatter  General  and  the  Audit  Office 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Douglas ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  22,  [180] 
627 

Peace  Presenration  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 

tinnance    {Sir  Robert  Peel,   Sir  George 
Grey,  Mr,  Luke  White) 

e.  Motion  for  leave  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 

Amendt.  to  adjourn  the  Debate  (Ifi^.  Hen' 
nessy) ;  Motion  agreed  to  June  12,  [180]  106 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [12th  June]  June  15,  319  ;  after 
short  debate,  A.  135,  N.  43  ;  M.  92 ;  BiU 
ordered 

Presented  ;  read  1^*  June  16         [BiU  219] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  {Sir 
Robert  Peel)  June  19,  508 

Amendt.  to  leave  out "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  three  months"  (Mr,  Maguire)i 
Question,  *'That  'now,'  Ac.;"  after  short 
debate,  A.  76,  N.  29  ;  M.  47 ;  main  Ques- 
tion agreed  to ;  Read  2* 

Committee;  Report /tme 20, 594 

Reads'**  June2\ 

-  *  * 

[eonJt. 
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Peaoe  PreservaUm  IreUmd  Ad  Conlinwmoe  BiU 
— cont. 

/.  Read  l''^*  (The  Lard  Steward)  June  32 
Read  2*  •  June  27  (No.  200) 

MoTcd,  That  the  House  be  now  put  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill  (^The  Lard  Steward) 
June  29,   921 ;  after  short  debate.  House 
in  Committee 
Report  *  June  30 
Read  3'  •  July  3 
Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  A  29  Viet.  0. 118] 


Fbacocke,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 

krmj — Ordnance  Experiments,  [i  78]  672  ; — 

Ordnance  Select  Committee,  [179]  1223 
Canada — Dismissal  of  Judge  Coursol,  [177] 

137 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moTod  for, 

[177]  510 
Confederate  States — Case  of   Captain  Beale, 

[177] 1536 
Fire  Brigrade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  839 
Gtins  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1927*  1928, 

1930 
Inclosure,  Comm.  [178]  627,  628 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  818 
Navy   Armaments,   Comm.  moTod  for,  [177] 

999,  1003 
PriTate  Bill»— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

445 
Supply — Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  [179]  706,  707, 

709,  711 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  327 
United  States — The  Reciprocity  Ireaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  414 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  778 

PxASB,  Mr.  H.,  Durham  Co.  8. 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leare, 
[177]  1303 

Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  communi- 
cation). Res.  [i  79]  70 

Fbsl,  Right  Hon.  Sir  B.  (Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Tamworth 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  70, 71 ; 

Report,  88,  90 
Belfast — Commission  of  Inquiry  at,  [177]  119 ; 

—Riots  at,  347,  3!>3,  364,355,356,360,367, 

368,  369,371,  385  ;  Res.  [180]  145,  148 
Casey,  Alexander,  Property  of  the  late,  [178] 

871 
Clonpriest,  Ac.  Benefices  (Ireland),  Returns 

moved  for,  [177]  244 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

829 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Leave.  [178]  1168;  2R.  1513,  1514;  Comm. 

[179]  980,  982,  983  ;    Preamble,  984,985; 

tl.  1 ,  986, 987  ;  d.  3, 987, 988  ;  cl.  4,  Amendt 

988,  989  ;  cl.  7,   991  ;  el.  9,  993,  994  ;  add. 

cl.  995, 996 ;  Consid. add.el.  [180]  104  ;  el. 3, 

105  ;  d.  4,  106 
County  Voters  Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [178] 

265,  266 
Courts  of  Common  Law  (Ireland),  [177]  847 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  4,  [179] 

480  ;    cl,  6,  481,  482  ;  cl.  21,  716  ;  Consid. 

cl.  21,  859 
Game  Licences  (Ireland),  Leaye,  [177]  224 

{eanl. 


Peil,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.— eofi<. 

Ireland  —  Court  of  Admiralty,  [177]  83;— 
Arterial  Drainage,  84 ;— Titles  to  Land,  139 ; 
—  Constabulary  Clothing,  206  ;  —  Grand 
Juries,  207  ;— State  of.  Res.  708 ;— Stipen- 
diary Magistrates — Mr.  Ffrench,  1470; — 
Poor  Law  Board,  1661 ; — Administration  of 
the  Uw,  1740,  1741, 1826, 1828 ;— The  Con- 
stabulary and  the  Game  Licences,  1924  ;~- 
County  Down  Assizes — Chief  Justice  Mona- 
han,  [178]  197, 198, 201;— Deep  Sea  Fishery, 
670  :— Music  at  the  Dublin  Exhibition,  1470, 
1471  ;— The  Police  in  Tipperary,  [179]  788 ; 
—School  Reports,  875,  876  ;  —  The  Con- 
stabulary, 1341  ; — District  Lunatic  Asylums, 
[180]  367  ;— Case  of  Patrick  Donohue,  468  ; 
—Dinner  to  Mr.  Gavan  Duffy,  1042  ; — Law 
Advisers  to  the  Castle,  1043 

Lotteries — Public  Departments.  [179]  1269 

Lunatics  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  [179]  592 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  [177]  1301 ;  2R.  [180]  598 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 
Leave,  [180]  106,  321,  324  ;  2R.  509.  511 ; 
Oomm.cL  1,  594 ;  d.  4,  595 

Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  461, 
463,  469 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1248, 1256; 
— Nonconforminff,  Ac.  Ministers,  1303  ; — 
Brehon  Laws  (Ireland),  1308  7— Flax  Cul- 
tivation (Ireland),  1309,  1310 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland),  2R. 
[1783755 

Union  OfBcers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[177]  1907, 1909  ;  Comm.  cl.  1,  [178]  267 

Feel,  Right  Hon.  Lt.-Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 
Army — Case  of  Lient.-Colonel  Dawklns,  [179] 

656  ;    Address  moved,  900 ;— Salary  of  Dr. 

Sutherland,  [180]  991 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1782  ,'— 

Disembodied  MiUtia,  1979  ;— Enrolled  Pen. 

sioners,  1983  ; — Manu&cturing  Departments, 

1992;  — Works,  BuUdlngs,  Ac.  [178]  109; 

Adj.  moved,  852  ;  —  Administration  of  the 

Army,  959 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

842,  845,  848 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  992 
New  Zealand— Troops  in,  [178]  82 
Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [i  77] 

593 
Private  Bills — Printing  Petitions,  Res.  Amendt. 

[177]  383 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  F.  (Joint  Secretary  to 

the  Treasury),  Bury 
Aldemey— Breakwater  at,  [179]  561 
Army— Rating  of  Houses  of  Officers,  [179] 

589,  640,  641 
British  and  North  American  Steam  Ship  Com- 
pany. [1 7  7l  1368 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [177]  1906  ;  [178]  718, 

733.735,  738;  [179]  «»* 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  Comm.  eU  1, 

[180]  717 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  527,  528 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  [179]  1269 
Custom  House  Charges,  [180]  45 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  [178]  609 
Drainage  Act  (Ireland),  [178]  1817 


PBS  FBH      {QENERAL    INDBXj      rtV         TVS 

Fui,  Right  Hoc.  F.--<)<M<.  1  re&altlBB  Law  AflUatdiMnt  BUI 

Fnlmsr  Conuaon,  Inolomre  oE  [177]  HIT  (&>  0«ory(i  Orty.  Jfr.  fiiHiV) 

Oovernmctit  Anamtiei,  [177]  9Sb                       ,  e.  Ordind  i  re&d  1°*  Aim  8              [BiU  iOt] 

Indemnit7,LMT»,[i8oT 634,038  i3K.6SS       1      B«»d3**/un<  13 

IreUnd— Mail  Seriloe.  [177]  a04;  [179]  noO;  Cotnmilteo • ;  lUport  Ana  14        [BiUllS] 

— PublioatloD  of  Iriah  R«aordi,ri77]  388  1—  DoDsidired  u  unended*  /<««  IB 

Tha   Klrar    Sbunon,  MO  :— The    Brahon  ,30]  MoTed    "That  the  Bill  be  ddw  Kfcd  S>" 

Lawi,   liB ;— Medie^   Oflloen   la   Unlom,  igir  Otorge  Grey)  Jtme  IS,  438 ;  tfter  Ibort 

Re*.  10*3  :~PatflDt  and  Gtou  RoUi,  1830 ;  debate,  Read  3°  June  IS 

— Uililar7  oooupatlon  of  tbs  Oiirr«gh,  [i  78J  {,  Head  1*  •  {Lord  Slcmley  0/  AUerley)  Jtme  It 


if  Britith  Le^iU. 


1S6T,  ISOS;— Poor F1*benmn,[i79] 910 
I«le  of  Uui,  DiMflbretUttfon  (CompeDUUon), 

Comm.ri77]lM7;  aR.[i78]l  — 
LeTl,  Dr.  Lbodb— "  Anuli  of  Bril 

tioD,"[i79]Sg3 
HiTT,  Aeooonlt,  ^.  [i  77]  003 
Offloe  of  Work^  Coram.  noTed  fbr,[r78]  18 
Parlumentarj  Fkpen,  Digeftof,  Comm.moTed 

fbr,  [178I  319 
Pien  and  Uarboan  (Soatland),  [179]  990 
Fo)t  Hone  Dutj,  Exertion  from,  [178]  89G 
Pottmaatcr  Oatwnl,  Offloe  of,  Comm.  moTed 

for,  [178]  383 
FMtmaeten,  EUmaMntk»  of,  Ret.  [179]  901 
Poit  Offloe  Offlolali,  [ifrtMl 
Probate,  Court  of,  [1 78]  M 


SootlaDd— Poatal  3;item  tfFifit,  [178]  8T0 
Secret    Serrloe  Monef,    Return*  moTsd  for, 

[i8o]Wl,A93 
Shaiinoa  Rlter,  NoodoUloa  of  Oomni.  [i  79] 


That  the    Bill    be   now  read  r' 
30,  908 :  after  ibort  debate.  Read  r 
JuM  80  (No.  ITS) 

Conaidered  tn  Oommlttea  ■  /xly  S  { No.  148) 
.  Amendti.  repoTted ;  tbort  debate  thereon  Al/l, 
1149 
SUndieg  OMen  Km.   3T  and   88  ooD^dend 
and  diapenwd  with 
,  Ho*ed,  '■  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  »  '  {Ltti 

SlayUtSo/Alderley),UU 
.  Amendt.  to  leaTB  out  ("now,")  and  Inwrt 
("  this  daj  three  montha  ")  {Lord  Dt»m<u]; 
QaeitioD,  "That  'now,'  4o. ;"  Oont.  II, 
Not-Cont.  14  ;  H.  8  ;  List  of  Cant,  and  N«t- 
Cont.,  n  U :  Read  3»  /«ty  4  (No.  IM) 
S«jal  AiMnt  JtUyt        |;3S  A  »  FM.  0.  Ill] 


pKRKAifT,  Colonel  Hon. 
CannartiuntMr* 
Leedi   Bankmptcr  Coort,    [iSo]  907 


Donglu, 


SS8 


ipUonoftheSoheldtToll,[i77]    PmcT,  Ewl.  Northimi»rla»d.  Jf. 


1408  i— Harboen  of  Reftin,  [179]  S95  j— 
lloljbead  and  PortpaUiok  UarboDn,OeS  t— 
New  Reoord  Buildingi,  Dublin,  090;— 
Luaatie  Aiylum,  lala  of  Mao,  SOT.  SSB  ;— 
Ratea  for  QoTcniment  Property,  S03,  004  ; 
—  Treaaurj,  006  ;  —  Homa  OStoe,  006;  — 
Board  of  Trade,  611 1  —  Controllar  General 
«f  the  Buhaquer,  703  ;— Works  and  Fublia 
Building!,  703 1— Woodi,  Foreiti,  Ao.  704, 
706,  710,    711;    [180]  481,    483;— Waat 


Ma;ne,  Sir  R.,  abd  the  BaHiet  Hagiilntai, 

[178]  733 
Salmon    Fiiber}    Act    (1861) 

Comm.  cl.  37.  Amendt.  [iSo]  364 
Union  Chargeabitit;,  Comia.  [179]  370 


Superintendent  of  Roada,  South  Walei,  1137] 

—  Regiitratioo  of  Friendly  Soeiatiei,  1'"" 

—  Secret  Servioa,    '  —  ■  -^ 
Statioaerj,   1143, 

Coort,  1148;— CountT  Conrta,  1148;  — 
Landed  Eitataa  Coort,  1160,  llSl  ; — 
Magnetio  and  Mateorologioal  Obaerrationa, 
1277:  —  Superannuation  AUowanoei,  1390, 
129T,  1398  ■— NonooDforming,  ^.  Mlniatera, 
1303 ;  —  Fiaberr  Board  (Sootland),  130S, 
1.307, 1308  ;— Malta  and  Alaiandrla  Tele- 
vraph,  I81I  ;  —  Hiaoellaneoni  Eipeniea, 
1313;— Foat  Offloe  pMbet  Serfloe,  [180 
473,  477,  478 

Treaaure  TroTe,  [180]  440 

Union  Medioal  Offloera  (Ireland),  [177]  390 

TTeat  India  and  Paoifle  Steam  Ship  (jompoof'i 

Mail  Contrmot.  [Ill'""'" 
Weal  IndUFoitageR 

Pmil,  Hr.  J.,  Tanaorth 
Partnarabip   Amendment,  9EI,  Amendt,  [17B] 

1381  ;  (Jomm.  add.  tl.  [170]  039 
South    KenaingtoD    New     '*—' 

[180] 363 


Perth  ProTJaional  Order  ConflrmatioiTSD 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  Qtorgt  Qrty) 
e.  Ordered  1  read  l°*ifiirB  [BiU 61] 

Read  3°  •  Jfor  13 
Committee*:  Report  Jfio- 1 4 
Road3''' JfarlB 
189 ;  — Printing    and    I.  KatA  !•»  {The  Lord Privf  Seat)  Mv\1 
1143;  —Probate        Read  3> ■  jtfar 38  (Ko.38] 

Committee*  i  ReportJGv  14 
ReadS'*  Jfar97 
lUijal  Ataent  .Aprrf  7  [98TTrt.0.7] 


"&S' 


TU-Ooaaa. 


Peto,  Sir  8.  M.,  JVwJury 

Armjp  Eatimatea     Mannfaetnrtn^  DepaitBHta, 

[177]  198B,  1087,3000 
Cbariuble  Traita  Feea,   BR.   Amendt  [ffi] 

1030 
Dookfard  Eilenilona,  [i  79]  lOSS 
Oreenwioh  Uoapital,  C<aam.  »l.  14,  Amendt. 


irr77]  1301,  1873  ;— Admiralty  Oflloe,  [178] 

Nav  —  Greenwich  Hoepital,  [177]  IBSt^- 
Bcard  «r  Admiraltr.  [178]  67S,  B9T 

Union  of  BeoeBoei  Aet  AmendBeat,  L*al«> 
[17B]  1033 

Wea(miD*l«r  Improrement  ConmiMloB,  Ba- 
tvrna  mored  for,  [179]  110 


PHE  PIE  {SESSION,   1865} 

lyy  _  ,78  —  179  —  x^. 

Plieasaiits  (Ireland)  BOl  [s.&O 

(Th^  £(irl  0/  Belmore) 

L  Pr«Mnted  ;  read  !••  iUay  18         (No.  109) 

RMd  2*  after  thort  debate  Mojf  22,  [179]  630 

Oominltiee*  ;  Report  May  23 

Bead  3**  ifay  26 
e.  Read  P*7untf  2  [BUI  193] 

Read  2^  « /ufM  U 

Committee* ;  Report  JuM  16 

Reads'*^  Juntfld 

Rojal  Anent  June  19        [28  A  29  Via.  c.  54] 


Plii 


POL 


PtecadiHy  and  Park  Lane  Nw>  Boad  BiU 

{hy  Order) 
c.  MoTed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« ''  Feb  23, 
[177]  589;  Amend t.  to  leave  oat  "now/' 
and  add  "  upon  this  day  six  months"  {Sir  J. 
Ferguston);  Question,  "That  *  now*  ftc.;" 
after  debate,  Amondt.  withdrawn  ;  Read  2** 


and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

BiU  (i&.  Dodton,  Mr.  M,  Gibson,  Mr.  Butt) 

e.  Considered  in  Committ^ ;  ^port*  May  5 

BiU  ordered  *  May  5 

Read  10  fifoy  9  [QUI  130] 

Read  2^*  and  ^eferrf^  tq  Sel^t  Cpipmittee 
-Way  11 

Repprt*  Ifoy  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jtme  2 

Committee  ^  \on  re<ovMn,) ;  Report  June  8 

Considered  as  amended*  June  12      [BiU  177] 

Read  3o  •  June  U  [BUI  195] 

L  Read  l*f  (Lord  Stanley  ej  Alderley)June  15 

Read  2*  f  June  19  (^o.  157) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read3**/tcn«  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29        [28  A  29  Via.  0. 58] 

Pier  and  HarlK)nr  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  2)  Bill    (Mr.  miner  Gibton,  Mr.  Butt) 

e.  Considered  in  Conmiittee ;  Report  *  May  28 

BUI  ordered  *  May  23 

Read  lo  •  May  25  [BUI  168] 

Read  2°*  ifoy  29 

Committed  to  a  Select  Committee  June  2 

Report  •  June  15  [BUI  222] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  Jux^  16 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  19 

Read3«*/em«20 
I.  Read  l^*i(Lord  Stanley  0/  Alderley)  June  20 

Read  2«  •  June  23  (No.  183) 

Report  of  Select  Committee  *  June  2d 

Conunittee  *  June  30 

Report  •J«ly  3  (No.  233) 

Read3<'f /ti/yi 

Royal  AMOqt  July  5        [28  4  29  Vict.  0. 1 14] 

Pie^  ^  Q^lK)nr  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  3J  Bill  (Mr.  MUner  Gibson,  Mr.  BuU) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee:  Report*  Juntf  13 

BUI  ordered  ;  read  1»  •  June  13     [BiU  210] 

Road2«t  June  15 

Committee  ^  Report  June  16 

Committee  *  (on  re^eomm.) ;  Report  Jum^  19 

Read  3»«  June  20  [BUI  223] 

/.  Read  1**  (Lord  Stanley  of  AJLderliy)  June  20 

tiipsA  2*^  June  23  (No.  18i) 

leont. 


Pier  and  Barbofm  (h^^et^  (7o)^^rf^<i/u»»  (No.  ^.) 
BiU — cent. 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 
Read  8*  • /u»kf  2T 
Royal  Assent  June  29      [28  4  29  Via.  0.  1 14] 

•  •  * 

P4erf  itnd  ITarhoure 
Question,   Mr.    Waldegntfe-LeqUe ;    ^nswer, 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  1,  [179]  U^},  1122 


Piers  and  Harbours  {Scotland) 
Question,  Mr.  R.  W.  Doff;   Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
i/ay  26,  [179]  915 

Pilotage  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

(Mr.  Milner  Gibson^  Mr.  Suit) 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee  ;  BiU  ordered  ;  read 

[BiU  281  * 
td  ^,  Select 


[BUI  81] 
[BUI  131] 


10  •  Feb  17 
Read  2<*^  Feb  80;  committed 

Committee 
Report  •  Mar  29 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  30 
Read  3*»* -4^7 
I.  ^e&d   1*^  (The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley) 

April  27  (Ho.  67) 

Read2>*i!fay2 

Report  of  Select  Committee  f  May  22 
Committee  *  May  23  ;  Report  t  May  26 
Read  3*  •ifay  29 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  p.  59] 

Pilotage  Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)4ill 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  MUner  Gibson,  Mr.  Butt) 

e.  Considered  in  Comniittee ;  Report  *  ^fay  5 

BUI  ordered*  May  5,  [178]  1572 

Read  1«»  •  May  9  .  [BUI  96] 

Read2<»»ifay  11 

Committed  to  a  Select  Committee  May  15. 
[179]  373  '-•"        -^    -     • 

Report  •  June  2  [BUI  194] 

Committee  *  (on  re<omm.) ;  Report  June  8 

Read3«* /«rt«  12' 
/.  Readl**  (Lord  Stanley  qf  Alderley)  June  13 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  154) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3*  *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  Ju^e  2^       [28  &  ^9  Via.  0.  59] 

Plate,     The    Biver    (see     Brazil    and 
Urvtguay) 

Poland 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  17,  To 
leaT^  out  from  "That,"  ana  add  "whereas 
the  Russian  Qoy^mmont  ^bifs  its  deter- 
mination to  set  at  pougbt  ^be  en^asoments 
it  contracted  in  1815  respecting  roland : 
Whereas,  Ao."  (Mr.  Bennesey),U'!'j'\  1831; 
Question,  "That  the  words,  io.r  after 
Rebate,  Amendt.  iritlidrawn 

Police  at  Public  Buildings 
Question,    Lord  Robert   Montagu  ;    Answer, 
Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  June  13,  [180]  131 

Police — Mouses  of  Parliament 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  ATay  3d,  [17   1102 


POL 


POO        {GENERAL    INDlSX) 

177  —  *78  —  179  —  i8b. 


POO        POO 


Police  SuperaaniiatioiL  Bill 

(Mr,  Baring,  Str  Otcrge  Orey) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  April  7  [BiU  109] 

Read  2'>  •  April  24 

Committee  ;  Report  April  26,  [178]  1071 

Considered  •  April  27 

Committee  *  {on  re-eomm,)*.  Report ;  ai  amended 
considered  *  May  6 

Read  S'*  *  May  8 
I.  Read  !»•  (The Lord Prendent)  May  9 

Read  2»  •  Jtfay  18  (No.  95) 

Committee  *  May  19 

Report  *  May  26 

Read  d>  •  ifay  29 

Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  Fiet.  0.  85] 


PoLLABB-XlKaxTHABT,  Mr.  W.,  WesttMath  Co, 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1797; — 

Pay  and  Allowances,  1964 
Church  EsUblishment  (Ireland),   Res.  [178] 

455 
Ireland — State  of;  Res.  [177]  793 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  11,  [17^] 

754 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for.  [178J  222 
Spirit  Duties    (Ireland),  Comm.   moved  for, 

[178]  1218 
Supply  —  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,    [179] 

258  ;  — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Mao,  598 
U%ton  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1007 
Ways  and    Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [178] 

1497 


Poor  Law 
Destitule   Poor,  Motion    for    Returns  {Lord 

Houghton)  agreed  to  Feb  9,  [j  17  7]  96 
Dietary  of  the  Poor  in  Metropolitan  tVorkhouset, 

Question.  Sir  John  Shelley;  Answer,  Mr.  C. 

P.  Villiers  May  15,  [178]  299 
Oreen,  Mary,  Case  0/,    Question,    Mr.  Hen- 

nessy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  April  27, 

[178]  1082 
Oreenwich    Union,    Cote  of  Mary  Moriarty, 

Julia  Hantian,  and   Others,  Question,   Mr, 

Ma/:^uire  ;  Answer,  Mr.  0.  P.  Villiers  Feb  23, 

[177]  506 
HighwoHh  Union,  2%^,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens ; 

Answer,  Viscount  Enfield  June  26,  [180]  824 
Infectious  Patients  in    Workhouses,  Question, 

Colonel  North ;    Answer,  Viscount  Enfield 

Ifar  13,  [177]  1538 
Medical  Officers  of  Poor  Law  Unions,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Richard  Long  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 

Villiers  2!V6  14,  [177]  235 
NigfU   Refuges   {Metropolis),    Question,    Mr. 

Hanbury;     Answer,    Mr.    C.    P.    Villiers 

ifar20,  [i77]1920 
Poor   Law   Board,  Question,  Mr.  Au^nistus 

Smith ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  JP^fr  14, 

[177]  237 
Poor  Law  Board  and  the  High  Wycombe 
Union,  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer, 
Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Mar  23,  [178]  82; 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12, 
To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  there 
be  laid  before  this  Ilouse,  a  Copy  of  a 
Letter  from  the  Poor  Law  Board,  dated  the 

[coiK, 


Poor  Xaw— oont. 


4th  day  of  March,  1865,  and  signed  bj  Henry 
Fleming,  secretary,  Telative  to  the  Wycombe 

Union '^(ifr.Z>»fra«;0*[< 79]  2I<^;  <lnestioD, 
«  That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after.debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Poor  Law  Secretary^  Moved,  "  That  the  oiBoe 
of  the  one  Secretary,  rendered  capable  of 
sitting  or  voting  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mons' House  of  Parliament  by  the  niotk 
clause  of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  lately  vaeatad, 
ought  to  be  abolished  " {Mr,  AuguttHS SwkiOi) 
Feb  20,  [177]  456;  after  debate,  A.  17, 
N.  193  ;  M.  176 

Poor  Law  Unions — Auditors  of  Accounts,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Liddell ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers 
il/n^28,[i78]]203 

Poor  Bates,  Metropolitan  and  Suburban  DiS" 
tricts.  Petition,  Lord  Ravensworth  Feb  It, 
[1771278 

Poor  Relief  Metropolis  Act  (1864),  Motion  for 
*'  Return  of  the  Number  of  Unions  or  Ps- 
rishes  that  have  availed  themselves  of  the  Act 
of  29th  July,  1864,  Ac,"  {Lord  Houston) 
Feb  13,  [177]  202  ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion agreed  to— Pari.  P.  l.  (5,  36) 

Unions  and  Oilberfs  Unions,  Question,  Mr. 
Mitford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Mart, 
[177]  1115 — (see  title  Ireland) 

Workhouse  Nurses,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Mills ; 
Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  ViUiers  May  6,  [178] 
1533 

Workhouses,  Infectiaut  Patients  in,  QnestioD, 
Colonel  North ;  Answer,  Viscount  Enfield 
3far  13,  [177]  1533 

Wycombe  Poor  Law    Union,  Question,   Mr. 

'  Ferrand  ;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Mar  33, 
[178]  82 


Poor  Law  Board  Contmaance,  ftc.,  Bill 

{Mr,  ViUiers,  Viscount  Enfield) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  June  2  [Bill  1971 

Moved,    "That    the    Bill    be   now  read  2«*^ 

June  12,  [180]  89 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  apoo 
this  day  three  months  "  {Mr.  Packe),  100  ; 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That  *  now,'  4«.," 
A.  76,  N.  69 ;  M.  7  ;  main  Question  agreed 
to  ;  Read  2<>  June  12 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 
Order  for  Committee  {onre-comm,)  read 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 

Chair" /u««  23,  719 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  should  bo  limited  to  the  cod- 
tinuanoe  of  the  Poor   Law  Board  for  one 
year"  {Lord  Fermoy),  720  ;  Question, **  Th»t 
the  words,  <fec. ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Report  June  23 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  26    [Bill  218] 
Read  3"  •  June  27  [Bill  238] 

I,  Readl*»  {3jrl  De  Grey)  June  21  (No.  227) 
Moved,    "That  the   Bill   be    now   read  2'" 
June  29,  919;  after  short   debate,    ICotioo 
agreed  to ;  Read  2*  June  27 
Committee  *  Report  June  30 
Read3»*  July  S 
Royal  Assent  July  6       [28  &  29  Viet,  0^  105] 


POP  POS         {SESSION,    1866]       POT  PRI 

177  —  178  —  m  —  «8o. 

Pope,    Rumoured  Residence    of    the,   in  Potter,  Mr.  E.,  Carlisle 

England  County  Ooarts  EquiUble  JorifdioiioD,  Oomm. 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answer,  Viiooant  euiti.  «{.  [180]  683 

Palmerston  Matr  81,  [178]  568  Soienoe  and  Art  Department*  [i  77]  500 

Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moTflid  fbr,  [180] 

PoBTVAN,  Lord 

Imperial  Gas,  2R.  [179]  863 
Metalliferous  Mines,  2R.  [179]  69t 
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Supply  —  Department   of  Science   and   Art, 
Amendt.  [179]  1164, 1165, 1179 


PoBTXAv,  Hon.  W.  H.  B.,  Dorsetshire 

Union  Chargeabilitj,  Consid.  [179]  670 


FoBTSMOTTTH,  Earl  of 

Union  Chargeabilitj,  3R.  [180]  31 


Post-horse  Duty^  Exemption  from 
Question,  Mr.  Care ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  April  7» 
[178]  895 

Postmaster  Ooneral  Bill 

{Mr.  Darby  Grifith,  Mr.  Bad/ield,  Mr.  Barnes) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  May  11  [BiU  144] 

Read2<'*  June  28 
Bill  withdrawn*  June  30 


Postmaster  General,  Office  of 

Motion,  "That  a  Select  Committeo  be  ap- 
pointed, to  ioqnire  whether  the  practice  of 
appointing  a  Peer  of  the  Realm  exclusively 
to  the  office  of  Post  Master  Qeneral  is  one 
which  is  directed  or  required  by  any  legal 
enactment  or  constitutional  principle,  and 
whether  the  continuance  of  such  practice  is 
of  advantage  to  the  Public  Service  "  (Mr. 
Darby  Grijfitfi)  Mar  28,  [178I  378;  after 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Question,  Mr. 
Darby  Griffith  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmer- 
ston  April  7, 805 


Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Oambridffe 

Charitable  Trusts  Fees,  2R.  [178]  1032 
Ciril  Service  Estimates,  [178J  740,  749 
CourU  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  390 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  893 
Exeter,  Diocese  of,  [178]  932, 933 
Sewage  Utilisation,  3R.  [177]  1360 
Supply— Royal    Parks,   [179]    343;— New 
Houses  of  Parliament,    347,  349;— Public 
Records  Repository,  353;— Patent  Office, 
355,    356;— Privy  Council  Office,  608;— 
Board  of  Trade,  610 
Upper  Street,  Islington,  State  of,  [179]  341 
Ways  and^Means,  Conun.  Ree.— Fire  Insnraiioe, 
[178]  1508 


PowBLL,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Oloueester 
Bahk  Notes  Issue,  Re-Conun.  Preamble,  [179] 

Borough    Franchise  Extension,  LeaTer[i77l 

560 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire   Water,  3R. 

[177]  493 
County  Voters  Registration,    Comm.  d.  }0, 

[179]  100;  a.  12,102 
Foreign  Law,  Convention  of,  [180]  1044 
Greenwich  llospiUl,  2R.  [179]  1007 


P0WI8,  Earl  of 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1050 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [i  78]  662, 749 


Postmasters,  Remuneration  of 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Uouse,  it  is  neither 
just  nor  expedient  that  labour  and  responsi- 
bility should  be  imposed  upon  public  servants, 
in  respect  of  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
without  adequate  remuneration"  {Mr.  Cave), 
[179J  194;  Question,  "That  the  words, 
4c.;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Post  Ofiee  Officials 

Question,  Mr.  Scully ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
Afar  31,  [178]  560 

Post    Office  —  The    Threepenny    Postage 
Stamp 
Question,  Mr.  Darby   Griffith ;    Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  iV6  17,  [177] 
409 
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Ptince00   of  OEaUd 

Address  of  Congratulation  to  Her  Majesty 
(iStr  George  Orty)  June  8,  [179J  1270 

Answer  to  Address  [8th  June]  reported  June 
14,  [180]  250 

*'  I  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address  on  the  Birth  of  the  Prince 
My  Grandson ;  and  I  receive  with  much 
satisfiiction  the  renewed  assurance  of  your 
attachment  to  my  Person  and  Family" 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  the  Queen  ( The  Lord  President)  June  13, 
[180]  109  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to  ifemine  DistettHenie 

Her  Majestjf's  Answer  to  tlie  Address,  reported 
Jtme  19,  [180]  430 

'*Tour  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  upon  the 
Birth  of  the  Prince,  My  Grandson,  aflbrded 
me  much  satisfiiction  ;  and  I  thank  you  for 
the  affectionate  interest  which  you  have 
expressed  in  the  domestic  happiness  of  my- 
self and  my  Family" 

3  F 
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PRI 


Printing — Seleet  Committee  appointed 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  as  follows: — 
Mr.  Bonbam- Carter,  Sir  John  Pakington,  Sir 
Francis  Baring,  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Henlej, 
Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Sotheron-Estcoart,  Mr. 
Gaskell,  Sir  StaflTord  Northeote,  Mr.  Greene, 
Mr.  Peel,  The  0' Conor  0on,  and  Mr.  Hast- 
ings Rassell 

Prison  Libraries 
Question,  Mr.  Hardoastle ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey-F<f6  27,[i77]747 

PriBOnB  Bill    (Sir  Oeorge  Orey,  Mr,  Baring) 
177]  c.  Ordered  alter  long  debate;  Read  V*  Feb 
18,  212  [Bill  15] 

•  Read  2^  after  debate,   and  oommitted  to   a 

Seleot  Committee  Mar  8, 1861 

•  And,  on  March  18,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 

lows : — Sir  George  Grey  (Chairman),  Mr.  Ad- 
derley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  Hibbert, 
Mr.  Hardy,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Lord  Edward  How- 
ard, Mr.  Hant,  Sir  William  Miles  ,Sir  John 
Pakington,  Mr.  Joseph  Ewart,  Mr.  Walter, 
Mr.  Perry-Watlingtoo,  and  Mr.  Whitbroad 
Report  of  Select  Committee  *  May  1 1 
Committee*  (onre-eomm,)  May  29 
179]  Committee  (on  re-eomm,)  June  9, 1828 
Reported  after  long  debate 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  12 
180]  Read  8"   and  passed,   afler    short   debate 

June  18,  123  [BUI  141] 

/.  Rea#  !••    {The  Lard   President)  June  18 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  June 
20,  518  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Read  2*  June  20  (No.  155) 

•  Committee  June  27,  858  (No.  228) 

•  Amendts  reported  (according  to  Order) ;  after 

short    debate,    farther   Amendments  made 

June  20,  021 
Read  8*  *  June  80  (No.  247) 

Royal  Assent  July  6       [28  A  29  Viet,  0. 126] 

Prisons  (Scotlaiid)  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(Lord  Advocate,  Sir  G,  Orey,  Sir  W,  Dunbar) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  24  [BiU  91] 

Read  2<»  •  April  8 

Committee* ;  Report  May  11 

Bead  d<^*  May  15 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  16 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  106) 

Committee  *  June  20  ;  Report  *  June  22 

Reads**  JttM28 
.  Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  A  29  Vict.  0.  84] 

Priyate  BiU  Costo  BiU 

{Mr.  Scaurfield,  Mr.  Crawford) 

e.  OHercd  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [Bill  7] 

177]  Road  2«  after  debate  Feb  22,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee  {Mr.  MUner 
Gibson) 

And,  on  Feb  24,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Mr.  Scoorfleld  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson,  Lord  Hotham,  Colonel  Wil- 
son Patten,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Roebuck,  Mr. 
Denman,  Mr.  Pugh,  Mr.  Caird,  and  Mr. 
Arthur  Mills ;  Feb  27»  Mr.  Watkin  added 

Report  Mar  3^{ParL  P  No.  104)  [Bill  50] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  8 

Considered  *  Mar  0 

Read8«*ifarl0 

Lords  Amendts.  [BUI  HI] 

[eoni. 


PrivaU  BiU  Costs  J?ttf— eont. 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Houghton)  Mar  18  (No.  81 ) 
Read  2*  after  debate  ^Mar  28,  [i  78]  75 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  27*  278 

(No.  47) 
Amendts.  reported  ;  New  clause  moved  {Lord 
Bedesdale);  after  debate,  withdrawn  ifar  30, 
488  (No.  51) 

Read  8>  April  6, 767 
Royal  Assent  May  26  [28  Vict.  0.  27] 


Private  BUU 

Iff]  PrivaU  Bills,  Orders  respecting  FO^t,  88 
.  Frivale  Bills — Standing  Orders,  CommiUee  on, 

appointed  Feb  16,  273 
.  Opposed     Private    Bills,    Committee     ap- 
pointed Feb  16,  278 
178]  Private  Bills — Orders  made  ihemon,  April 

6.767 
.PrivaU   Bills— Standing    Order  No.    19 1-* 
Ditplaeement  of  London  Poor,  On  Motion  of 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  Standing  Order  No* 
191  amended  April  7,  873 
179]  PrivaU  Busineti,  Observations,  Lord  Redes- 
dale  Jfay  26, 873 ;  Observations,  Lord  Stanley 
i8o]of  Alderley ;  Debate  thereon /une  23,  691; 
Observations,  Lord    Redesdale;    short  de- 
.    bate    thereon  June  26,    768 ;    Resolutions 
relating  to  Standing  Orders  considered  June 
•    80,  081 ;  Observations,  Lord  Redesdale  and 
.    Earl  Granville  July  3,  1026 
.  Private  Bills,  Committees  on.  On   Motion  of 
Earl  Cowper,  amended  by  Lord  Redesdale, 
Resolutions,  after  short  debate,   agreed  to 
Julys,  1038 
Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  upon  tho  Table  a 
list  of  those  Lords  who  have  served  on  Pri- 
vate  Bill    Committees  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament ;  and  the  number  of 
times  that  each  Lord  has  served ;  and  the 
number  of  days  he  sat  on  every  such  Com- 
mittee ( The  Earl  Cowper) 

Private  Hills 

Commons— 

e.  Court  of  Referees,  Appointment  of,  on  PrivaU 
BUU  Feb  9,  [177]  98 

Private  Bills,  Referees  on.  Select  Committee 
appointed,  and  nominated  May  30,  as  fol* 
lows  : — Colonel  Wilson  Patten  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr.  Lowe, 
Mr.  Edward  PleydoU  Bouverie,  Lord  Robert 
Cecil,  Lord  Stanley.  Mr.  Ingham,  Mr.  Schole- 
field,  Mr.  Woodd,  Mr.  Bonham-Cartcr,  Mr. 
Ennis,  Mr.  Thompson,  Mr.  Gathome  Ilardy, 
and  Sir  John  Shelley 
Report  June  21^PaW.  P.  No.  393) 

Court  of  Referees,  Thanks  of  Mr.  Speaker  to 
the  (Sonrt  of  Referees  June  27,  [180J  876 

177]  Printing  Petitions,  Moved,  "  That  on  erery 
Private  Bill  to  be  considered  by  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  all  Petitions  presented  against 
such  Bills  be  printed  at  the  expense  of  the 
Petitioners,  and  Copies  of  those  Petitions,  as 
well  as  a  Copy  of  tho  Bill  to  be  considered, 
be  delivered  to  each  Member  of  the  Commit- 
tee not  less  than  two  days  previous  to  its 
assembling  **  {Mr,  Torrene)  Feb  9, 113 ;  afler 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

[eont. 


PRI 


PRI 


{SESSION,    1865] 
177  —  178  —  179  —  i8o. 


PRI 


PUB 


PrivaU  BiUs — CouuowB^e^mt, 

I'jI^Lords*  Minutes  of  Evidence,  Hoved,  "That 
a  Menage  be  sent  to  the  Lords  requesting 
their  Lordships  to  communicate  to  this  House 
the  Minutes  of  Bvidence  which  maj  be  taken 
before  every  Committee  on  a  Private  Bill 
originating  in  the  present  Session  with  their 
Lordships,  and  sent  down  to  this  House" 
{Mr.  Henry  Seymcur)  Feb  9,  115;  after 
nebate,  Motion  agreed  to 

.  Select  Committees  on,  Standing  Order  No.  7 
read;  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "four"  and 
insert  "  three  "  (Mr,  Charles  F&rster)  Feb  9 
99  ;  after  debate,  Question,  "That  the  word 
*four'  stand  part  of  the  said  Standing 
Order  ;"  A.  Ifi4,  N.  72 ;  M.  82 

•  Chairman's  Casting  Vote — New  Standing  Order 

"  Moved,  "  That  all  questions  before  Com- 
mittees on  Private  Bills  shall  be  decided  by 
a  majority  of  voices,  and  whenever  the  voices 
are  equal,  the  question  shall  be  resolved  in 
the  negative"  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  Feb 
20,  441 ;  after  debate,  negatived 
.  Opposed  Private  Bills,  On  Motion  of  The 
Chairman  of  Committees,  resolved,  '*  That 
all  Petitions  praying  to  be  heard  upon  the 
merits  against  any  Bill  in  either  of  the 
Classes  mentioned  in  Standing  Order  No. 
178,  be  printed  by  the  Petitioners,  and 
Copies  thereof  deposited  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  at  siich  time  and 
in  such  Numbers  as  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees may  direct "  Feb  16,  278 

•  Resolution  (Mr,   Torrens) ;  Amendt.  {Oeneral 

Peel)  Feb   16,    282;    after    short    debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Resolutions  agreed  to 

•  Opposed  Private  Bills,  Resolutions  as  to  Peti- 

tioners against  Private  Bills  (The  Chairman 

of  Committees)  Feb  27, 743 
.  Fees  of  Parliamentary  Counsel,  Question,  Mr. 

Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson 

Feb  21,  498 
.  Standing  Orders,  Committee  on,  Feb  10,  [177] 

180]  Private  7?tff*— SUnding    Order  No.    179, 

Sect.  1,  considered  June  24,  761 
.  Private  J9t2^«— Standing  Orders  184  and  185 

considered,  and  amended  June  26,  764 

•  Private  St/2s— Standing  Order  No.  179,  Sect. 

1,  considered  June  27,  852 ;  Resolution  (The 
Chairman  of  Committees)  agreed  to 

.  Private  i?tW#— Stonding  Order  No.  178.  Sect. 
9,  considered  and  dispensed  with  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session  ( 7%^  Chairman  of 
Committees)  June  27, 853 
Private  Billa — Court  of  Referees — Standing 
Order  88  read  June  27 

•  Moved,   "That   the  said  Stonding  Order  be 

repealed"  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten),  861; 
Amendt.  "  That  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  (Mr,  Milner  Oibson) ;  Motion 
and  original  Question  withdrawn,  874 

Standing  Orders  89, 90,  91,  and  149  read,  and 
amended 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House  relating  to  Private  Bills,  as  amended, 
be  printed  June  21'-^Parl,  P,  No.  420) 

•  Private  J?i/I«— Standing  Order  No.  184,  Sect. 

2,  considered,  and  amended  June  29, 917 

,  Priv€Ue  BiUs — Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
considered  June  29,  917 
Moved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
be  dispensed  with  in  relation  to  Private 


Private  J9t27#^CoifMOiri— .eonf. 

Bills  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Session  (The 
180]  Chmrman  of  CommiUees) ;  Motion  agreed 

to  June  29 
.  Standing  Order  No.  60  rescinded,   and  new 

Standmg  Order  substituted  JWy  8,    1040; 

Alteration  of  Standing  Orders  July  4,  1161 

Private  Business 

Observations,  Viscount  Palmerston  July  4. 
[180]  1164 

Probate,  Court  of 
Question,  Mr.  John  Locke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
Mar  23,  [178386 

Pkobt,  Right  Hon.  Lord  (Comptroller  of 
the  Household),  Wicklow  Co, 

Indian  Officers,  Her  Majesty's  Reply  to  Ad- 
dress, [i 79]  45 

Lords  Commissioners'  Speech,  Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  Address,  [177]  155 

United  States  —  Assassination  of  President 
Lincoln,  Answer  to  Address,  [178]  1471 

Procnrators  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Lord  Advocate,  Sir  O,  Qrey,  Sir  W.  Dunbar) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  21 

Read  1°  •  Mar  23  [Bill  871 

Read  2°  •  Mar  31 

Committee  • ;  Report  May  18  [Bill  157] 
Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  May  25 
Read8o*/un0  12 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  248] 

I,  Read  U^(The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June\3 
Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  153) 

Committee  *  June  20  ;  Report  *  June  22 
Read  3*  •  June  23  (No.  207) 

Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  A  29  Viet,  0. 85] 

Protection  of  Female  Children  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Denman) 
I  Presented  ;  read  1"  •  July  6  (No.  255) 

Puhlio  Accounts,  Committee  of 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  17>  [177] 
320 
On   Feb  20,  Select  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.    Edward    PieydcU   Bouyerie 
(Chairman),    Mr.    Walpoie,     Sir    Stafford 
Northcote,  Sir  Henry  Willoughby,  Mr.  Peel, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Goi- 
chen,  and  Mr.  Pollard. Urquhart ;  April  8, 
Mr.  Stansfeld  added 
Report  of  the  Committeo— (Par/.  P,  No.  413) 

Public  Honse  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amend- 
ment Bill    (Mr,  Cox,  Mir,  Oosehen) 

177]  c.  Ordered  after  debate  Feb  14,  251 

Read  V  •  Feb  15  [BiU  22] 

178]  MoTcd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
(Mt,  Co»)  April  6,  803 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  <'  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  (Mir,  Lawsim) ;  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main 
Question  agreisd  to ;  Read  2^  Aprilt 
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A&jttf  ibiatf  CldHng  Aa  (1864)   Jm^fU&n^nl 

JNE^'HWDt. 

i^o]  Considered  in  Committee  Ifay  18,  543 :  after 
long  debate,  Bill  reported  [BiU  169] 

Considered  *  May  23 

Read  3°*  ifay  25  .     ^ 

Lords  AmendU.  riBlU  230] 
I.  Read  !••  (The    Marqiust  of   Oamiearde) 
Ifay  26  (No.  136) 

Bead  2«  after  short  debate  June  1, 1116 
i8o]  Mored,  That  the  House  be  now  pat  into 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill  June  13,  113  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  House 
,      in  Committee,  114  (No.  151) 

.  Amendt.  reported /«tw  20,  515  . 

Moved,  to  re-insert  Clause  5  {The  Marqueu 
of  Clanriearde) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to ;  Clauio  re-inserted     (No.  193) 
Read  3^  *  June  33 
Royal  Atient  Jnm  89       [28  A  99  Viei.  c.  77] 


JPMic  Hotue  Ohting  Act  (1864)  Ametut- 
maiif  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
Mar  80,  [i  78]  488 

PuhUe  Mtueumt,  Jbe. 
Petitions  for  opening  in  ETontngs  presented 
{Lord  Ebury)  June  80»  [180]  969 


PeUIo  Oi&oes  (Site  and  Approax^es)  Bill 

{Mr.  Cowper,  Sir  CharUe  Wood) 

9.  Motion  for  leave  {Mr.  Cowper),  [177]  1801  ; 
after  debate,  Moved,  ••  That  the  debate  be 
how  adjourned  "  {Mr.  P&eke) ;  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  agreed  to 

BiU  ordered ;  read  1°  •  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills 
Mar  7  [Bill  W] 

Read  2^  *  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
Mar  30 

And,  on  March  23,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Mr.  Cowper  (Chairman),  Lord  John 
Manners,  Sir  John  Shelloy,  Mr.  Baillie  Coch- 
rane. Mr.  H.  B.  Baring,  Mr.  E.  P.  Bouverie, 
and  Mr.  Gaskell 

Report  •Ji;n7  8  [Bill  99] 

Committee*  ;  Report  April t 

Readd«*  J^7 
I.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  AvrU  27 

Read  2»  after  debate  May  19,  [179]  CWtNo.  68) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  22 

Committee*  {on  re-comin.) ;  Report  May  28 

Read  8*  *  May  26 

Royal  Assent  June,2  [38  Viet.  0.  81] 


Public  PeHUom 

On  Feb  13,  Committee  appointed  as  follows  : — 
Mr.  Charles  ^orster  (Uhairman),  Mr.  Bon- 
ham-Carter,  Sir  James  Fei-gusson,  Mr.  Gard, 
Major  Gavin,  Llent.-Col.  Gray,  Sir  Edward 
Grogan,  Mr.  Hope  Johnstone,  Mr.  Ijall, 
Mr.  Taverner  John  Miller,  Sir  Colman 
Michael  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Hastings  Russell, 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  Owen  Stanley, 
and  Viscount  Enfield 


PaWc  Schools  Bill  [hl.] 

{The  Earl  of  Clarendtm) 
I  Presented ;  read  1"^  •  Ifor  18  (No.  83) 

178]  Petitions  from  University  of  Oxford  and 
Mercers  Company,  presented  ( The  EaH  of 
Derby),  680  ,,    _. 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*"  (2%<? 
£arl  of  Clarendon)  Avril  8,  683 ;  after  long 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to :  Billrcad  2»  April  8 
.  Petitions  presented  (The  Marquetg  of  Salio- 

bury)  April  4,  744 
.  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  May  3, 

1304 

And,  on  May  4,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  Ld.  President,  D.  Marlborough,  E. 
Derby,  E.  Devon,  E.  Stanhope,  E.  Claren- 
don, E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Powis,  E.  Harrowby, 
V.  Stratford  de  Redcliffe,  V.  Eversley,  L. 
Bp.  London,  L.  Lyttelton,  L.  Houghton ; 
May  5,  Lord  Wrottesley  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  •  June  33    (No.  90) 

Bill  as  amended  (No.  303) 

PuoH,  Mr.  D.,  Carmarthenshire 
Malt  Duty.  Comm.  [180]  270,  275 
Private  BiU  CosU,  3R.  ^77]  ««?  ^_     ^ 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  2R.  [178]  816;   Comm. 
el.  2,  [1191502 

analificatioiL  for  Offices  Abolitioii  BOl 

{Mr.  Had/Uld,  Sir  MorUm  Peto,  Mr.  Baines) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  F<?6  9  [Bill  3] 

177]  Read  3"  after  debate,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  Feb  18,  313 

And,  on  March  1,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Mr.  Hadfield  (Chairman,  Mr.  Peel, 
Mr.  Locke  King,  Sir  John  Trelawny,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Remington 
MUls,  Mr.  Baines,  Lord  Robert  Montagu, 
Sir  Brook  Bridges,  Mr.  Edward  Egerton, 
Mr.  SolateivBooth,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Bilr.  R. 
Long,  and  Mr.  F.  S.  PoweU 

Report  Mar  9  l^^^  63] 

Committee  •  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  Mar  16 

Considered  as  amended  •  Mar  17 
178]  Moved,   "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  8«'* 
{Mr.  EadJiM)  Mar  28,  ISl  , 

Debate  arising  on  a  point  of  order ;  Motion, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Colonel 
Dunne)  ;  A.  73,  N.  141  ;  M.  69 ;  Question 
again  proposed ;  after  further  debate,  Amendk 
to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon  thia  day 
six  months "  {Mr.  Newdeyata),  186 ;  after 
long  debate,  Question,  "That 'now,'  4o.;" 
A.  180,  N.  56 ;  M.  74 

BiU  read  8« -War  88  ^^     ^^^ 

I,  Read  1»*  {Lord  Houghton)  Mar  34     (No.  46) 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  8»"  {Lord 
Houghton)  May  U  1228 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  insert  "  this 
day  six  months"  {The  Earl  of  Derby) .  Ques- 
tion, "That  «now,'  Ac.,  Oont."  49,  Not- 
Oont.  72 ;  M.  28 ;  List  of  Oont.  and  Not- 
Cont.,  1386 

fiiU  to  be  read  2»  on  this  day  liz  uoatha 

Railway  AmdenU 
Question,  Mr.  Bentinok ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 

\e<nU. 
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Gibson  Feb  9,  [177]  116 ;  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  Mcer  6,  '*  That  it  is,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  desirable  that  power 
should  be  vested  by  Act  of  Parliament  in 
the  Board  of  Trade,  or  in  some  other  De- 
partment of  the  Government,  to  institute 
an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  any  accidents 
which  may  occur  on  Railways,  with  powers 
to  call  for  all  papers  and  to  examine  wit- 
nesses on  oath  ;  and  that,  <feo."  {Mr.  Berim 
tinck),  [177]  1124;  Question,  "That  the 
words,  Ac. ;"  after  debate,  agreed  to 

Accident  on  the  GreaX  Wiestem  Railway,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  William  Gallwey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  9,  [179]  1337  ;  Observa- 
tions, Sir  Lawrence  Palk ;  Reply,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  June  9,  1342 

Suieter,  Thomoi,  and  others.  Moved,  "  That 
there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copy  of  any 
Papers][relating  to  the  inquest  on  the  bodies 
of  Thomas  Sweter,  George  Kent,  and  Wil- 
liam Anderton  "{Sir  Lawrence  P(Uk)Jtdy  4, 
[180]  1165;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 


Railway  Bills — (Group  8) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Special  Report  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  8  of  Railway  Bills  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders,  &o"  (Mr,  Thompson)  May  26, 
[179]  874 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 


Bailway   Construction    Facilities    Act 
(1864)  Amendment  Bill 

(i&.  WhaUey,  Mr,  MeMahcn) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  21  [Bill  371 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  {Mr, 
WhaUey)  June  20,  [180]  693;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 


Bailway  Debentures,  ftc.  Registry  Bill 

[H.L.]      ( The  Earl  of  Bclmore) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1»*  May  11  (No.  99) 

Read  2*  *  June  12 
Considered  in  Committee*  June  20 
Report*  June  22  (No.  191) 

Read  3**  June  23 
e.  Read  P*  June  28  [Bill  241] 

Order  for  second  reading  read  June  26,  [180] 
848  ;  after  short  debate,  second  reading  put 
off  for  a  fortnight 


Railway  Passengers  Bill 

(The  Lord  St,  Leonards) 

2.  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dartmouth  ;  Reply, 

Lord   St.   Leonards    Jtme   13,  [180]   107; 

short  debate  thereon 

Bill  presented;  after  short  debate  read  1*  June 

13,  [180]  107;  Bill  withdrawn /mm;  19,  432 

(No.  149) 


lUilway  Travelling  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Cobnan  (/Loghlen,  Colonel  Diekson,  Majat 

Gavin,  Mr.  Siaepoole) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  *  Mar  10  [BUI  66] 

Moved.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"*"  (Sir 

C,  (TLoghlen)  Mar  22,  [178]  51 
Amendt.  to  leave  ont  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  (Mr.  Blake);  Questioi^ 

"  That  the  words,  dec. ;"  after  debate,  (^uet. 

lion,  ;"That  '  now,' Ac.  ;":A.  39,  N.  42  ;  M. 

3;  words'added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 

agreed  to  t   second  reading  put   off  for  six 

months 

Bailways 

CommunieoHon  between  Passengers  and  OuardSp 
Question,  Sir  William  Gallwey  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  Mar  16,  [177]  1741  ;  Moved, 
''That  some  immediate  provision  should 
be  made  for  compelling  Railway  Companies 
to  make  arrangements  for  establishing  a 
proper  communication  between  Guards  and 
Passengers"  {Sir  William  Oallwey)  May  9, 
[1 70]  60 ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Xjcaistation,  Question,  Mr.  Roebuck ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  14, 
[177]  231;  Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  14, 
235 

Travelling,  Question,  Colonel  Greville;  An- 
swer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  15,  £180]  362 


Railways  Clanses  Bill 

(Mir,  Milner  Oibson,  Mr.  ffuU) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Aprti  85  [BiU  114] 

Reads*"*  May  25 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  26        [Bill  170] 
Order  for  Committee  (on  re-^cmm.)  read 
Moved,  **  Thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair" /tmtf  21,  [180]  616 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  this  liouse  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr. 
Bass),  618 ;  Question,  *'  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  alter  debate,  Ainendt.  and  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Bating  of  Minei  and  Timber 
Question,  Mr.  Lyall;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Vil- 
liers  Feb  24,  [1 77]  659 

Bating  of  Official  Rmdenoee 

Question,  Colonel  North;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
May  19,  [179]  587;  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  28,  640 

Batenswobth,  Lord 
Imperial  Gas,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  868 
Imperial  Gas  Company's  Works  at  Chelsea, 

[179]  112 
Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  1532 
Poor  Rates,  Metropolitan  and  Suburban  Dis> 

tricts,  [177J  278,  280 
Sewage   •Utilization,  2R.  [179]   874;  Comm. 

628, 629 
Sheep  and  Cattle,  2R.  [178]  1458 
Tyne  Improvement,  8R.  [180]  850 
United    States  —  Assassination    of   President 

Linoob,[i78]  1451 


I 
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177  —  178  - 

Reading  Clerk  and   Clerk  of  Outdoor 
CommiUeei 
The  Hon.  SliDgsbj  Bethell  appointed  Feb  17, 
[177]  316 

Becord  of  Title  (Ireland)  Bill  [h-l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

L  Presented  ;  read  !••  April  6  (No.  68) 

178]  Read  2*  after  short  delwte  May  i,  1453 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  9  (No.  97) 

Reads**  MayU 

Commons  Amendts.  (No.  194) 
e.  Read  l**  May  17  [Bill  151] 

179]  Read   2»  after  long  debate  ifay  25,  841  ; 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  after  debate ; 
Committee — bj*.  June  \,  1181 
180]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committee — b.p. 

June  12,  86 
•  Committee  ;  Report  June  15,  SSO    [Bill  217] 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 
Read  d<>  *  June  20 
Royal  Assent  July  5  [28  it  29  Viei.  0. 88] 

Reeord  of  Title  {Ireland)  \8tamp»\ 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee*  June  13 
Resolution  reported  June  14 


L    INDEX } 
•  179  —  180. 


RED        ROA 


RsDESDALE,    Lord    (Chairman    of    Com- 
mittees) 
Bankruptcy  and  InsoWeiicy  (Ireland),  2B.  [177] 

1222 
Business  of  the  House,  [180]  918 
Business,  Private,  [179]  873 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

692,694,763,  764,1026 
Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1046 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180^  1086 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [180]  347 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [178]  1192; 

Comm.  Amendt.  1308  ;  [180]  252 
Courts  of  Justice.  Concentration  (Site),  3R. 

el.  14,  Amendt.  [178]  1584  ;  add,  el,  1585, 

1587,  1588  ;  Commons  Amendts.  [180]  358 
Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  Returns  moved 

for,  [177]  1918 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, [198]  552 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking — Standing  Order, 

[179]  958 
Edmunds,    Leonard — Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1215,  1220,  1221 ;  Report 

of  Select  Comm.  Res.  [i  78]  1573 ;— Pension, 

Res.  6,  [179]  38, 42, 44 
Education,  National,  [177]  1735 
Education — Revised  Code  —  Examination  of 

Children,  [178]  879 
Imperial  Gas,  2R.  [179]  866 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 

[180]  255 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  257 
Marriages  (Lamboume),  Comm.  [179]  192 
Metropolis   Sewage  and    Essex  Reclamation, 

8R.  [179]  1115 
Mortgage  lisbentures,  2R.  [179]  719 
Opposed  Private  Bills,  Res.  [177]  278 
ParUament,  Dissolution  of  the,  [180]  851 
Patent  Righto,  [177]  635,  636,  736 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [180]  968 

Report,  el.  4, 1144 


RxBisDALV,  liOrd — eeni. 

Private   Bill    Costo,  3R.   [178]  76;  Bspsit; 

add,  el  483,  484 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  179,  [iSo] 

852, 917 
Public   IIous^  Closing  Aet  AmendmcBt,  SE. 

[179]  1117;  Comm.  [180]  118, 114 
Public  OfOces  (Site  and  Approaehes),  SR.  [179] 

559 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  735 
Sewage  Utilization,  2R.  [i  79]  377 ;  Comm.  Ol 
SUnding    Order  No.   191  —  DisplaoeBBSBt  tf 

London  Poor,  [178]  875 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [i77]  741 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  2R.  [180]  38 

Reformatory^  Children,  JSxhihition  of 
Question,  Mr.  Tavemer  John  Miller ;  Aniver, 
Sir  George  Grey  April  25,  [i  78]  1001 

Refreshment    Eouees    Act^     Cowncthm 

under 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Douglas;    Answsr,8tr 
George  Grey /V6  20,  [177]  450;   QuesliM, 
Sir  Charles  Douglas ;    Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Feb  27,  749 

Regenfs  Park — Bridge  over  the  Canal 
Question,  Mr.   Uarvey  Lewis ;    Answer,  Ifr. 
Cowper  JFV6  23,  [177]  600 

Rentcharges  (Ireland)  Bevision  Bi]l[iix] 

( The  Marquea  of  Clanriearde) 
I,  Presented;  read  U^  June  22        (No.  20S) 

Revision  of  the  Liturgg 
Question,    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre ;    Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  June  1,  [179]  1122 

BiCHMOND,  Duke  of 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking — Standing  Order, 

[179]  957,  969;  [180]  347 
Union  Chargeability,  3R.  [180]  525 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  "W.,  Northumberland,  N, 
North  and  South  Shields,  PorU  of,  [180]  1169 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuanoe,  Comm.  [iSoj 

721 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  122 

Biver  Waters  Protection  Bill 

{Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Sir  FitzRoy  KeUf, 

Mr,  Ferrand,  Mr.  Eibberi) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  VFeb^  [Bil  S 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {Lord 

R,  Montagu)  Mar  8,  [177]  1309 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  "  npOQ 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Jatk$on),\^* 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Rivers,  Pollution  of 

Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagn  ;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  May  30,  [179]  1101 


BOA  ROB        (  S  B  S  S  I  0 

,77  «.  ,78  - 

JRoach  River  Fishery  Bill 
I.  Read  2«  after  short  debate  Feb  97,  [1 77]  784 
e.  Read  2^  after  debate  June  8,  [179]  1282,  and 
oommitted 

Boadfl  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Lord  JSleho,  Sir  O.  Mtmigomety, 
Sir  R,  Ansiruiher) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Ajnil  3  [Bill  101] 

Read  2<»  •  April  25 

Committee  ^ ;  Report  May  25        [Bill  185] 
Committee  *  (onre-eimm,)  June  19— b.p. 
Report  June  20,  [180]  634  [BUI  231] 


B0BBRT8ON,  Mr.  D.,  Berwickehire 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [178]  1064 


BoBSBisoN,  Mr.  H.,  Shrewsbury 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  889 
Navy  Estimates — New  Works,  <fec.  [179]  938, 

942 
Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

442 
RaUway  TraveUing  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  66 


Bochdale  Vicarage  Bill  [n.L.] 

( The  Earl  of  Chichester) 

I,  Presented ;  read  !»•  June  23         (No.  213) 

Read  2** /untf  26 

Committee*;  Report /tm«  27 

Read3»*  June  29 
e.  Read  !<>  ^  June  29  [Bill  252] 

Read  2»  •  June  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Rcad3«*/ti/y3 

Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  <fe  29  Vict,  0. 117] 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Axeem  Jah,  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

Res.  [178]  1606,  1609 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  el,  8,  [179]  822  ; 

Preamble,  827,  828 
Bankruptcy   Act,    Select  Comm.  moved  for, 

[I77]:i23 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [17811393, 

1449 
Canada—Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1627 
Chemists  and  DruggUts  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  476 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prao- 

Uoe,2R.[i77]578 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1197 
Hutt,  Major  General,  Case  of,  [177]  1537 
Inns  of  Court,  21^  [178]  1045 
Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  OflBoer8,[i78]  376, 

377,  378 
Ireland— SUte  of,  Res.  [177]  751 ;— Case  of 

Patrick  Doyle,  1481 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  613,  617 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el,  1,  [180]  310,  313, 

314 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  779 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2 R.  [177]  649 
New  Zealand— \¥ar  in,  [177]  1485 

[coiU. 
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RoiBCCK,  Mr.  J.  A. — eoM, 

Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  el,  [170! 

538  ^ 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [i8o|  325 
Private  Bill  Cfosts,  2R.  [177]  568 
Public   Uouse  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[178]  868  ;  Comm.ci.  2,  [179]  545,  547,  551, 

552 
Railway  Legislation,  [17  7]  231,  233 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  62 
Saffron  Hill  Murder,  [178]  84 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [i  78]  778 

Rogers,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Belston 
Army— Military  Train,  [179]  641 

Roll  of  the  Lords 
Delivered  Feb  7 

RoLT,  Mr.  J.,  Gloucestershire,  W. 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  el,  1,  [180]  839 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.cZ.  3,  [177] 

606 ;  add.  el,  607 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  2R. 

[177]  607 

Roman  Gatholio  Bishops 
Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;    Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  June  29,  [180]  927 

Roman  Catholic  Oath  Bill 

{Lord  J,  Browne,  Sir  C.  (yLoghlen, 
Mr,  Bennessy) 

178]  tf.  Act  considered  in  Committee;  Bill 
ordered  ;  road  P  Mcar  21,  24        [Bill  86] 

179]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
(Mr,  MonseU)  May  17,  429 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  ^  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months "  {Mr,  Lefiroy),  438 ; 
after  long  debate.  Question,  "That  'now,' 
<!ec.  ;"  A.  190,  N.  134  ;  M.  56  ;  Division  List, 
Ayes  and  Noes,  477 ;  main  Question  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  read  2°  May  17 
Order  for  Committee  read 

.  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  {Mr,  MonseU)  May  19,  611 ;  Motion, 
**  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  "  ( Afr. 
Vance)',  A.  44,  N.  115;  M.  71 

.  Question  again  proposed,  617 ;  Motion,  ''That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn"  {Mr,  Banks 
Stanhope) ;   A.  36,  N.  102  ;  M.  66 

.  Question  again  proposed,  619  ;    after  further 
debate,  debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  debate  on  going  mto   Committee 
[19th  May]  further  adjourned  May  23 

.  Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate  [10th  May] 
resumed  May  30, 1051 ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
*'  That,"  and  add  **  this  House  will,  upon  this 
day  six  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee  "  {Mr,  Newdegaie)  ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after  long  debate, 
A.  193,  N.  126;  M.  67;  main  Question 
agreed  to;  Bill  considered  in  Committee 
May  30,  1097  ;  Committee — b.p.  ;  Division 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes 
180]  Committee  ;  Report  June  12,  46 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3°  "  (Mr, 
MonseU)  June  15,  325  ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  agreed  to ;  Read  3<^  June  15 
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Roman  CaihoHc  Oath  Billr^eoni. 

I.  Read  l*^(Th€  Earl  qf  D0v<m)June  Id 

(No.  170) 
80] Moved,  "That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2»" 
June  26,  764 

•  Amendt.  to  leaTO  oat  "  now/'  and  insert  "  this 

daj  three  months"  ( The  Earl  of  Derby),  772; 
after  long  debate,  Question,  **  That  '  now/ 
<bc./'Cont.  63,  Not-Cont.  84  ;  M.  21 ;  List  of 

•  Cont.  and  Not-Gont  821 ;  resolved  in  the 
negative;  Bill  to  be  read  2»  on  this  daj 
three  months 


Boman  CathoUe  Oath  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey ;  Obserrations  thereon  May  28, 
[i  79]  741 ;  Observations,  Sir  John  Faking- 
ton  ;  Rept/,  Mr.  Monsell  May  29, 1035 

Roman  Gaiholic  Schooli 

Question,  The  Marqiiess  of  Westmeath  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  June  27,  [180]  859 

Bome-^BriHih  Passports 
Question,  Mr.  II.  Banng ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lajard 
Feb  20,  [i  77]  450 

Rose,  Mr.  Aldennan  W.  A.,  Southampton 

Canada — Defences  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

828 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  95 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  604,  506 
Customs,  Out  Door  OflScers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1208 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  838,  848 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  605 
Metropolis    Sewage  and   Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.[i77]844 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1903 
Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  the, [170! 

212 

Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1297 
Supply— Post  OflBoe  Packet  Service,  [180]  472; 

-—Office  of  Woods,  Ac.  481,  482 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment.  Leave. 

[178]  1016  ' 

Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  779 

Rupert's  Land 

Question,  Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  3,  [178]  1601 

Russell,    Earl  (Secretary  of    State    for 
Foreign  AflPairs) 
Ahyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 
in,  [178]  1078  ;  Papers  moved  for,[i79]  736, 
1043,  1044  ;  [180]  110,  112.  1151, 1165 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [^77]  33 
Belligerent  Kights,  [i  70]  287,  201 
Brazil  and  Uruguay — The  River  Plate,  [177! 
1367 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 
696  '  L      J 

Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 
[177]  434  *^ 


RussiLL,  Earl— «0f}<. 

Doekrall,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [\'fi\ 

192 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of-<-PeDsioB, 

Res.  [179]  31,  37 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  700 
Jackson,  Mr.,  Claims  of,  [180]  975 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  792, 800 
Ryan,  Mary,  Case  of,  [177]  1649 
Sarawak— Consul  at,  [180]  690 
Slave  Trade,  The,  [180]  431 
Turkey  and  Persia — Boundary  Negotiation, 

Papers  moved  for,  [177]  1731 
United  States— Relations  with  the,  [178]  68;- 

Assassination  of  President    Lincoln,   1073, 

1074;    Address    moved,   1219;    Belligermt 

Rights,  [180]  4,  6 ;— Close  of  the  Civil  War, 

1143 

Russell,  Sir  W.,  Norvnch 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex   Reclamalioo, 
2R.   [177]  832,  845;   Consid.  [178]  887 
^add,  a.  1000 

Russia    Companies    Dues  —  The    (kuiA 
General  at  St.  Petershurgh 
Question,  Mr.  Clay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gib- 
son Feb  14,  [177]  234 ;  Question,  Mr.  Clay; 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb  14,  234 

Russia^  Epidemio  in 

Question,  The  Bishop  of  Oxford ;  Answer, 
Earl  Granville  April  4,  [178]  744;  Qass- 
tion.  Sir  John  Pakington;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  April  6,  784 ;  Question,  The 
Bishop  of  Oxford ;  Answer,  Earl  GranTille 
April  7,  879  ;  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  As- 
swer.  Sir  George  Grey  April  7,  889 

RuTLAKD,  Duke  of 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  Amondt.  [180]  20 

Saffron  Hill  Murder — Case  of  Peliszioni 
Question,  Mr.  l.awson  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Feb  13,  [177]  209  ;  Question,  Mr.  Roe- 
buck ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  23, 
[i7S]84;  Question,  T^rd  Uoughton ;  An- 
swer,  Earl  Granville  Mar  30,  484 

St,  Benety  Oracechurch  Street,  and  AU- 
hallows,  Lombard  Street 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford;    Answer,  Mr.  E.  P. 
Bouverie/V6  17, [177]  321 

St.  Oeorge  S'in-the-East — Rev.  Bryan  King 
Explanation,  Mr.  Staniland  May  29,  [179]  977 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of  (Lord  Steward  of 
the  Household) 
Bankruptcy    and     Insolvency     (Ireland)    Act 
Amendment,  2K.  [177]  1222,  1223  ;  Comm. 

_   Am 

1305 


1645;  Report,  [  1 78J  274;  Commons  AmendU. 


Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  1044 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  add.  cl.  [180]  923 
Union  OflQcers  (Ireland)  Superanonation,  3ft. 

[179]  3.  4 
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(SESSION,    1865  ) 
177  — 178  — 179  —  180. 


SAL 


sA;y 


SL  Jameis  Park 
Question,  Sir  William  Fraser;  Aniwer,  Sir 
George  6rey/tin«9,  [179]  1347 

Si.  John,  Case  of  Mr. 
Question,  Mr.    Monsell;    Answer,  Mr.   Peel 
ifay  25,  [179]  788 

St.  Leonabds,  Lord 

Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  2R.  [177]  1463 

Bankruptcy  and  InsolTonoy  (Ireland)  Aoi 
Amendment,  Commons  Amendts.  [178]  1806 

Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [178]  556, 
558 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1040 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R. 
[177]  1030;  8R.  [179]  106 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [178]  1181  ; 
Comm.  1309;  el.  16,  1314;  3R.  el,  16, 
Amendt.  1578, 1580,  1581,  1582 

Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, [178]  553,  554,  555 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [180]  522 


Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [179]  721 
Partnership    Amendment,    2K.    [180] 


11' 


Comm.  el,  1,  252  ;  Report,  712 
Patent  OfBce — Appointment  of  Mr.  Edmunds, 

Explanation,  [1793717 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108,  434,  436 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2K.  [178]  1456 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  807 
Strikes  and  Lock  Outs,  IR.  [178]  1575 

St.  MaxtBi  Earl 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  31 

8t.  Ittus  Church,  Liverpool 

Petition  presented  by  The  Earl  of  Derby ; 
Obsenrations  thereon  Jfay  26,  [179]  860 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
PubUc  Schools,  [178]  744 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment 

Bill      {^r.  Baring,  Sir  Oeorge  Orey) 

1 78]  Ordered  April  25, 1024 

Read  !•  •  April  26  [Bill  1 1 7] 

1 79]  Read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee May  15,  373 
And,  on  May  19,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Mr.T.  Baring  (Chairman),  Mr^cland, 
Mr.C.Bentinck,  Mr.  U.  Fcnwick,  Mr.  E.  Fen- 
wick,  Mr.  Fleming,  Mr.  Ilibbert,  Mr.  Knight, 
Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Lygon,  Lord  R.  Montagu, 
Mr.  Morritt,  Colonel  Pennant,  Mr.  Whalley, 
Mr.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr.  MoMahon,  Mr. 
Mackio 
Report*  Jttiitf  1  [BiU187] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) — b.p.  June  12 
180]  Committee  (on  re-comm,) ;  Report  June  16, 

363  [BiU  2201 

.  As  amended  considered  June  20,  502 ;  after 

short  debate.  Read  3**  June  21,  624 
L  Read  1*<^  {L<yrd  Stanley  of  Alderley)  Jtme  22 
'    Read  2*  •  June  23  (No.  109) 

.  Considered  in  Committee  June  27,  857 
Report*  June  20  (No.  229) 

Read3»*  June  30 
Royal  Assent  July  6        [28  it  29  Viet.  0. 121] 

YOL*   CLXXX.    [XHIBD  8XBIXS.] 


Salmon  Fishery  AeU 
Question,  Mr.  Knight;    Answer,  Mr.   T.  G. 
Barbgu4i)ra7,[i78]888 

Salmon  Fiflheries  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill      (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley) 
I.  Read  I*  •   June  19  (No.  175) 

Saloxoks,  Mr.  Alderman  D.,  Oreenmeh 

Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic  (Signatures 
to  Petitions),  Report,  [177]  1737;    Comm. 

[1 79]  «9 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1255  ;eZ.  5, 
Amendt.  1265  ;  el.  8,  1266 ;  add.  el,  1260, 
1272;  3R.   [179]   310;   Re-Comm.    el.  8, 
826 
CiTil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  717 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  840 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  add.  cl,  [180]  130 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  Leave,  [177]  949  ; 

2R.  [178]  1053 
Nary  Estimates — Scientific  Departments,  [178] 
731 ; — Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  948 ; — 
Now  Works,  Ae.  [179]  939, 940 
Partnership  Amendment,    Comm.  el,  2,  [179] 

531 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  250; 
— New  Westminster  Bridge,  253 ; — Metropo- 
litan Fire  Brigade,  258  ; — Lunatic  Asylum, 
Isle  of  Man,  599  ; — Rates  for  GoTerameDt 
Property,  601 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  c^.  1,  [180] 
846 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  d,  8,  [178]  1268 
GoTcmment  Annuities,  [177]  959 

Sarawak^  The  Consul  at 
Question,   Viscount  Stratford   De  Redoliflli ; 
Answer,  Earl  Russell  June  28,  [180]  690 


Sat  First 
Feb  7— The  Earl  Cad<^n,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
Feb  24— The  Lord  Oienfbrd,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
Mar  2— The  Duke   of  ClcTcland   after   the 

Death  of  his  Brother 
May  29— The  Earl  Poulett,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Uncle 
June  16— The  Lord  Ashburton,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Brother 
June  27— The  Earl  of  Morley,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 


Saturday    Half-Holiday  and   the    Civil 

Service 
Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  Viscount  Pal* 
merston  June  12,  [180]  45  ;    Question,  Mr. 
Buxton  ;     Answer,    Viscount    Palmonton 
June  22,  638 

Savings  Banks  and  the  National  Debt 
Question,  Mr.  Henley ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  19,  [180]  442 

3  a 
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SMMwig  and  HoUtetn^  Dwihm  of 
QaetUon,  Sir  Hany  Verney;    Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  Feb  S7,  [177]  749;    QiMttioo,  Sir 
Harry  Vemej  ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Layard  AprU  7, 
[178]  925 

SomrEisEB,  Hr.  H.  W.,  Zanea»Ur 

Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  S41 
SoHOLEFiBLD,  Mr.  W.,  Btrminffhom 

India— Laoknow  Prize  Money,  [178]  371 
Fartnenhip  Amendment,  2R.  [i  78]  1285 


Science  ami  Art  Collections 

Question,  Mr.  Potter;  Answer,  Mr.  Bmoe 
Feb  21,  [177]  500;  Observations,  Mr. 
Gregory ;  Ueply,  Mr.  Oowper ;  debate  thereon 
3fiiy5[x78]1587 


ScLiTER-BooTH,  Mr.  0.|  Hampshire,  N. 

Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1145 
Private  BUls— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

112 ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  445 
Public  Offloes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leaye, 

[177]  1808 
Union  Chafgeability,  2R.  [178]  841 

ScoTLAin) 

ColUciiott  of  the  Revenue  in,  Obsenrations, 
Mr.  Craufurd;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  May  12,  [179]  228 

Drcdnage  and  Improvemeni  of  Landed  Pro- 

a,  Observations,  Mr.  WiJdegrave-Leslie ; 
^  /,  Sir  George  Grey  June  1,  [179]  1124 

Farm  Buildinga  and  CoUaget  in.  Question, 
Mr.  Kinnaird;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
June  80,  [180I  962 

Judicial  StaUtttee,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  2,  [177] 
953 

Lands  and  Heritages,  Valuation  of,  Seleot 
Committee  appointed  (Mr,Dunlop)  Feb  24, 
[177]  738 

And,  on  March  8,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Dunlop  (Chairman),  Bir.  Baxter, 
Mr.  Blackburn,  Mr.  Edward  Fleydell  Bou- 
verie.  Lord  George  Cavendish,  Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke,  Major  Cumming  Bruoe,  Mr.  Dal- 

flish.  Colonel  Douglas  Pennant,  Sir  James 
^ergusson,  Hr.  William  Leslie,  Mr.  Maokie, 

Sir    Graham    Montgomery,   Mr.   Smollett; 

Mar  21,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  disch..  Sir 

John  Ogilvy  added ;  May  8,  Mr.  Adam  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  Mag  22 — (Pari.  P. 

No.  800) 
Medical  PraetiUoners,  Question,  Mr.  Black; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  28,  [177] 

599 
Piers  and  Harbours,  Question,  Mr.  R.  W. 

Duff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Mag  26,  [170]  915 
Port  Patrick  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  AprU^,  [178] 

783 
Postal  Sgstem  of  Fife,  Question,  Sir  Robert 

Anstruther ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Mar  28,'[i  78] 

870  ^  '  ^ 

\conl. 


SooTLAim— «ottl. 

Roads  and  Bridges  BUI,  Qaetiion,Mr.  WaUe- 
mve-Leelie ;  Answer,  Lord  Eleho  Mar  M, 
[i  77]  1922  ;  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer, 
Lord  Elcho  Mw  15,  [179I  302— See  Roaii 
and  Bridges  {Scotland)  BUI 

akerifs  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  MtxrZ,  [177]  1942 

Soon,  Lord  H.  J.,  SeJkirlskire 
WriU  Registration  (Scotland),  Ooaan.  [179] 
1194 

ScoxTRFiELD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Haimfordwest 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  87 
Bath,  Order  of  the.  Address  moved,  [180]  406 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  90 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  923 
Navy — Dockyard  Superintendents^  Res.  [180] 

890 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1431 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  o^  Res.  (179]  200 
Private  Bill  Costa,  2a.  [177]  564, 575 
Private  BUls— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [i77] 

111 
South  Kensington  New  Road,  Ra-C(»nm.  [180] 

863 
Supply—  Superintendent   of    Roads,    SeeUi 

Wales,  [179]  1187;— Post  OflSoeDepartsMBt^ 

1360 
Turnpike  Tolls  Abolition,  Leave,  [178]  1524 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [17^  814;  Conni. 

[i79]121;Consid.  687 


Scully,  Mr.  V.,  Cork  Co. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  53; 

Report,  Amendt.  84,  89 
Army  —  Recruiting,  Commiesion   moved  for, 

[I77J832 
Clonpriest,  dsc.   Benefices  (Ireland},  Retarni 

moved  for,  [177]  239,  250 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

836 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [i78]623; 

[179]  1269 
Courta  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  196 
Criminal  Cases  (Evidence),  2R.  demrred,  [177] 

945 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [178]  77 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  307 
Ireland— Titles  to    Land,  [177I    189  .^-MaU 

Service;   204  ; — Stipendiary  Magistrates- 
Mr.   Ffrench,  1476 ;— Case  of  Mary  Ryan, 

1535; — Administration  of  Justice,   1828, 

1829  ;— Railway  System,   Address    moved, 

[1781912 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  7,  [178] 

752  ',cin,  754,  755 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  fbr,  Amendt.  [178]  623,  625 
Law  of  Evidence,  Ac.  Leave,  [177]  261 ;  2B. 

940 
Leeds  Bankruptey  Court,  [180]  911 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [178]  889 
Monastic    and    Conventual     Establishment!, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1084 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [1 77]  272 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  820;  Comm.  ek  I,  594;  d.  i 

595 

[emit 


(  SESSIO] 
"77  —  178  — 


Smiat,  Mr.  Vr— omi. 
F«rt  Offloa  OfflaUli,  [178]  »0 


,     I86S) 
179  — 18* 


A  10,  [18a]  87  i  d.  14,  88  :  (^  es,  inHndt. 

Baoordi,  Iriih,  Pnblieitlon  of,  lUi.  [iBo]  JES 

Sheep,  *o.  Protoalion  (Iceland),  aK.  Ameodt. 
[178]  Mfl 

" — '-  -Prin 

t]rCoartCll48,lUd! 
Coart,  1150,  llSl ;— CooitabuUrj  (Itelud), 
1101  ; — Departinenl  of  Selsnos  and  Art, 
I  ITS ; — KopooafoTmiDg,  Ao.  Minliten,  ISOS; 
^Fiiherj  Board  (Scotland),  1307 1— Flax 
CultiratioD  (Irelaad],  1309 ; — HineUiutsoai 
KxpeiiMi,  1813 

Teiti    AboUtion  .(Oifbnl),    3R.    [180]    2iO, 
941 

TiUee  to  Land  Regiitration  (Ireland),  [17;] 


UuUw  ChMvetbilitr,  2R.  [178]  310 

(tneetion,  Wr.  UeHaboa  ;  Amwar,  Ur.  Uilner 
OUwoiiF«a37,[i77]T48 

Btertt  Sernee  Money 
Ifotion  for  a  "  aalara"  {Mr.  Darby  CMfil/i) 
"  -   -"--^   debate. 


'ua»  30.   [180]  S90 ; 
L 18,  N.  tS ;  M.  37 


after  ikort   deoa 


Secretary  0/  Slate  for  War,  The 


Sblwht,  Ht.  C.  J.,  Cambridge  Ukivenitf/ 
Cbanlable  Tnuti  Faea,  SO.  [178]  lOSO 
Olerioal   SubwriptioD,  Comm.  el.  3,  AiMndL 

[I  So]  841 
Court*  or  Juitiee  Baitdiog,  Lmv*,  [177]  170 
Court*  of  Jnitioe  Conoentration  (Site),  Oomm. 

[17S]  178;  Urdi  AmeodU.  [i7!i]llSfi 
Law  of  Erldence,  Comm,  d.  2,  Anendt.  fiM 

S18 
Fartnenhip  AmendmeDt,  Conmi.  add.  el,  [179] 

S33 
RiTer  Waten  FroteetlM,  SR.  [177]  1387 
Snppir— Edoeatioa,  [179]  IIM 

Setoage  of  the  Metropolii 
QoeaUoolHr. Blake:  Aiwver.Hr.Titei&rlO, 
[177]  1«8 

Jewage  UtilizatioiL  Bill 

{Ltr^  Bobert  Jfontayu,  Sir  FiuRay  XeOf, 
Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  iftWert) 
I,  Ordered ;  read  1°  ■  Ftb  S  [Bill  4] 

Raad  3°,  after  abort  debate,  and  oommittad  to 

a  Select  Committee  Jfor  8,  [177]  1360 
And,  OQ  Uaroh  IS.  Conunittee  noninated  a« 
follow* :— Lord  Robert  Montaga  (CbaiN 
man),  Hr.  Cowper,  The  Lord  AdTooata,  Sir 
Colman  O'Logblen,  Sir  Uatthcw  Ridley, 
Ur.  Cram-EwjDg,  Hr.  Uibbert,  Sir  FitiRoj 
Eallj,  Sir  Jamei  FerguiMD,  Mr.  Loogtald, 


opinion  of  tbis  House,  it  would  beooDTeaiant, 
under  preaent  oinumitanoea,  tbat  tha  Saere- 
tar7  of  State  for  War  aheuld  baa  br     ' 


Bkei.y,  Hr,  C.|  Lineol» 
NaTj  —  Dockjard   Acoonnti,   [177]    1010  ;— 

Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  704  ;— Dockyard 

SaperintandaDla,  Re*.  [iBo]  360,  883,  3S6 
Naty  EiUmste*— Men  and  Boy*,  [177]  IISS, 

14SS;— Wageiof  ArlifloBr(atHoma,Aiiioiult. 

[178]  061,863 

S^eet  Cemmilteet 

ffolit*  cf  Nommatim,  Raaelatlon  (Barl  Slatt- 


A<ip*)ifayfl,  [178]  1031 
Bapcrte  0/ —  PruUiiig  an 
HoTad,  "  Tbat  In  tbe  Caaa  of  erary  Salact 


I  and    Ciradalian    of. 


Committee  of  thi*  I]on*e,otber  than  Select 
Conunittee*  on  Private  Bill*,  any  Report 
preaented  from  inch  Salact  Committee  ahall 
not  merely  ba  laid  on  the  table  of  tba 
Uonaa,  bat  ahall  b*  prlntad  and  oirculated  ; 
and  Notice  ahall  ba  gina  on  tba  Mianta*  ol 
tha  Day  la  irhioh  It  may  be  intended  to 
take  the  Report  into  contideration  "  [Eari 
Bl4inh)pe)  May  IB,  [179]  46t ;    after  ihort 


Select  Teitriei  [a.L.] 

t,  ia,fn/armd,niH**  t»1 


Conaidered  • 
RatdS^'ifaya 

Lorda  Amendt*.  [Bill  9311 
L  BMAl**{L<irdRavtntUH>nk}Mayi  (N0.8O) 
Read  3*  after  debate  J&y  16.[i79]  374 
Bill  referred  to  a  Seleet  Ooamittee  May  33, 

638 
And,  on  May  30,    Committee  nominated  ai 

followi :—  E.  Derby,  E.  Romney,  V.  Stra- 

thallan,  T.    Torrlncton,    V.   Eiaralay,   L. 

Polwartb,    L.     Bojia,     L.    Redeadala,   L. 

Fortman,  L.  Ebnry;  May  39,  B.  of  Eaaex 

added 
BeportofSelecl  Committee  Jfoy  30    (No.130) 

Aa  amended  (No.  194) 
Committee  *  June  1  ;  Report*  Jm*  3 
Reads"  JiiM  18 
Royal  Aaaent  J«ne  20        [SB  d>  30  7i«t. ».  IS] 

SsiMOUB,  Mr.  H.  D.,  Poole 

Aby**inia— ImprlHtnment  of  Britiah  Snl^jeeta 

In,  [180]  1003, 1014 
Addre**  in  Anawar  to  the  Speech,  [177]  60 
Army  Eatlmatef— Pay  and  Allowanee*,  [^77] 

1B73,  1973  i— DiTine   Serrioa,  1974 ;— Te». 

manry,   ISSO,  1983; — Enrolled  Fanaionen, 

1084  ^— Monubcturlnf  DepartmanU,   1990, 

1998,  1009 
Aieem  Jab  (Signaturei  to  PeUttona),  O^un. 


SBT       SHA 
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SHA       SHE 


SimouB,  Mr.  H  D. — e<mt, 

British  Maseum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [i  79]  S90, 
891,  489 

Cape  of  Good  Hope^-Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 
Town,  [179]  487 

Colonial  Bishops,  [178]  783 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 
.  [178]  180,  495 

East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 
944 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  [180]  1044 

Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  913 

Government  of  India  Act,  [179]  587 

India — Bomhay  Back  Bay  Shares,  [177]  1950 ; 
—Labour  Ordinance,  [178]  236,  240  ;— The 
Budget,  891  ;~Rxpedition  to  Bhootan,  936, 
941 ; — Civil  Service  Examinations,  Papers 
moved  for,  [179]  406 

Lahore  Bishopric,  [180]  447 

Patent  OfiBce,  Alleged  irregularities  in  the, 
[177]  1123 

Private  Bills— Stonding  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
105  ; — Minutes  of  Evidence  (Lords),  115 

Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1563 

South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Comm.  [180] 
360,  363 

SUte  Papers,  [1 78]  789 

Supply — Lighthouses  Abroad,  [179]  596; — 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  598  ; — Regis- 
trars of  Friendly  Societies,  1137;— Printing 
and  Stationery,  1140,  1143; — Department  of 
Science  and  Art,  1173  ;— National  Gallery, 
Adj.  moved,  1260; — Consular  Establishments 
Abroad,  1285,  1286.  1287,  1291,  1292;— 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  476,  478 ; 
—National  Gallery  Enlargement,  493 

Ssnioma,  Mr.  "W*.  D.,  Southampton 
Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  the,  [179] 
211 

Shaftbsbuby,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Gangs,  Address  moved,  [179]  174 

Burial  Service.  The,  [180]  708 

Church  in  Ireland— The  29th  Canon  of  1603, 
[180]  1160 
,  Clerical  Subscription,  3 R.  [179]  1118 

Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 
Evidence,  [180]  347 

Courts  of  Justice  Site,  [177]  416 
.  Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, Standing  Order  No.  191,  Amendt.  [178] 
543,  565 

Dockrall,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 
191 

Episcopate,  Increase  of  the ,  [  1 80]  70 1 

Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [179]  193; 
Comm.  382 

North  West  Territory— British  North  America, 

'       [1771588 
St.  Titus  Church,  Liverpool,  [179]  862 


Shannon  Rtver 
Select  Committee  appointed  April  27 
Moved,  "  That  Colonel  French  be  one  of  the 

Members  of  the  Select  Committee"  May 

18,  [179]  655 
Amendt.  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

(Mr.    Crawford);    A.    31,   N.   17;    M.    17; 

Debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  debate,  on  (^uesUon  tlBtli  Ma^l, 

\jMmt. 


Shannon  River — cont. 

'*  That  Colonel  French  be  one  of  the  Men- 
hers  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Shannon 
River"  resumed  Maiy  22,  716;  QuestioB 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Committee  nominated  as  follows  :  —  Colonel 
French  (Chairman),  Mr.  Laird,  Mr.  Peel, 
Mr.  Ormsby  Gore,  Lord  Dunkellin,  Mr. 
Agar-EUis,  Sir  £.  Dering,  Mr.  PolUrd- 
Urquhart,  Mr.  D.  Fortescue,  and  Cokwel 
Vandeleur ;  May  23,  Sir  W.  JoUiffe,  Mr.  Huot, 
Mr.  Cave,  Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Hennessy  added 

Report  of  the  Committee  June  23— {Pari.  P, 
No.  400) 

Shannon  Rtver  (Navigation  and  Drainage) 
L  On   Motion  (7%^  Marquess  of   Clanricarde) 

Select  Committee  appointed  May  22,  [179] 

628 
And,  on  May    23,  Committee    nominated  u 

follows: — D.    Richmond,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 

Spencer,  E.  Cadogan,  E.  Belmore,  E.  Grey, 

V.  Clancarty,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  Croflon,  L. 

Granard,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderiej, 

L.    Lyveden;  May    26,  The    Marquess  of 

Lansdowne  added 
Report  of  Committee  May  2d  (Pari.  P.  130) 
Report  June  26— (Par/.  P.  No.  210) 

Sheep  and  Cattle  Bill 

(Mr.  H.  Fenwiek,  Mr,  Skaftc,  Sir  ff.  WiUiamm) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P^  Mar  7  [BiU  67] 

Read  2o  after  debate  Mar  29,  [178]  469 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  30 

Read3*»*3far31 
/.  Read  1**^  {L,ord  Ravensworth)  April  3 

Read  2*  after  debate  May  4,  1458    (No.  58) 

Committee  *  May  9  ;  Report*  May  11 

Read  3"  *ifay  12 

Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  &  29  Vid.  c.  60] 

Sheep,  ftc.  Frotectioii  (Ireland)  BiU 

(Sir  P.  Heygaie,  Mr.  Leader,  The  0* Conor  Doa) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I*'  •  Feh  24  [Bill  48] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  "  {hit 

F.  Heygaie)  Mar  29,  [i  78]  457 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  (Mr.  Seidly);  Question, 

"  That  '  now,'  &o. ;"  after  debate,  Question 

a^^reed  to ;  Read  2^  Jfar  29 

Sheemess  Dockyard 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Dering ;  Answer,  Lord 
Clarence  Paget  June  19,  [180]  469 


Shelley,  Sir  J.  V.,  Westminster 
Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawklns,  [179] 

660 
Azeem  Jah — Nawab  of  the  Carnatie — Forged 

Signatures,  Report,  [177]  1738 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll   Abolition,   Leave,  [177] 

1725  ;  2R.  [178]  1301.  1302.  1303 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  473 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  2),  Leave,  [178] 

46 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  736 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add.  d. 

[179]  102 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order  88,  Qi  80]  875 

^  [cat. 


SHE        SLA 


{SESSION,  1865) 

177  —  178  —  179  —  i8o, 


SMA 


SMI 


Skbllit,  Sir  J.  v.— con^. 

Courts  of  Justioe  Conoentration  (Site),  Gomm. 

[178]  180,  492 
'  Drake,  Mr.,  Case  of  the  late,  [i  78]  487 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  Consid.  el.  18,  [180] 

718 
Inclosure,  2R.  [178]  541 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comnu  d,  2,  Amendt. 
■     [178] 1064;  cL  1,  1071 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1060 
Metropolitan  Workhouses,  Dietary  of,  [179]  290 
New  Palace  Yard,  Extension  of,  [177]  498 
Parochial  Medical  Relief,  [178]  568 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [i 80]  100; 

Comm.  721 
Public  House  Closing  Act   Amendment,  2R. 

[178]  868  ;  Comm.  add.  d.  [179]  554 
■Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1302 
Supply — Secret  Service,  [179]  1140 ;— Probate 
.      Court,  1147, 1148 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  d,  l,[i8o] 

689 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[177]  1460 
Ways  and  Means,  Conun.  Res.— Tea,  [178] 

1495 

Shebibak,  ]fr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 

Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1139 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  35,  44 
Morocco— The  Jews  in,  [178]  1083 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ros. — Fire  Insur- 
ance, [178]  1505, 1511 


Shbewsbu&t,  Earl  of 
Navy  —  Captains  on  the  Rosenred  List,  [180] 
977 

SiDKBY,  Mr.  Alderman  T.,  Stafford 

Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [i  79]  123;  cl,  9, 
500 ;  Consid.  666 

Biker  Coinage^  The 

.  Question,  Mr.  J.  C.  Ewart ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jum  15,  [180] 
261 


Simont/,  Law  of, 
Question,  Mr.  IXirby  Griffith;   Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  June  30,  [180]  982 

Singapore  and  the  Straits  Settlements 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Albemarle;    Anaweri 
Earl  Granville  June  19,  [180]  437 

Slave  Trade,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Cave  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb 
23>  [177]  846;  Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  An- 
swer, Viscount  Palmerston  May  26,  [179] 
877 ;  Question,  Lord  Brougham ;  Answer, 
Earl  Granville  June  16,  [180]  333  ;  Obser- 
Tations,  Lord  Brougham  ;  Reply,  Earl  Rus- 
sell June  19,  431 ;  Personal  Explanation, 
Lord  Brojigham  July  3»  IQ21^ 


Small  BeneficoB  (Lrelaiid)  Act  (1860) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Hugh  Cairns,  Mr,  WhiUside) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  13  [BiU  13] 

Read  2«  after  debate  Mar  22,  [178]  50 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  20 
Considered*  Mar  31 
Read  3«>  •  4prt/ 3 

I  Read  1«  •  (The  Archbishop  of  Dublin)  April  4 
Read  2*  •  yuiM5  20  (No.  61) 

Considered  in  Committee  June  22,  [180]  626 
Report*  June  23  (No.  205) 

Read  3*  *  June  26 
Royal  Assent  /ti/y  5         [28  &  29  Viet,  0.  82] 


SuiTH,  General  Sir  J.  M.  F.,  Chatham 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1803  :— • 

Works,  Buildings,  &o.  [178]  146,  243,  253; 

-^Administration  of  the  Army,  989 
Army — Regimental  Quartermasters,  fi  77]  1 15 ; 

—Rifle  Brigade  and  Whitworth  Rifles,  1920, 

1921 
Canada — Defences  of — Colonel  Jerrois'  Report, 

[177]  1594, 1695,  1596  ;    Papers  moved  for, 

[178]  829 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1940 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  164,  173, 177 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  997 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  709  ;— Dock- 
yard Superintendents,  [180]  751 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1416  ; 

-—Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  [i  78]  946  ; 

•—New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  026 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [179]  919 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177]  1130 
Supply— Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  [i  79] 

W92  -  .. 


Smith,  Margaret,  or  Stoanson,  Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie ;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey  Mar  23,  [178]  84 


•4 

Smith,  Mr.  Augustus,  Truro 
British  Museum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [179] 

391,  488 
Civil  ServiceEstimates,  [177]  1906;  Aracndt. 


[1781717,  718,734;  [i79lfi»3 
olonial  Governors  f Retirinir  r( 


Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

eL  12,  [180]  669 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R.  [180] 

673  ;  Comm.  <?/.  1,  717 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

cl  14,  [180]  682 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  527 
Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes,  [177]  1525 
Education — Endowments  for,  Minute  of  Coun- 
cil, [178]  1536 
Forms  of  the  House.  [180]  409 
Ireland — Military  occupation  of  the  Currngh, 

[178]  1570 
Isle  of  Man,  Disafforestation  (Compensation). 

Comm.  [177]    1457;   3R.    Amendt;   [178] 

1520,  1521 
Mines,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  73 
Navy  Estimates— Scientific  Departments,  [^78] 

730  ;— New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  929,  940 
Ofiioe  of  Works,  Comm.  moted  for«  tn^l  ^ 


SMI       SUT 
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Poor  Law  Board,  [177]  937  :— Saoretarj  to 
the,  Rm.  459,  4di,  408 

Sonlago  Collection,  Pftpen  moTod  for,  [180] 
410 

Sapplj— Poblic  Bnildinga,  [179]  241 ;— Royal 
Parks,  244 ; — Harbours  of  Refagp,  6W  ;— 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  096 ; — Lunatic  Asylum, 
Isle  of  Man,  597 ;— Treasury,  606 :— Board 
of  Trade,610,611:— Works  and  PubUc  Build- 
ings, 702,  70a ;— Office  of  Works,  Ac.  948, 
940,  948  ;— NaUonal  Gallery,  1271. 1270  :— 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Obserrations, 
1277  ;~Bermudas,  1280; — Consular  Estab- 
lishmenU  Abroad,  1284  ;^Ministers  at  Fo- 
reign CourU,  1293;— Special  Missions,  1290; 
— Superannuation  Allowances,  1296,  1297  i 
Amendt.  1298 

Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turn moTod  for,  [179]  209 ;  Amendt  [180] 
43,  44 


Smxth,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Bioekport 

Canada— Defbncei  of.  Papers  moted  Ibr,  [178! 

824 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [17Q]  914 
Financial  Statement — ^Waysand  Meani,Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1140  :— Tea,  1240, 1242 
India— The  Budget,  [179]  1119;  [180]  260 
Timber  Duties,  [1 77]  1480 

Smithfield  ICarket  (DaUin)  Bill 

(Mr.Sctdhfy  Mr.  Leader) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  10  [Bill  10] 

Smoke  Nnisaaees  (ScofUmd)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Mr.  W.  MUler,  Mr.  Dunhp,  Mr.  Black) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1^  •  May  10  [Bill  1391 

Read2»*i/ay  17 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 

Read3«*J/ay29 
I  Read  ^•{The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  30 

Read  2»  •  June  19  (No.  136) 

Committee  *  June  20 ;  Report  *  June  22 

Read  3«  *  June  23 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  d(  29  Vid.  e.  102] 


Smollett,  Mr.  F.  B.,  DumharUmihire 

A  seem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177JI  1682 

India— Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [1 77]  008; 
—Navigation  of  the  Godavery,  668 ;— Civil 
Servioe  Examinations,  Papers  moved  for, 
[179]  407:— India  Office,  Address  moved. 
[178]  1368 

Private  Billt— SUnding  Order   No.  7,  [177] 


Smtth,  Colonel  J.  0.,  Tori  CUy 
Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1090 


SoLicrroB    GsvtRiL,    The    (Sir   &.  P. 

Collier),  Plfmmtk 
Aseem  Jab,  Nawab   of  the  Camatlo,  Conm. 

moved  for.  [177]  1697 
Juries  in  Criminal  Oases,  3R.  [177I  1721 
Law   of  Evidence,  Ac.    Leave,     [177]  260; 

Comm.  d.  1,  [180]  313 
Leeds  Ooart  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  Ibr, 

[179]  784 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  9R.  [180]  663 
PMinership    Amendment,   2&    [178]    1298; 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [179]  027 
Supply— Poit  Office  PMket  Serviee,  [180]  4f8 

Somerset,^  Dake  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 

Canada— Defonoes  of— Coload  Jerrols'  Bepoit 
[177]  438 

Colonial  Naval  Defence,  2R.  [178]  272 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site^  3R, 
<u2(l.cl.[i78]  1088 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Psniioo, 
Res.  [179]  37 

Greenwich  IlospiUl,  2R.  [180]  800,  807 

Navy— Masters  in  the,  [1 79]  384. 387 :— Cap- 
tains on  the  Reserved  List,  [180]  977;— Wa^ 
rant  Officers,  981 

Tyne  Improvement,  3R.  [180]  849 

Soutage  Collection,  The 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  16, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  sdd 
**  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copies  d 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  purcbsae  of 
the  Soulage  Collection  for  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum  "  (Mr.  DUlwyn),  [180]  410 ; 
Question,  "That  those  words  be  there  added;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

SotUh  American  Beef 
Question,  Mr.  J.  C.  Ewart;  Answer,  Sir  Georn 
Grey  Afar  14,  [177]  1661 

South  Keneington  New  Road  BiU 
e.  Moved,  '*  That  the    BiU  be  re-committed   to 
the  former  Committee"    {Mir.  Henry  Se^ 
m<wr)  June  16,  [180]  60 ;  after  short  do- 
bate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Spsaser,  The  (Right  Hon.  J.  E.  Deni8on)i 
Notttnyhamehire,  JNl 

Amendment— Order  of  moving — Motion,  **  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed,  Ac."  (Sir 
J.  Pakiogton)— Amendment,  to  add  certain 
words  (Mr.  Walter)— Mr.  H.  Seymour  pro- 
nosed  an  addition  to  the  Order  of  Reibreace. 
Mr.  Speaker  said  that  the  hon.  Member 
could  not  move  the  Amendment  at  present. 
No  Amendment  having  been  proposed  to  tbo 
first  branch  of  the  Original  Motion,  that  part 
would  stand  and  would  have  to  be  submitted 
to  the  House  in  its  complete  form.  But  tbe 
Question  now  before  the  House  was  whether 
the  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berlishire  should  be  added ;  and  if  any  boo. 
Member  proposed  an  Amendment  on  tbote 
words  it  would  be  open  to  the  consideratioa 
of  the  House.— -ifoitofi  for  a  Bektt  Cm- 
.        at%M«tf  «fiJMMalJ9fiy[i77]918 
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AnandmiDt — An  AmeDdnMnt  oi 

"That  Ur.  Speaker  do  new  Imts  tlw'OluIr,'' 
would.  If  agrwed  to,  negatira  the  Motion  to  go 
into  Committoe. — Foot  Lam  Board  Cotttimt- 
mMA'U.CiSo]T30 

Blll*~Wbat  to  oriiinalo  in  OoniinittM  of  the 
Whole  Uonie — Mr.  Covper  having  moTed 
for  lean  to  hrlng  la  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
Commiaaionera  of  Worki  and  Baildinf*  **  to 
Mqoira  additional  Land*  fcr  Improrlng  thi 
Silo  of  the  Now  PnbUe  OlSoee  in  Downing 
Stnet  and  tho  Approaehn  thareto,"  it  wju 
ol^Ied  that  the  Bill  ought  to  originalo  in 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Uoqm.  Mr. 
Speaker  laid  the  obJMt  of  the  Bill  wu  t« 
mablo  the  OoTomment  to  take  ground  for 
entain  purpoeei — it  did  not  giro  them  the 
power  to  purohase  the  property ;  tho  fundi 
for  that  pnrpoio  ibonld  be  voted  aflorwardi 
in  Committee  of  the  Wholo  noose— There 
wai,  therefom,  noqnettion  of  Order. — PtAUe 
0§ee*  [SUt  and  Approatimy  Silt,  [17;] 
1801,  1306 

Bi1l(  —  Amendmenti  —  SelsvaTiaf  to  mbjeot- 
matter  of  Bill— On  debate  on  I^nton  Cian/«- 
abiHtif  Silt,  Mr.  Speaker  Mid  the  hon.  Hgm> 
ber  for  Shoreham  (Mr.  Cave)  had  introdaoed 
the  qneetion  of  Mines  ;  hat  In  »  eooTor- 
ntionwlth  him  he  had  pointed  oattoliim 
that  the  olanw  was  not  relennt  to  tho  lub- 
joot^matterofthe  Bill,  [179]  341 

Bill— Reading  a  Bill— No  doubt  aeoarding  to 
aaoient  nnge  tht  olerk  at  tho  labia  maj  bo 
oalled  upon  to  read  a  Bill,  which  the  Houm 
hna  ordered  to  be  read  a  [tocood]  time — Thii 
unge  ia  now  i^uito  olnolete,  and  ths  modem 
praotioe  la  a  inSloient  reading. — Dndnagt 
and  Improumtent  of  Land  {Ireland)  Provi- 
nonal  Order  Cm/irmatioa  £iU,  [17BJ  181 

Billa— Publio  and  Private  Billi— The  Xivnjiool 
lAcentimg  Bill,  introdaoed  a«  a  FrlraU  Bill, 
propooed  to  alter  tho  general  law  of  the 
oonntrr  in  reipeot  of  tioenilng  and  lioonoei 
ai  apidioable  Eo  tho  boron^h  oT  Liverpool — 
Objeotad,  th»t  It  wa*  a  rabjeot  not  proper  to 
be  d«alt  with  br  a  Frivalo  BiU.  Mr.  Speaker 
aaid  that  the  Bill  wai  brought  in  in  the  or- 
dinarj  manner  upon  petition.  He  mnit  draw 
a  diftlnoUon  between  the  form  of  tbe  Bill 
and  the  aubjeot-matter  of  the  Bill.  There 
waa  nothing  oonCrar;  to  form  in  the  manner 
inwhighths  Bill  had  beon  introduoed.  Wbe- 
ther  the  lubjeot-matter  of  the  Bill  waa  proper 
for  a  Private  Bill  waa  for  the  Home,  not  for 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  deoide. — Ziiverpool  Liettrnfu/ 


Bm. 


Speaker.l 
!.['7r]« 


wa 


Bill*—"  Bjbrid "  Billi  —  Aooordins  to  tho 
General  Looal  Government  Act  ue  proper 
oourae  ia  that  a  Looal  Oovemment  Bill, 
againit  which  a  petition  ia  praienled,  ihall 
be  refbrred  to  a  Seleot  Committee,  [178]  lOSi 

Bilie— ■'  Brbrid  "  BiUa— When  a  Bill  la  Intro- 
dooed  into  tbi«  Houm  aa  a  Poblio  Bill  which 
involve!  private  iotoroata,  it  la  nbjaetad  to 
the  aame  examination  whloh  la  provided  for 
Private  Billa  1  but  itrietlv  Private  Bill* 
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Bill*— Privnte  Bilte— AppolntmentoTIUfoMef. 
Hr.  Speaker  aoqoajnti  the  Honae  that  he 
baa  appointed  itr.  Uogh  Adair  and  Mr, 
Hasiard,  Uembari  of  tbi*  Hodn,  tonotber 
with  Mr.  Rjokard*,  hi*  Conneel,  to  lervo 
ai  Boforee*  on  Private  Bill*  nnder  the  Stand- 
ing Order  of  laat  Se«*lon,  [177]  08 

Private  Billi— Tho  Court  of  Reftreeo— Hr. 
Speaker  ofltora  hii  partonal  thanki  to  thoa* 
Gentlemen  who  bad  taken  npon  tbemNlvot 
the  dntiei  of  tho  Court  of  ReforoM  at  hia  re- 
queat,  [180]  ST« 

Committee — InttnietioB— Otto  for  CoamiltlM 
read:  Hr.  BontinokmoTodanlnitrDOtiou  to 
Committee  :  Mr.  Tilliera  ot^eeted- That  tho 
Poor  Law  Board  bad  at  preaent  ample  power 
to  do  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
at(toaitertbelimlUofeii>tiDg Union*).  Hr. 
Speaker  laid,  "  Tho  Quottion  ii,  not  wbe- 
ther  (he  Poor  Law  Board  haa  tho  power,  but 
whetlier  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  would 
have  the  power  without  the  Initmction  to  do 
BO  ;  and,  in  Hr.  Spoaker'a  opinion,  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  have  that  power,  beMuae 
the  ■objoot-mattor  would  not  be  telavaot  to 
tho  tubiect-matter  of  the  BiU.— rniail 
CluBrjtaUUty  BiU,  [179]  116 

Committoe — Inttraotion — Time  for  Hovin^ 
The  proper  time  for  moving  an  lD*trootloa 
to  a  Committee  on  a  BUI  1*  after  the  Order 
oftheDar.and  before  tho  Motion  "That  Hr. 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair," — ITiiim  Clunrge- 

Debate — Explanation — A  Member  tract  explain 
whit  require*  explanation  in  hi*  own  epeeob, 
but  he  muit  not  replj'. — Docki/ard  Superin- 
tendenU—Jltiolatitn,  [iSo]  S9T 

Debate— Effect  of  negativing  the  Motion  that 
Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair,  and 
the  Amendment  thereon — Q,ueition  propoied, 
"That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  Imvo  tho 
Chair;"  an  Amendment  moved;  QueitioD, 
"Tbat  the  word*  propoicd  to  be  left  out 
atandpart  of  tbe  QuiiUod,"  pat,  and  o*g^ 
tired;  duealion,  "That  the  word*,  Ao., 
be  added  inatead  thereof,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived, Mr.  Uanburr  Traoj  roie  to  addren 
the  QouM.  Lord  R.  Montagu  aaked  whether 
il  wai  competont  to  addreai  the  Honie  on 
thaword"That"(boingthooDlj  word  left  of 
tbe  original  Motion).  Mr.  Spenker  aild  the 
noble  Lord  had  juati;  polot«l  oat  what  the 
oonne  of  the  Houae  had  beso.  It  had  nega- 
tived tha  Motion  that  I  do  leave  the  Chair, 
and  it  had  declined  to  add  tbo  word*  whioh 
were  iuit  now  the  aobjeot  of  dlaomaion  :  bat 
be  (Mr.  Speaker)  apprehended  that  the  iioa. 
Member  (Mr.  IVac;)  wai  abont  to  tupplf 
the  deficiODCjp,  b;  aoggeiting  aome  w<nill 
to  be  added  to  the  word  "  That,"  whioh 
might,  perhapa,  be  more  aooeptaUe  to  tha 
Uonee.— Z>oBtyar4  Si^trinUiidentt — Ben- 
hitiim,  [i8a]  lUO 

In  anoh  a  oaie  it  ia  neeeatar;.  In  order  to 
the  due  fbrma  of  the  Uonee,  tlwt  as;  hon, 
Henber  addt«**lng  tbe  Honae  ahoold  oonolndo 
with  a  Motion  ;  it  ii  alio  neeeaaarj  tbat  duo 
BOtioo  ibonld  IwTtt  been  girtB  of  tbat  Ito' 
tioii,[i8e]il0 
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Debate — Prematare  disoassion  of  a  Motion- 
To  discuss  a  Motion  of  which  Notice  has  been 
giyen,  but  which  is  not  yet  before  the  House, 
not  in  order,  [180]  1092 

Amendment — An  Amendment  on  the  Ques- 
tion **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair "  would,  if  agreed  to,  negative  the 
Motion  to  ffo  into  Committee. — Poor  Law 
Board  Contxnuanee  Bill,  [180]  720 

Debato— Resolutions  in  Supplj— There  are  two 
opportunities  upon  which  anj  hon.  Member 
desiring  to  address  the  House  on  the  stlbject 
of  the  Defences  of  Canada  (the  subject  of 
a  previous  Resolution)  might  have  done  so— 
one  upon  the  Question  that  the  Resolution 
should  be  read  a  second  time,  and  the  other 
upon  the  Question  that  the  House  should 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  Resolution 
relating  to  that  subject,  [178]  362 

Debate — Interruption  of  a  Member  speaking 
for  the  purpose  of  explanation,  irregular.— 
Law  of  Landl&rd  cmd  Tenant  {Ireland), 
[178]  619;  [179]  572 

Debate — Latitude  of  speaking  in  presenting 
Documents — Mr.  H.  A.  Bruce  in  laying  a  Mi- 
nute of  the  Council  of  Education  on  the  table 
proposed  to  make  an  explanatory  statement — 
Mr.  A.  Smith  rose  to  Order — He  desired  to 
know  whether  it  was  competent  to  the  right 
hon.Gentleman  to  make  a  statement  on  papers 
only  just  laid  on  the  table.  Mr.  Speaker 
said  there  was  nothing  out  of  order  in  the 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  pur- 
suing.— Endowments  for  Education — Minute 
of  Council,  lijS]  1686 

Debate^ Reference  to  a  previous  Debate — The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck)  is  not  confining 
himself  to  a  personal  explanation — Ho  states 
that  the  whole  transaction  to  which  ho  is 
referring  is  a  disgrace  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— meaning  the  whole  subject  of  the 
dcbtite  which  has  recently  taken  place.  It  is 
for  the  House  to  say  whether  that  is  regular ; 
but,  in  my  opinion,  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  in  reviving  a  discussion  which  lately 
took  place,  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  the  House. —  The  Ionian  Islandg 
Debate,  [I'jS]  378 

Debate — Reference  to  anything  bM  in  a  pre- 
vious debate  against  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
[177]  1928,  1930  ;  [179]  433,  1041  [180J  267 

Debate — Reference  to  a  Speech  made  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  irregular,  [177] 
1657;  [179]  770,  849 

Debate— A  letter  commenting  on  a  debate  in 
this  House  is  not  in  order,  [178]  373 

Debate — Relevancy  to  Question — In  debate  on 
the  Union  Chargeability  Bill,  reference  was 
made  to  the  rating  of  mines.  Mr.  Speaker 
said,  that  to  discuss  the  subject  of  mines 
was  not  relevant  to  the  matter  before  the 
House,  [179]  342  ;   [180]  836 

Debate — Relevancy  in — Resolutions  in  Supply, 
March  24,  reported — Several  Resolutions 
read  2**  and  agreed  to— -On  Res.  9,  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck  referred  to  the  Vote  for  Defences  of 
Canada,  and  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
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Bouse.  Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  to  continue 
the  discussion  on  a  Resolution  which  had  al- 
ready  been  disposed  of  was  quite  irregular; 
the  Question  now  before  the  House  was  that 
the  House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Resolution — To  that  Resolution, 
therefore,  the  debate  ought  to  be  confined— 
Although  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  had 
been  regularly  before  the  House,  still  it 
would  not  have  been  open  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  enter  on  a  discussion  of  the  Vote  for  the 
Defences  of  Canada,  which  had  already  been 
agreed  to. — Supply — ResoluOoni,  March  24, 
reported,  li'jS]  860 

Form — Personal  Explanation — Motion  —  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane  having  oflered  a  personal 
explanation  concluded  by  moving  "  That  the 
House  do  now  adjourn."  Mr.  Speaker  ob- 
served, that  the  hon.  Member  would  better 
satisfy  the  Rules  of  the  House  by  not  mov- 
ing the  adjournment. — The  Ionian  Itlandt 
DebatCy  [178]  874 

Motion — Time  for  making — Sir  Charies  Donglai 
having  put  a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  concluded  by  moving  "  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn."  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
This  is  the  time  for  the  Questions — ^The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  hare  been 
made  at  the  time  of  the  Notices  of  Motion.— 
Convietiom  under  Refreshment  ffouset  Act, 
[177]  4M 

Notice — Command  Papers — Mr.  H.  A.  Bniee 
having  presented,  by  command,  a  Minute  of 
the  Council  of  Education,  proposed  to  make 
an  explanatory  statement— -Sir  J.  Pakington 
objected  that  no  notice  had  been  given.  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  that  the  fact  that  the  paper 
was  laid  upon  the  table  by  command  eaascd 
a  distinction  as  to  the  necessity  of  dving 
notice. — Endowments  for  Education — Minute 
of  Council,  [l^S]  1637 

Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day- 
Mr.  Speaker  informs  the  House  that  he  has 
directed  that  a  copy  of  all  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day  standing  on  the  Order 
Book  of  the  House  be  circulated  among  Mem- 
bers every  Saturday  morning,  [177]  322 

Order — Motion,  '^That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  " — Colonel  Greville,  having  put  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  fol- 
lowed by  some  observations,  "  put  himself  in 
order "  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  tho 
House — Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  rose  to  order. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the  House  had  re- 
served to  its  Members  the  right  of  moving 
the  adjournment. — Administration  of  Justice 
tn/rtfZanrf,  [177]  1829 

Public  Documents — Mr.  Ferrand  asked  the  At- 
torney General  to  inform  the  House  by  whose 
authority  the  written  statement  was  prepared 
from  which,  on  Monday  last,  he  read  his  re- 
plies to  the  Questions  relating  to  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court  [and  as  to  other  papers 
read  on  the  same  occasion]— The  Attorney 
General  commented  on  the  extraordinary 
nature  of  the  Question,  and  declined  to  treat 
the  papers  referred  to  as  public  documents. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  public  despatches,  doco- 
ments,  and  papers  relating  to  public  affiih^ 
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if  read  and  quoted  by  Mtnisien,  may  be  called 
for  to  be  laid  on  the  table ;  bat  the  Attorney 
General  has  stated  the  distinction  which  he 
draws  in  this  casO;  and  which  distinction  cer- 
tainly appears  to  me  to  bo  a  just  one. — The 
Leeds  Re^ttrarthip'^Qtteition,  [179]  489 

Publio  Documents — Reading  of  Documents  in 
th^s  House — Sir  R.  Peel  proposing  to  read 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land in  reference  to  the  O'Connell  Proces- 
sion in  Dublin,  Sir  U,  Cairns  rose  to  order 
— he  desired  also  to  hear  the  statement  of 
facts  on  which  the  opinion  was  based — Mr. 
Whiteside  also  rose  to  Order — he  had  always 
understood  that  the  opinions  of  the  Law 
OflScers  of  the  Crown  given  to  the  Crown 
were  private  communications,  and  they  had 
always  been  refused  by  the  Government. 
Mr.  Speaker  raid,  the  Orders  of  the  House 
are  not  in  any  way  involved  in  the  proceeding 
— If  a  document  is  read  in  the  House  it  may 
be  called  for  and  made  a  publio  document ; 
but  its  production  in  debate  is  not  against  the 
Roles  of  the  House.— /^tototn  Be^foit^The 
Royal  Commission,  [177]  354,  355 

Select  Committee — Addition  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee^ — It  is  out  of  Order  to  move  an  addi- 
tion to  the  Committee  without  due  notice. — 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland) 
Act,  [178]  956 

Special   Missums^  Viscouni    AmherUy^s 
Travelling  Expenses 
Question,  Mr.  Hennessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
June  19,  [180]  449 

Spencer,  Earl 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  27 

Stacpoole,  Captain  W.,  Minis 

Drainage  Act  (Irelnnd),  [178]  1817 
Railway 'Travelling  (Ireland),  3R.  [178]  66 
University     Education     (IreUnd),      Address 
moved,  [180]  588 

Stage  OarriageSf  Mileage  Duties  on 
Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  15,  [180]  261 

Stamp  Duties  on  Marriage  Certificates 
Question,  Sir  James  Fcrgusson  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Afay  15,  [179] 
298 

Stamp  Duty  on  Highway  Contracts 
Question,  Mr.  Trefusis  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  19,  [180]  446 

Standing  Orders  Committee 

On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  as  follows : — 
Colonel  Wilson  Tatten  (Chairman),  Mr.Wal- 
pole,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  Wrightson,  Mr. 
Gregory,  Mr.  Bramston,  Mr.  Bonham-Oarter, 
Mr.  Lefroy,  Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Edward  Eger- 
ton,  Mr.  Paget 

(See  title  PrivaU  Bills) 
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Stanhope,  Earl 
British  Museum,  [177]  956, 1530 
Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1046 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180]  1036 
Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  Returns  moved 

for,[i77]  1910, 1919 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking— Standing  Order, 

[179]  058 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  257 
Miniatures,  Exhibition  of,  at  South  Kensing- 
ton, [180]  332 
Museums,  Ao.  Public,  [180]  970,  971 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]   6il,  646;  Select 

Comm.  1304 
Select  Committees,  Res.  [178]  1531 ;  Reports 
of.  Res.  [179]  484 

Stanitopb,  Mr.  J.  Banks,  Lincolnshire,  N, 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  2R.  [178]  1302 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [i  77]  1658 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,   Comm.    Adj.   moved, 

[179]  617 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.[  178]  299 

Stakilanb,  Mr.  M.,  Boston 

Established  Church  Service  —  Rev.  A.  D. 
Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  771,  773 

India — Claims  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Fron- 
tier Field  Forces,  [180]  748 

St.  George's-in-the-East,  Explanation,  [179] 
977 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  804 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Lord,  King's  Lynn 
Africa  —  Western   Coast,  Comm  moved    for, 

[177]  550,  554  ;— War  at  Images,  [179]  389 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178]  455 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add.  el. 

[179]  103 
India — Talookdars  and  Cultivators  of  Oude, 
[177]    138;— AflBiirs  of    Bhootan,    206;— 
Affairs  of  Oude,   1830 ; — Land  Tenures  of 
Oude,  [179]  114  ;  [180]  447  ;— Transport  of 
Troops   to,    [179]   114;  —    Civil    Service 
Examinations.  Papers  moved  for,  402 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  651 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1505,  1510,  1512 
Patent  Laws,  [180]  448 
Patent  OfBce,  Alleged  Irregularities  in  the, 

[177JII2O 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order   No.  7,  [177] 
105 

Stanley  of  Aldeblet,  Lord  (Postmaster 
General) 

Alkali  Act — Inspector's  Report,  [179]  636 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 
691,693,695,764 

Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, [178]  555 

General  Post  OfBce  (Additional  Site),2R.  [179] 
1186 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 
[180]  255 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  257 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  635 

Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [180]  116  ;  Re- 
port, 715 

3  H  \5iw*^ 


STA        STR         (GENERA 

177  —  178 

Stahuet  or  AiDiBunr,  Lord— cotil. 

Penalties  Law  Amendment,  SR.  [180]  068, 

960;  Report.  (;^  4,  11 44 
Private  Bill  Costs,  Report,  add.  el,  [178]  488 
Pablio  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  2R.  [179] 

560 
Salmon  Fisherf  Act  Amendment,  Gomm.  d, 

14,  [180]  858 
Standing  Order  No.  101 — Displacement  of  Tjon* 

don  Poor,  [178]  875 


Stjlitlet,  Hoil  W.  0.,  Beaumarii 

Army— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel Dawltins,  [179] 
657;  Address  mored,  005 

Azeem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Re- 
port, Res.  [178]  1613  ;  Comm.[t79]  60 

Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  400 

Italj-^Capture  of  English  Subjects  hj  Bri- 
gands [180]  530 

Nayy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 
302;— Loss  of  the  <*  Bombay/'  620,  631 

North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the,  [178]  53 

Staitsfeld,  Mr.  J.,  Salifax 
Borouffh  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1066 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1487| 
.     1444 

State  Poj^t,  The 

Obserrations,  Mr.  Henry   Seymour;    Reply, 

statute  Law  Revision  Bm 

( The  Lord  Chaneelior) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Juna  10        (No.  172) 

SnRLiHo,  Mr.  W.,  Ferihthtre 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
537 

Stonor'tf  Mr,  H,  /.,  Appointfnent 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  31,  [178]  563 

Stbaost,  Sir  H.  J.,  Great  Yarmouth 
.  Army—Case  of  Lteut.-ColoDel  Dawkins,  [179] 
660 

Court!  of  Justice  Building— Petition,   [180] 

251 
Great  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haven  and  Port, 
•      2R.  [177]  745 
Militia  Travelling  Allowances,  [177]  846 


Steatford  de  Kedcliffe,  Yiscount 

Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  650 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  821 

Sarawak— Consul  at,  [180]  600 

Turkey  and  Persia— Boundary  Negotiations, 
Papers  moTod  for,  [177]  1726, 1732 

United  States— Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, Address  moved,  [178]  1226 

Stbatheben*  and  Campbell,  Lord 

'  PriVato  Bills— SUnding  Orders,  [180]  017 
Public  SchooU,  2R.  [178]  667 


L    INDEX)         STR        SU 

— 179  — 180. 

Striiee  and  Loek-OuU 

Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards,  [178]  1575 
(See  Mcuteri  and  OperaUvei  SUl) 


Suez  Canal,  The 

Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;   Answer,  Vis. 
count  Palmerston  Mar  16,[i77J  1750 


Sugar  Daties  and  DrawlmckB  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodion,  Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  Egtke^uer, 

Mr.  Peel) 

€,  Resolutions  oonsidered  in  Committee  *  Jane  1 ; 
Report  * ;  Ordered  *  June  3 

Presented ;  read  1«*  June  2  [Bill  108] 

Read  2«  *  June  8 

Committee ;  Report  June  15,  [180]  280 

Committee  {on  re^omm,);     Report  June  19, 
514;  as  amended  considered 

Read  S""  June  10 
I  Read  1**  (^Lord Slaniey  ofAlderUy)  Jum2Z 

Read  2>  •  June  26  (No.  105) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 

Beadd**/tfff«20 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  &  20  Viei.  e.  05] 


SUPPLY,  1866 

Lords  Commissioners'  Speech  oonsid.  Feb  Os 

^      Motion,  *<  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her 

Majesty  ; "  Committee  thereupon  to-morrow 

Order  for  Committee  on  Motion,  **  That  a  Sup* 

ply  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,"  read 
Lords  Commissioners'  Speech  referred  JFV5  10 
Resolved,  '*  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her 

Majesty  " 
Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  Nem,  Con, 
Feb  13— Committee  appointed  for  Wednes- 
day 
Considered  in  Committee  Feb  27— b.p.* 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  2 — b.p.* 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  3 — r.f.* 
1 77]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Navt  EsmiAns 
Mar  6  —  Statement  of  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
on  moving  Vote  1,  1171 ;  after  long  debate. 
Committee — rj. 

•  Considered  in  Committee ;  Navt  Earof  atks 

Mar  0,  1373 

.    RXDKMPTIOX   OF    THB    SCHBLDT    ToLL   MoT   0, 

1450  ;  after  shoK  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  10 — ^b.p.* 
Considered  in  Committee  ifar  13 — b^.* 

•  Considered  in  Committee;   Armt  Estdutbs 

^ar  16— Statement   of  The  Marquess    of 
Hartington    on    moving   First    RMolution, 
1761  ;  after  long  debate,  Committee  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17 — r.p.* 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Armt  Estiuatis 
178]    Mar  20,     I055'-Resolutions    reported* 
ifar  21 
Considered  in   Committee;  Armt  Estdcatbs 
.  Mar  23,  04—  R.P. 

Considered  in  Committee  ;    Armt  Estimatbs 
.    Mar  24,  243— Resolutions  reported  Mar  27, 
.    350 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Navt  Esttmati  a 

•  April  3,  726— Civil  Skrvioi  Estimates,    733 
.  — ^Resolutions  reported  *  April  5 

[w»f. 


SUP        SUP 


{  SES  SION,    1865  ) 
177— 178  — 179 — 180. 


SUP 


SUP 


.178]  Considered  in    Committee;  Citil  Sxbtioi 

£8TnfATX8 — On  Account;  Armt  Estimatib 

,     April  0,  852 — Resolutions  reported  •  April  7 

Considered   in  Committee ;   Nayt  Ebtimatxr 

.     April  7, 940— Resolutions  reported  *  April  24 

Considered  in   Committee ;   Armt  and  Nayt 

•  EflTiMATis  April  24,  959 — Resolutions  re- 

•  ported  Avril  25,  1035 
Considered  in  Committee  May  5 — ^b.p.* 

1 79]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Civil    Sxbtioi 
EsTiifATXs  May    12,  241 — Resolutions    re- 

•  ported  May  15,  371 

Considered    in    Committee ;    Citil    Skbyicx 

•  Estimates    May    19,  594 — Resolutions   re- 
ported •  May  22 

Considered    in    Committee ;     Civil    Sxryicx 

•  Estimates  May  22,  702 — Resolutions    re- 
ported •  May  25 

.  Considered   in   Committee;   Nayt  Estimatxs 

— Civil  Sxrviob  Estimates  May  26,  021— 

Resolutions  reported*  May  29 

Considered    in    Committee ;    Civil    Sxbviox 

.    Estimates    Jun^   1,   1135 — Resolutions   re- 

.      ported  June  2,  1260 

Considered  in    Committee ;    Civil   Sxbviox 

•  EsTiMATXB  June  2,   1248^-Resolution8    re- 
ported *  June  8 

Considered    in    Committee ;   Civil    Servicx 
.     Estimates  June   8,  1271 — Resolutions   re- 
180]  ported  June  12,  106 

Considered     in     Committee;      Post    Office 

•  Paokxt  Sxrviok  June  19,  471-^Re8olution8 
reported*  June  20 


THE  SCHELDT  TOLL- 
SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE. 

CoMMiTTXx  Mar  9— Rxpobt  Mar  10. 

itl75,050,  Moietj  of  Charge  for  the 
Redemption    of    the    Scheldt    Toll 

After  short  dehate,  Vote  agreed  to 
Mar  9        [177]  1456 

BLesoltttions  reported  Mar  10 


£ 
175,650 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1865-6. 
CoMMiTTBx  Mar  6. 

Statement  of  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
Sccretarj  of  the  Admiralty,  on  mov- 
ing the  First  Vote,  ''That  69,750 
Men  and  Bojs,  including  17,000 
Marines,  be  employed  for  the  Sea 
and  Coast  Guard  Service  for  the  jear 
1865-6"  [177]  1146 

After  long  debate,  Committee  report 
Progreu 

CoMMiTTXx  Mar  9— Repobt  Mar  10. 

Question  [March  6]  again  proposed,  Numbert. 
and,  after  further  long  debate.  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to  [177]  1373        69,750 


i 


5i^)p/y— cont 


1.)  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines  ••  2,945,006 
a.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto  ..  1,325,604 

[einU. 


CoMiaiTBx  April  3-»RiroBT  April  5. 

(3.)  Admiralty  Office  [178I  726 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Const  Gunrd  Service,  ^yal  Naval 
Coast  Volunteers,  and  Rojal  Naval 

Reserve        [178]  727 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  Scientific  Branch  [178]  730 

Afler  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

(6.)  £102,415,  Her  Majesty's  Establish- 

ments  at  Home        ...     [178]  732 

Motion  to  report  Progress  (StV  Jame$ 

Elphinstone) ;  A.  27,  N.  51 ;  M.  24 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ... 

(7.)  Her     Majesty's     Naval    EsUb- 

lishments  Abroad     ...     [178]  733 

CoMMiTTEX  April  7 — Rxpobt  April  24. 

(8.)  £1,158,797,  Wages  to  Artificers, 
ke.,    employed    in    Her    Majesty's 
EsUblishments  at  Home  [178]  733 
After  short  debate,Motion  withdrawn 

Question  [April  3]  again  proposed,  946 

Whereupon  Ameudt.  *'  That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £1,148,020,  Ac,"  (Mr. 
Seely) 

After  debate.  Question  negatived 

Original  Question  agreed  to 
(9.)  Wages  to  Artificers,  &o,,  employed 
in    Her    Majesty's    Establishments 
AoroaQ  •••        •••        •••        ••• 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
175,957 


284,895 
70,042 


192,415 
37,332 


1,158.797 


12fiS5 


CoMMiTTXX  Aptil  24 — Rxpobt  April  25. 

(10.)  Naval  Stores  for  the  Building, 
Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 
Coast  Guard;  Steam  Machinery; 
and  Ships  built  by  Contract : 

Section  I.  Storekeeper  General  of 

the  Navy        ** 1,134,572 

Section  11.  Controller  of  the  Navy     564,700 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  995 


CoMMiTTxx  May  26 — Rxpobt  May  29. 
(II.)  New  Works,  Buildings,   Machi- 
nery, and  Repairs ...         [179]  921 
After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


527,985 


CoMMiTTxx  April  7— -Rxpobt  April  24. 
(13.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ...      64,800 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  954 
(13.)  Miscellaneous  Services  ...     103,925 

Total  for  the  Effective  Service  ...  8,658,205 


CoMMiTTXB  April  2i— Rxpobt  April  25. 

(14.)  Half  Pay,  Reserved  Half  Pay, 
and  Retired  Pay  to  Officers  of  the 

Navy  and  Royal  Marines    

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  996 
(15.)  Military  Pensions  and  Allowanoes 
(16.)  Civil  Pensions  and  Allowanoes  •• 


698,195 


507,211 
208,033 


Total  for  the  Naval  Serrioe       • .  10,071,644 


SUP 


Stipply — ooni. 


SUP 


{GENERAL    INDEX ) 

177  —  178  —  179  —  i8o. 
Supply— coni. 


SUP        SUP 


Total  of 
Vote. 


For  thb  Sbbtiob  of  othbb  Dbpabt- 

MENT8   OF  GoYBBNMKNT. 

(17.)  Army  Department  (Conveyance 
of  Troops)     ...         •••         •••         ••• 

Resolutions  reported  April  25  ;  ant), 
after  debate,  agreed  to   [178]  1085 


320,580 


Total 


£10,892,22i 


SOPPLBMBNTAL   EflTIMATB. 

CoMMiTTBK  June  10 — Rbpobt  June  20. 
(18.)  Crebnwich  IIobpitaji 

For  the  Establishment  of  the 

Hospital  and  Indrmary,  from 

the  Ist  October  1865 
For  the    Establishment    of 

the  School,  from  the  same 

Qate  •••        •••        ••• 

For  Pensions  to  Flag  OflScers 

and  other  OfSoers,  from  the 

same  date  ...         ...         •.. 

For  I^ensionsand  Allowances 

to  3,000  Seamen,  from  the 

Bame  date  ...         ...         ... 

For  Gratuities  to  Widows  of 

Seamen,  from  the  same  date 


3i,000 

11,^00 

915 

17,000 
500 


Total    ... 
Grand  Total 


£63,915 


••• 


...£10,456,139 


ARMT  ESTIMATES,  1865^. 

CoMMiTTKE  Mar  16. 

Statement  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  moving  Resolution 
(A)  [177]  1761 

NuMBBRB.  Numbert. 

(a.)  General  Staff,  Regimental  and  Mi- 
litary Educational  Establishments  142,477 

(b.)  Native  Indian  Troops  employed  on 

the  British  Establishment  ...  178 

After  long  debate.  Resolution  agreed 
to 


I. — Rboular  Forobb. 

CoiiMiTTBB  Mar  16 — Rbpobt  Mar  17. 

(1.)  £5.434,567,    General     Staff    and 
Regimental    Pay,   AllowanoeB    and 
Charges 
Whereupon    Amendt.    *'That     item 
£691    19«.   7(/.  for  Major  General 
attached  to  the  Foot    Guards,    be 
omitted  from  tho  Vote  (Sir   John 
Trelawny) 
After  debate,  Question  put,  A.  27, 
K  47;  M.20 
Committee  report  Progress 

[177]  1821 

\jMmt, 


Tobdof 
Yets. 

CoioaTTBB  Mar  20— Rbpobt  Mar  21. 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  and,        £ 
after  further  long  debate,  agreed  to    5,434,567 

[177]  1955 
(a.)  Commissariat  Establishment,  Ser- 
vices, and  Movement  of  Troops 
(3.)  Clothing  Establishments,  Services 
and  Supplies       ..  [177]  1^74 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Barrack  Establishment,   Services 
and  Supplies     ...  •••  ••• 

(5.)  Divine  Service  [i77]  1^74 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(6.)  Martial  Law     ..         [177]  1»74 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(7.)  Medical    Establishment,  Services 
and  Supplies 


1,205,800 
574,250 


609.900 
44,335 

26,300 


••• 


••• 


246,544 


IL^Adziuabt  Forcbb. 

(8.)  Disembodied  Militia  [177]  1976 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  £91,000,  Yeomanry   [177]  1980 

Whereupon  Amendt.  "That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £47,807.  he  "{Mr.  Lawion) 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Vote  agreed  to    »•• 
(10.)  Volunteers  ...  [i77]  1^S3 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(11.)   Enrolled  Pensioners  and  Army 
Reserve  Force      ...      [i  77]  1^83 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

III. — Stobbb. 

( 1  a .)  £972,900,  Manofiujturing  Departs 

ments        [i77]  198^ 

Whereupon  Amendt.  "That  £93,556 
lor  materials  at  the  Royal  Gun  Facto- 
ries be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Voto*'  {Colonel  Syhes) 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Vote  agreed  to    ...  •*• 

(13.)  Warlike  Stores 

IV. — Worm  and  Buildihob. 

Committbb  Mot  23. 

(14.)  £811,400,  Superintending  Estab- 
lishment of,  and  Expenditure  for. 
Works,  Buildings  and  Repairs,  at 
Uome  and  Abroad  [178]  94 

Motion,  •«  That  Item  £50.000.  ibr  tho 
Improvement  of  Defences  at  Quebec, 
be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote " 
{Mr.  BetUinck),  104 

After  long  debate;  A.  40,  N.  275; 
M.  235  :  Division  List,  176 

Committee  report  Progresa 

Committbb  Mar  24 — Rbpobt  Mar  27. 

Original  Question  [March  23]  again 
proposed,  and,  after  long  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to,  243   •••  •••  ••• 

V. — Otebb  Sbbvicbb. 

Committbb  Mar  24 — Rbpobt  Mar  27. 

(15.)  Military  Education  [178]  256 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(16.)  Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom 


786,400 


01,000 
334,900 


46,000 


972.900 
485,000 


811,400 


163,500 
83,845 


SUP 


Suppfy^oont, 


SUP 


(SESSI 
177  —  178- 


(i  7.)  Misoollaneoos  SeryioM  [i  78]  262 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
ReBoIutions  reported   Mar  24,   and, 
after  debate,  agreed  to,  369 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

107,W 


CoMMiTTiE  April  24 — Rbpobt  April  25. 

(18.)  Administration  of  the  Army     ...     212,800 
After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  959   

Total  Effective  Servioof  £12,241,647 


VI, — Non-Effeoiiyb  Ssbyiobb. 
CoiofiTTBB  Mar  24— Rbpobt  Mar  27. 

(19.)  Rewards  for  Military  Service    ... 

(20.)  Pay  of  General  Officers 

(21.)  £455,000,  Pay  of  Reduced  and 

Retired  Officers  [178]  263 

Motion  to  report  Progress  (dih'.  Tor- 

rem);    Motion    withdrawn;    Vote 

agreed  to  ...  ...  .•• 

(2a.)  Widows'  Pensions  and  Compas- 
sionate Allowances 

(23.)    Pensions    and    Allowances    to 
Wounded  Officers 

(24.)  £33,200,  lo-Pension  [178]  264 
Motion  to  report  Progress  {Colonel 
Dickson)  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  27 ;  and, 
after  debate,  agreed  to,  359 

CoionTTBB  April  6 ^Rbpobt  April  7. 

Motion  to  report  Progress  {Oeneral 
Peel),  851 

After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Question  [March  24]  again 
proposed,  and,  after  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to    ... 
(25.)  Out-Pension  ... 
(26.)  Superannuation  Allowances,  dsc. 
Motion  to  report  Progress  {Colonel 
Dunne)  negatived 

Vote  agreed  to      . .  [1781  858 

(27.)  Disembodied  Militia     [178]  858 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


26,100 
74,200 


455,000 

162,100 

28,200 


83,200 
1,168,000 


131,000 
29,000 


Total  Non-£ffcctive  Services ...    £2,106,800 


Rbcapitulatiox. 

Total  Effective  Services 12,241,647 

ToUl  Non-Eflbctive  Services  ...     2,106.800 


Grand  Total,  Army  Services...   £14.348,447 


CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES,  1865-6. 

*^*  The  Votes  marked f  are  "to  complete 
sums  "  for  the  several  Services  named. 

Clabb  I. — Pubuo  Wobxb  ars  Buildihos. 

CoMMiTTBB  May  12^RBroBx  i£iy  15. 


(i.)  Royal  Palaces      : 

(2.)  Public  Buildings  ...     [179]  241 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(3.)  Fnniitttre  of  Poblio  Offioes 


••• 


48,836 
100,590 

12,000 


ON,   1865} 

- 179  —  i8o. 
8tq>jdy—eont, 


SUP 


SUP 


(4.)  Royal  Parkf  and  Pleasure  Gar- 
dens         ...    [179]  242 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  New  Houses  of  Parliament 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  247 
(6.)  British  Embassy    Houses,    Paris 

and  Madrid ••• 

(7.)  British  Consulate   and   Embassy 

Houses,  Constantinople      

(8.)  New  Foreign  Office 
(9.)  Industrial  Museum,  Edinburgh... 
(10.)  Probate  Court  and  Registries  ... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[1 79]  253 
(11.)  Public  Record  Repositoiy        ,•• 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  253 
(12.)  New  Westminster  Bridge  ••• 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[1 79]  253 

(13.)  Nelson  Column  ...    [179]  255 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(14.)  Patent  Office      ...    [179]  255 

After  short  debate.  Vote  ag^ed  to 

(15.)  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade        ... 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

ri79]256 
(16.)  Public  Offices,  Site    [179]  259 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agi^ed  to 
(17.)  Legation  House,  Tangier  ••• 

CoMMiTTBB  May  19— Rbpobt  May  22. 

(18.)  Harbours  of  Refuge  [179]  594 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(19.)  Holyhead  and  Port  Patrick  Har- 
bours, Ac [1 79]  595 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(20.)  t£70,677,  Public  Buildings,  Ire- 
land    ['79]595 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(21.)  t£3,000.  New  Record  Buildings, 
Dublin  [179]  ^05 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(22.)  National  Gallery,  Dublin 
(23^  Lighthouses  Abroad  [179]  595 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(24.)  Isle  of  Man  Lunatic  Asylum 

After  debate,  the  Committee  divided  ; 
A.  49,  N.  33  ;  M/I6 

Vote  agreed  to  [179]  596 

(25.)  Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  «01 

(26.)  Rates  for  Government  Property 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  601 
(27.)  Landguard  Point  Works  (Supp.) 
(28.)  National  Gallery  Enlargement 

idtij^p*/  ..•  ..t  ...  ••• 


ToUl  of  Class  L 


••• 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 
99,090 

49,456 


5,708 

3,455 
60,000 

9,130 
17,893 


28,750 

12,000 

9,500 

4,500 

10,000 

20,000 
1,559 

76,000 
49,930 

103,677 

6,000 

813 
19,474 

4,000 

20,000 

27,000 

10,000 

20,000 

£829,370 


CULSS  II. — SaLABIBS  AHD  EzPBVIBB  Of  POBUO 

Dbpabtmbnts. 

COMMITTBB  May  IO'Rbpobt  MayJi2. 

(I.)  t  £51.064,  Two  Houses  of  Parlla- 
ment.  Offices        ...        [179]  604  69,064 

After  ihori  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


SUP 


Sttppfy^coni, 


SUP 


{GENERAL    INDEX} 
177  —  178— 179  — 180. 

iSupply— oont. 


SUP 


SUP 


(a.)t  £39.188.  TroMury      [179]  605 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
V  (3')i  £20.118,  Home  OfBee  [i79]606 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  t  £48.885.  Foreign  OflBoe  [i  79]  606 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(5.)t  £23.658.  Colonial  Offioo 

(6.)t  £13,842.  Priry  Conncil  Office 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 


ri79j  607 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 
58.488 

27.118 

66.885 

31,658 
20,842 

68,523 


(7.)!  £50.523.  Board    of  Trade.  d(C. 
Alter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  600 

Coimims  Mdj/  22 — Rxpobt  May  25. 

(8.)  t  £1.938.  Priry  Seal  Office  ...         2.938 

(9. )  t  £5.874.  CiTil  Serrice  Commission        8,874 
^  (10.)  t  £14,391,  Paymaster   General's 

Office  20,391 

( 1 1 .)  t  £3.048.    Exchequer    (London)        5,048 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agrcNsd  to 

[179]  703 
f  £34,148.    Office   of  Works    and 
Public  Buildings      ...    [179]  703 
After  long  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn 
( 13.)  t  £20.483.  Office  of  Woods,  Forests, 
and  Land  Revenues  ...    [1 79]  704 
After  long  debate,  Committee  report 
Progress 

CoMMiTtki  June  19 — Rxpobt  June  20. 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[180]  478    ...    28,482 

GoMMiTTKC  May  26— Rxpobt  May  29. 

(i3.)t  £34,148.    Office  of  Works  and 
Public  Buildings  [179]  043         32,143 

After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

CoMMiTTxx  June  1 — Rxpobt  June  2. 

(14.)  t  £16,006,  Public  Record  Office...       22.006 

(15.)  1^217.392,  Poor  Law   Commis- 
sions ...         ...         •••  ••         •>•     237.392 

(16.)  t £35,075.  Mint,  including  Coinage       49,075 

(17.)!  £26,826.  Inspectors  of  Factories, 

Fisheries,  d^o.  •       36.836 

(18.)  t  £4.210,    Exchequer  and    other 

Offices  in  Scotland 6,210 

(19.)  t  £4.413.  Household  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. Ireland        6,413 

(20.)  t  £11.609.  Chief  Secretary,  Ire- 
land, Offices 16.609 

(31.)  1^3.007.     Inspection,     &o.,     of 

Lunatic  Asylums.  Ireland  ...         ...        4.007 

(22.)  t  £16,861,  Office  of  Public  Works, 

Ireland  22.861 

(23.)  t  £27.559.  Audit  Office 36,559 

(24.)  t  £14.187,  Copyhold.  Tithe,  and 

Inolosure  Commission         19,187 

(25.)  t  £9.290.  Inclosure  and  Drainage 

Acts  ;  Imprest  Expenses     13,290 

.  (26.)  t  £48.493.  General  Register  Of- 

fices.  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland       65.493 

(27.)  t  £11.510.  National  Debt  Office      15,510 

(28.)  t  £2,785,   Public    Works    Loan 
Commission  and  West  India  Relief 

Commission [i79]li36  3,785 

After  short  debate,  Vote  iigreed  to 


(29.)  t  £7.635.  Lunacy  Commissions 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1136 
(30- )  t£1.223.  Superintendent  of  Roada 

South  Wales [179]  1137 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(31.)  t  £1.324.  Registrars  of  Friendly 

Societies       [i79]  1^87 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agitied  to 

(32.)  t  £13,915.  Charity  Commission 

(33.)  t  £4,665,  Local  Government  Act 

Office   and    Inspection   of    Burial 

Grounds         ..        ...         •••         ••• 

(34)  t  £1*350,  Landed  Estates  Record 
v/iuces  •..         *•.  ...         «■• 

(35.)  t£446,  Quarantine  Expenses  ... 
(36.)  t  £24,000.  Secret  Service 
After  short  debate.  Vote  ag^reed  to 

[179]  1138 
(37.)  t  £265.410,  Printing  and    Sta- 

tionery         [179]  1140 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(38.)  t  £114.535,   PosUge  of  Public 
Departments  •••        ...         ...         ... 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 

9.635 


1,933 

2.9S4 
18,915 

6.M5 
2.350 

i,44e 

32.0M 

365.410 
149/(35 


Total  of  Class  IL     ...  £1/»0.185 

Class  III. — Law  amo  Justice. 

CoMMiTTBs  June  1 — Rkfort  June  2. 

(I.)  t £23,296,  Law  Charges,  England  43,900 
(2.)  t £128.033,      Criminal      PrtMecu- 

tions,  ^.  ...  •••  ...      198,033 

(3.)  t  £183,100.  Police.  Counties  and 

Boroughs.  Great  Britain  ...  ...     248,100 

(4.)  t  £2.120,  Crown   Office,  Queen's 

Bench  ...  ...  ...        3,120 

(5.)  t  £9.325,  Admiralty  Court.  Registry  12,335 
(6.)  t  £2.296,  Late  Insolvent  Debtors' 

Court  ...  ...  ...        3,900 

(7.)  t  £64.000.  Probate  Court  ...       85,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1H7 
(8.)  t^ei  10.701.  County  Courts        ...     159,701 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1148 
(9.)  f  £3,030,  Land  Registry  Office  ...        5,030 
(10.)  t  £15.993,  Police  CourU  (Metro. 

polls)...  ...  ...  ...       20,903 

rn.)  t  £115.166.  Metropolitan  Police     155,160 
(12.)  Revising  Barristers,  England  and 
IT  aies  ...  .*•  ... 


S13.)  Divorce  Court  Compensations  ... 
14.)  Bankruptcy  Court  Compensations 

(15.)  t  £2,577.  Lord  Advocate  and  So- 
licitor General,  Salaries  ...  ... 

(16.)  t  £13,331,  Court  of  Session    ... 

(17.)  t  ^7,816,  Court  of  Justiciary   ... 

(18.)  Prosecutions  under  the  Lord 
Advocate  ...  •..  ... 

(19.)  t£630.  Exchequer.  Scotland, 
Legal  Branch    ...  ...  ... 

(20.)  t  £31,231,  Sheriflb  and  Procura- 
tors Fiscal  not  paid  by  Salaries,  and 
Expenses  of  Prosecutions  in  Sheriff 
Courts  ...  ...  ... 

(21.)  t  £18,842,  Procurators  Fiscal, 
Salaries 


••• 


18,003 
6S0 
10,773 

3,577 

18,331 
10,81« 

i.100 

1,030 


35.931 
91,849 


SUP 


Stlppfy—CODl, 


SUP 


{SESSION,  1865) 

177— 178— 179  — i8o. 
Supply— coat. 


SUP 


SUP 


(ss.)  t  £10,777,  Sheriff  Clerks 

!2$,)  Ezpensee  in  matten  of  Tithes ... 
34.)  t£  13,254,  Register  Hoase,  Edin- 
burgh,    Salaries   and    Expenses   of 
Sundry  Departments        ...  ... 

(35.)  Commissary  Clerk's  OfiBoe        ..• 

(36.)  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy        •m 

(37.)  t  £53,637,' Law    Charges    and 

Criminal  Proseoations  (Ireland)    ... 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


[179]  1150 


(38.)  t  £3,793,  Court  of  Chancery 
(Ireland)  ... 

(39.)  t  £0,742,  Conrts  of  Queen's 
Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Exche- 
quer (Ireland)  ••• 

(30.)  Officers  of  the  Judges  on  Circuit 

(31.)  f  £1,403,  Manor  Courts  Compen- 
sations ...  ...  ... 

(33.)  t  £2,163,  Registry  of  Judgments 

{33')  Registry  of  I^ds 

(34. )  High  Court  of  Delesates 

(35*)  t  £4,590,  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
and  Insolvency ... 

(36. )  t  £7,663,  Court  of  Probate      ... 

(37-)  t  £8.768,  Landed  EsUtos  Court 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1150 

(38.)  f  £5,500,  Process  Seryers,  CiTil 
Bill  Courts 

(39.)  Revising  Barristers,  Dublin 

(40.)  1 40,500,  Dublin  MetropoliUn 
Police  and  Police  Justices  ... 

(41.)  t  £625,680,  Constabulary  of  Ire- 
land ...  ...     [179]  1151 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(43.)  t  £1,714,  Four  Courts  Marshalsea 
jl  riBoii  ...  ...  ... 

(43')  f  £13,900,  Inspection  and  General 
Superintendence  of  Prisons 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1162 

(44.)  t  £290,887,  Prisons  and  Convict 
Establishments  at  Heme 

(450  t  £198,905,  Maintenance  of  Pri- 
soners  in  County  Gaols,  Ac.,  and  Re- 
moval of  Convicts 

(46.)  t  £10,258,  Transportation  of  Con- 

vICVo     ...  ...  ...  ... 

(47.)  Convict  Establishments  in  the 
Colonies  ...  [179]  1259 

Resolutions    reported   June  2,  and, 
after  short  debate,  agreed  to 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
14,777 
8,000 


17,254 
1,295 
1,529 

73,637 


5,793 


13,742 
4,407 

2,403 

3,163 

16,416 

100 

6,599 
10,663 
11,768 


8,500 
420 

50,500 

725,680 

2,714 
18,999 

370,887 

288,905 

20,258 

159,059 


Total  of  Class  III. 


£2,897,515 


Class  IV.— Education,  Soibnos,  and  Aet. 

CoMuiTTsi  June  1 — Rbport  June  2. 

(I.)  t  £518,078,     Public     Education,. 

Great  BriUin  ...  [179]  1153       693,078 

After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  t  £116,841,  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment ...  [179]  1163 
After  long  debate,  Motion,  "That 
Item  £36,500,  for  Schools  of 
Science  and  Art,  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  £1,000  (Salaries  of  Has- 


ten)"  {Mr,  Edmund  PaUer);  A.  16, 
N.  80 ;  M.  64 
Original  Question  again  proposed 

[179]  1179 
Motion,     "That     Item      £10,000, 
for    the    Purchase    of    Specimens, 
Ancient  and  Modem,  be  omitted  from 
the  proposed  Vote"  {Mr,  DiUwyn) ; 
9A.  24,N.  81;  M.57 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  June  2,  and,  after 
short  debate,  agreed  to  [179]  1259 

CoMMiTTxs  June  2 — Rxpobt  June  8. 

(3.)  t  £235,583,    Public     Education, 
Ireland  ...  [179]  1248 

After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Commissioners  of  Education,  Ire- 
land (Office  Expenses)     ...  ... 

(5-)  t  £6,773,  University  of  London  ... 

(6.)  f  £14,485,   Universities,    Ao.,    in 

Scotland  ...  ...  ... 

(7.)  Queen's  University  in  Ireland  ... 
(8.)  t  £8, 150,  Queen's  Colleges,  IreUnd 
(9.)  Koyal  Irish  Academy  ...  •• 

(10.)  National  Gallery  of  Ireland 
(II.)  t£  1,500,  Belfast  Theological  Pro- 
fessors, du^.       ... 


••• 


CoMinTTix  June  9 — Rxpobt  June  20. 

(i3.)  f  £63,164,  British  Museum      ... 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1348 

CoiiMiTTix  June  8~Rxp6rt  June  12. 

(13.)  t  £13,336,  National  Gallery     ... 
After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

T' 79]  1271 
(14.)  British  Historical  Portrait  Gal- 
lery       ...  ...        [179]  1276 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(15.)  t  £4,059,  Scientific   Works    and 
Experiments  ...    [179]  1276 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(16.)  Universal  Exhibition  at  Paris  ••• 


:i6.) 
17.) 


(17.)  Royal  Geographical  Society 
(18.)  Royal  Society 
(19.)  Royal  Academy  of  Music 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1280 


Total  of 
Vote. 


£ 
161,841 


325,563 


730 
8,773 

19.485 

2,872 

5,150 

700 

3,400 

2,500 


98,164 


23,336 

1,650 

7,059 

5,000 
500 

1,000 
500 


Total  of  Class  IV. 


..£1,360,821 


Class  V. — Colonial,  Consulab,  and  otrxb 

FOBXION   SXBVICXS. 


CouMiTTXx  June  S^Rsfobt  June  12. 

(i.)  Bermudas         ...        [179]  1280 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  t  £2,813,  Clergy,  North  America 
(3.)  Indian  Department,  Canada 
(4.)  Governors     and     others.    West 
Indies,  dec.         ...  ...  ••• 

(5)  t  £6,200,  Justices,  West  Indies  ... 
(6.)  t  £6,730,  Western  Coast  of  Africa 

(7. 


,)  t  £2,924,  St.  Hetona 


•M 


4,200 

3,813 
1,000 

23,278 
7,200 

11,730 
4,924 


SUP 


Sigtpljf—eoat. 


SUP 


(GENERA 
«77  — 178- 


i 


ToUl  of 
Vote. 
£ 

700 
1,104 

5,488 
4,641 

800 

10,591 

1,657 

8,000 

47,000 


10,650 


166,018 
102,972 


(8.)  Orange  Rirer  Territory 
(9.)  IleligoUnd     ...  m* 

(10.)  t  £3,488,  Falkland  lalandf      ... 
(II.)  t  £2,641,  Labaan      [179]  1281 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
( f  a.)  Pitcaim't  Islanders    ...  ... 

(13.)  Emigration 

(14.)  Zambesi  Expedition    ..  •.. 

15.)  Treasury  Chest  ...  ••• 

16.)  f  £35,000,    Oaptared    Negroes, 
Bounties  on  Slavea,  Ao,  [179]  1281 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  t  £7,650,  Commissions  for  Sup- 
pression of  SlaTO  Trade 
(18.)  t  £91,018,  Consuls  Abroad 
Motion,    "  That    item     £750,    for 
the  Salary  of  ller  Majesty's  Consul 
at  St.  Petersburg,  be  omitted  from 
the    proposed    Vote    (Mr,    Clay); 
After   short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  20,  N.  50  ;  M.  30       [179]  1282 
After  further  debate,  Original  Question 
pnt,  and  agreed  to   ...         ...         . . 

(19.)  Senrices  in  China,  Japan,  and  Siam 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1292 
(20.)  f  £32,400,  Ministers  at  Foreign 

Courts,  Extraordinary  Expenses   ...       86,400 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1293 
(21.)  t  £19,000,  Speeial  Missions,  Out- 
fits, Ao....  ...         [179]  1294        25,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(22.)  Third  Seeretaries  to  Embassies  4,500 

Total  of  Class  V £476,106 


Class    VI.  —  Suphumnuation    and    Rbtirkd 
Allowahcxs,    AifD    Gbatuitum   fob    Cka- 

RITABLB  AND   OTHXB  PuRPOSKS. 

CoifMiTTxx  June  8 — Rkport  June  12. 

(I.)  t  £110,382,    Superannuation  and 

Retired  Allowances 
Motion,    "That     Item     £400,    for 

Retiring  Allowance   to   Martin    T. 

Hood,  late  Consul  at  Duenos  Ayres, 

be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote  '* 

{Mr.  Augusltu  Smith)  [179]  1296 
AOer  short  debate,  A.  13,  N.  28; 

XVI.    mO  ...  ...  ...  ... 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  179,382 
(2.)  Toulonese    and    Corsioan    Emi- 
grants, Ac.,  and  American  Loyalists  661 
(3.)  Refuge  for  the  Destitute          ...  825 
(4.)  t  £1,789,    Polish    Refugees    and 

Distressed  Spaniards         ..             ...  2,789 

(5.)  Merchant  Senmen's  Fund  Pensions  54,200 
(6.)  f  £21,400,    Relief  of   Distressed 

British  Seamen                ...             ...  30,400 

(7.)  t  £2.780,  Miscellaneous  Charges, 

formerly  on  Civil  List      ...             ...  3,780 

(8.)  Public  Infirmaries,  Ireland         ...  2,272 
(9.)  t  £1,000,      Westmoreland     Lock 

Hospital            ...            ...            ...  2,600 

(10.)  Rotunda  Lying-in  Hospital       ...  700 

(11.)  Coombe  Lying-in  Hospital        ^  200 

\cont. 


L    INDEX}  SUP         «UP 

- 179  — 180. 

Sapplff — cent. 

(12.)  f  £5,600,  Honse  of  Industry  Hoc- 

pitals ...  ...  ...  ••■ 

(13.)  t  £1,500,  Corii  Street  FoTerHo*- 

pital    ...  ••»  ...  ••• 

(14.)  Meath  Hospital 
(15.)  St.  Mark's  Opthalmio  Hospital 
(16.)  t  £300,  Dr.  Steevens's  Hospital... 
(17.)  Board    of    Superintendence    of 

Dublin  Hospitals  ...  ... 

(18.)  t  £7,644,  Coneordatum  Fond  aad 

other  Charities  and  Allowances,  Ire- 

lanQ    ...  ...  ...  .*• 

(19.)  t  £25,809,  Non-conforming  and 

other  Ministers,  Ireland 
Motion,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£25,509,  dEO."  (SirFnmcU  CroisUy) 
After  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  14, 

N.  51;  M.87  [179]  1299 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to       40,809 


Totalef 
Vote. 
£ 
7,60« 

2,500 
600 
100 

1,301 

245 


8,644 


Total  of  Class  VI. 


...  £339,107 


Class  VII. — Miscxllakxous,  Spxcial,  axd 
TxMPORART  Objects. 

CoimiTTBE  June  8 — Rbpobt  June  12. 

(f.)  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners      ...         3,7M 
(2.)  t  £22,702,    Temporary    Commis- 
sions ...  ...  ...  ...       30,70S 

(3.)  t  £25,003,  Patent  Law  Expenses       31,003 
(4.)  t  £11,427,   Fishery  Board,  Scot- 
land   ..  ...         [179]  1305  15,497 

After  short  dubate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  Trustees  of   Manu&ctures,   Scot- 
land   ...  ...  ...  ...         2,000 

(6.)  t  £39,532,  Local  Dues   on  Ship- 
ping under  Treaties  of  Reciprocity       55,539 
(7.)  f  £1,900,     Inspectors    of     Com 

Returns  ...  ...  ...         2,900 

(8.)  Boundary  Survey,  IreUnd  ...  500 

(9.)  Brehon  Laws,  Ireland  [179]  1308  000 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(10.)  Flax  Cultivation  in  Ireland     ...         5,000 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179] 1309 
(11.)  Malta  and  Alexandria  Telegraph, 
and  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Com- 
panies ...         [179]  1311  7S0 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  Agricultural     Statistics,    Great 
Britoin              ...             ...             ...       10,000 

(13.)  f  £14,674,     Miscellaneous     Ex- 
penses from  Civil  Contingencies    ...       16,074 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1312 


Total  of  CUss  VII. 


£174,768 


CrviL  Sbbvicks — Supplbmbjitabt  Estdcatis. 
CoMMiTTxs  June  19 — Rbpobt  June  20, 
Class  I.    Vote  27.  Landguard  Point 


Works 


CoiofiTTBB  June  19 — Rbpobt  /fme20. 

Class  I.    Vote  28.   National   Gallery 
Enlargement     ... 
After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[180]  484 


10,000 


90,000 


[e^ 


SUP        SUP 


{ SE  S  SIO 
177  —  178- 


iS)'f/^y— cont- 


Total  of 
Vote. 

CoMMiTTBK  June  8 — Rkport  June  12.  £, 

Class  YII.  (Temporary  Commissions) 
Digest  of  the  Law  of  England        ..•         5,000 

« 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1865-6. 
CoicMiTTSB  June  0 — Rbfort  June  20. 

Vote  I.   Customs  (Salaries  and  Ex-  £ 

penses)  ...  ...  •••     773,009 

Voto  II.   Inland  Reyenue  (Salaries 
and  Expenses)  ...  ...  ...  1,284,157 

Vote  III.  Post  OfiSce  (Salaries  and 
Expenses)         ...  [179]  1359 

AOer  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to...  2,121,478 

Voto  IV.  Superannuations  ...     478,116 

Total  of  Reyenue  Departments...  £4,056,760 


N,     1865  } 
-179—  180. 

Supply— cont, . 


SUP 


SUP 


CoMMiTTKK  June  19 — Ukport  June  20. 
Nbw   Courts   of  Jnstioe  and  OfiBcet, 


Adrances  for 


•  M 


Tola!  of 
Vote. 

700,000 


POST  OFFICE  PACKET  SERVICE. 

CoMMiTTRB  June  19 — RxpoRT  June  20* 

Post  Opfior  Packet  Sbrticr        •••      841,807 

.    After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[180]  471 

EXCnEQUER  BONDS 
CoiofiTTXB  May  19— RxFORT  May  22. 
£1,000,000,  Exchequer  Bonds        •••    1,000,000 


SUMMART. 
Wats  aitd  Means. 

SOHRDULB  OF  WaTS  AKD   MbAHS  RXFXRRBD  TO  IN 
SXCTION    10   OF  THE   CORSOLIDATXD    FuHD  (Ap* 

proprution)  Act — Yii, : 


1864-5. 

Amount  granted  per  Act  28 

Vict,  c.  4,  for  the  service  of 

the   year  ending  31  March 

loo5     •••  ...  ••• 


$,   d. 


175,650    0    0 


1865^. 

Amount  granted  for  the  serrioe 
of  the  year  ending  31  March 
1860 — vis. : 

Per  Act  28  Vict.  c.  10  ...  15,000,000 
Per  Section  1  of  the  Act  23,342,558 
Per  Section  9  of  the  Act 
(being  Surplus  Waysand 
Means  granted  for  the 
service  of  preceding 
years)  ..•  ••• 


0 
3 


0 
3 


1,318,526  16    9 


Total  Grants  of  WaYs  and 
Mbans  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 


SUAIMART. 
SuK8  Voted  m  Supply,  Session  1865. 

1864-5. 
(Supplemental  Votes.) 
Redemption  of  the  Schbldt  Toll... 


... 
••• 
... 


1865-6. 

Natt  Sbrtiobs 
Army  Sbrviobs 
ExcHBquBR  Bonds         ••• 
Civil  Sbbviois — viz.  : 
L  Public  Works  and 
Buildings £829,370 

II.  Salaries,  Ac.  Pub- 
lic Departments ...     1,580,185 

III.  Law  and  Justice    2,897,515 

IV.  Education,    Sci- 
ence, and  Art      ... 

V.  Colonial  and  Con- 
sular Services 

VI.  Superannuation, 
dec.  ...        ... 

VII.  Miscellaneous.. 

Rbvbnub  Dbpabtmbnts 
Post    Offior    Packet 

Service       ...  « 

Advancks     for     New 

Courts    of    Justice 

AND  Offices 

Total    of    Suppubs    oharobable 

UPON      THE      above      WaTS       AND 

Means — 


£175,650 


10,456,139 

14,848,447 

1,000,000 


1,860,821 

476,106 

339,107 
174,768 

7,657,872 
4,656,760 

... 

>     ... 

841,867 

... 

700,000 

I865I6      89,661,'085}     ^39,836.735 


VOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  sbbibs.'] 


[Stvabi,  Colonel  W.  (B$d/ml.) 
31 


STU       STE 


{ GENERAL    INDEX) 

177  —  178— 179  —  180. 


TAU       THE 


StcTABT,  Colonel  W.,  Bedfttd 
Prisons,  Comm.  el.  63,  [179]  1831 

SxTBTEBs,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Hertfordshire 
Army  Estimates — MaDu&ctariog  DepartmentSi 

[177]  1999 
Army — Regimental  Pajmasters,  [180]  366 
Financial  Statement — Wajs  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1150 

Sn>9BT,  Yiscoanty  (Lord  Chamberlain) 
Princess  of  Wales,  Answer  to  Address,  [180] 

430 
United   States  —  Assassination  of  President 

Lincoln,  Answer  to  Address,  [178]  1451 

Stses,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  79 
Army  Estimates — Land  Yont^,  [177]  1801, 

1816 ; — Pay  and  Allowances,  1964  ; — Mann- 

&ctarinff  Departments,  Amendt.  1989.  1991 
Ateem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moved  ibr,  [177]  1715 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolrency   (Ireland)   Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  786 
Bath,  Order  of  the,  Address  moved,  [x8o]  406 
Canada — Defences  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [1 78] 

811 
China — British  Subjects  in  the  Chinese  Ser- 

Tice,  [i  77]  287, 1945 ;  [i  78]  782 ;— Piracy  in, 

888 ;— Proceedings  in,  1239 ;— Dismissal  of 

Prince  Kung,  [179]  1209 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Consid. 

[180]  760  ;  3R.  841 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  294 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1130 
East  India  (Elevenne  Accounts),  Comm.  [180! 

956 
India-— Disinfecting  Powder  for,  [177]  450  ;— 

Claims  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Frontier 

Field  Force,  [180]  751 
Indian  Ofiaoers,  Address  moved,  [178]  1342, 

1353  ;— Grievances  of,  [180]  926 
Judicial  Statistics,  Scotch,  [177]  958 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  cL  1,  [180]  313 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  cV,  2,  [178] 

1064 

Kavy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1163, 

1420 
New  Zealand— War  in.  [177]  1516 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1344 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [179]  1268 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 

538 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  1036 ;— Controller  of 
the  Exchequer,  [179]  702 ;— Woods,  Forests, 
Ac.  704  ; — Lunacy  Commissions,  1137  ;  — 
Secret  Service,  1139;— Consular  Establish- 
ments, China,  Japan,  Ac.  1292  ;— Ministers 
at  Foreign  Courts,  1293;— Special  Missions, 
1296 ; — Superannuation  Allowapces,  1298  ; 
—Post  Office  Department,  1359  ;  —  Post 
Office  Packet  Service,  1364;  [180]  471 
United  States— Case  of  the  "  Saxon  "—Mrs. 

Gray,  [180]  131 
Volunteer  Rifles,  Promotion  in,  [1 70]  47 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  Insurance, 

[178]  1508 
Wriu  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm.  [179] 


Tauhton,  Lord 
British  Kaffraria,  2R,  [177I  1^3^ 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Biesignation  of— Pension, 

Res.  [179]  44 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  434 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [i  77]  737 

TaxeSf  CoUeetion  of 
Question,  Mr.  Baxley ;  Answer,  The  Ohanodlor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  3,  [178]  669 

Tea^Finaneidl  Siatemeni 
Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Aniwer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  I,  [1 78]  1240 

Tests  AboUtion  (Oxford)  fifll 

{Mr.  Gotchen,  Mr.  Orant  Duff) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered ;  read 
l'*  Afar  21  [Bill  851 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
{Mr.  Ootchen)  June  14,  [180]  185 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ''now,"  and  add  *'upoa 
this  day  three  months  "  {Lord  Robert  Cecil), 
210;  after  long  debate.  Question,"  That  *  now,' 
Ac. ;"  A.  206.  N.  190  ;  M.  16 ;  Division 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  247 ;  main  Question 
agreed  to 

Read  2o  June  14 

Bill  withdrawn  •  June  38 

Thamei  and  leis  Navigation 
Observations,  Mr.  Malins  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Miber 
Gibson  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  24,  [i  78]  323 

Thames  at  Hampton  Court 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson-Damer ;   Answer,  Jilr. 
MUner  Gibson  Mar  23,  [178]  79 

Thames  Embankment,  The 
Question,  Mr.    Cave ;    Answer,  Mr.    MilDor 
Gibson  June  22,  [180]  633 

Thames  River 

Select  Committee  appointed  l/or  31,  [178]  621) 
And,  on  April  6,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Milner  Gibson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Malins,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Bathurst, 
Sir  Frederick  Smith,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Uanke/ 
Sir  Francis  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  Baring, 
Mr.  John  Reginald  Torke,  Mr.  Dswson- 
Damer,  and  Mr.  Henry  Fenwick ;  April  27f 
Mr.  Locke  and  Colonel  Knox  added 

Report  of  the  Committee— (PaW.  P.  No.  399) 

Theatres,  &c.  Bill 

{Mr.  Locke,  Mr.Ayrton,  Mr.  Denman) 

c.  Ordered  ;  road  l""  Mar  10,  [177]  1529  [BiU  64] 
Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  {Mr. 

Locke)  June  13,  [180]  178 
Amendt.  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned" 

{Mr.  Newdegate)  ;  after  short  debate,  Qoef- 

tion  agreed  to ;  Debate  a^'oumed 
Order    for   resuming    Adjourned    Debate   00 

Second  Reading  [13th  June]  read  Jtme  15 
Moved, "  That  the  debate  be  further  adjourned," 

[180]  332 ;  [House  counted  out] 


THO 


TOR 


f  SESSION,    1865  | 
177  — 178  —  179  —  iio. 


TOR 


T&B 


Thohpson,  Mr.  H.  S.,  WhMy 

Greenock  Railway,  Re-Gomm.  [178]  1199 
Malt,  Res.  [17  7]  1266 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177]  1129 
Railway  BiUs  (Group  8),  Res.  [179]  874,  875 
Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  commnni* 

cation),  Res.  [179]  63 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  822;  Comm. 

Amendt.  [179]  131,870 

Timber  Duties 
Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  10,  [177]  1480 

"  Times''  The,  and  the  Budget 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  GrifiSth;  Answer,  Visoonnt 
Palmorston  May  15,  [i  79]  209 

TiTE,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 

Dwellings  for  the  Working  Glasses,  [177] 
1520 

Main  Drainage  (Metropolis),  [177]  205 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 
2R.  [177]  837 

Metropolitan  Paving,  <&o.  Gommission  moved 
for,  [180]  138 

Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R. 
[1771591 

Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1555 

Supply — National  Gallery  EnUu'gement,  [180] 
491,  498 

Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turn moved  for,  [179]  208 ;  Comm.  [180]  44 


ToLLEMACHE,  Mf.  J.,  Cheshire,  S. 

Salt,  Importation  of,  into  France,  [179]  292 
Union  Ghargeability,  2R.  [178]  315 

Took  the  Oath 
Feb  7— The  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
Feb  9— The  Bishop  of  Kilmore,  Ae. 
June  19 — The  Viscount  Gort,  a  Representative 
Peer  for  Ireland 


TorieB,  Robbers,  and  RappareesCIrelaad) 

Bill     (Mr.  Hennesty,  The  (/Donoghue) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  28  [Bill  95] 

Moved, ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read'2«"  (The 
(yDanoghue)  April  5,  [178]  755  ;  after  short 
debate,  agreed  to 
Read  2"  April  5 

Committee  ;  Report  May  4,  1521 
Considered  *  May  5 
Read  30  *ifay  8 
I  Read  1**  {The Earl  of  Donoughmare)  May  9 


(No.  96) 
^[I79] 


Read  2»  after  short  debate  May  22,  [179]  630 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  23 

Read3»*ifay26 

Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  Vict.  0. 33] 


ToBEENs,  Mr.  R.,  Carriclfergus 

Army  Estimatet^Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired 


OflScers,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  264 
BelfiMt— Riot*  at|  Rei.  [180]  163 


[coitf. 


ToBBXxs,  Mr.  R.— «on<. 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [x'78]  734 ;  Amendt. 

739,  742 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  508 
India— Expedition  to  Bhootan,  [178]  939 
Indian  CivU  Service  Examinations,  [179]  ^ff» 

Papers  moved  for,  413 
Indian  Staff  Appointments,  [177]  1043 
Navy— The  "  Bellerophon,"  [179]  789 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland) Act  Gontinoance, 

Leave,  [180]  323 ;  2R.  510 
Poor   Law»— The   Highworth   Union,   [180] 

824 
Prisoners  in  Newgate,  Treatment  of,  [177] 

1025 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  567 
Private  Bills— Printing  Petitions,  [177]  113| 

114,115;  Res.  282,  285 
SooUand— Port  Patrick  Harbour.  [178]  783 
Sewage  of  the  Metropolis,  [177]  1479 
Supply— Constabulary  (Ireland),  [i  79]  1153 


TowNSHEin),  Marquess 
Casual  Poor — Metropolis,  [178]  8 
Imprisonment  on   Civil   Process,  Middlaaez, 
[178]  3 

Tbact,  Hon.  C.  R.  D.  Hanbury,  MonU 


Qomery 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  48 
Army — Ordnance  Select  Committee,  [178]  371 
Bath,  Order  of  the.  Address  moved,  [180]  400 
Navy — Chaplain  General,  [177]  1006  ; — Ghap« 
lains'  Quarterly  Report,  [178]  488 ;— Car- 
riage of  Treasure,  1316 


TSade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Com- 
mittee on 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Ilors&U ;  long  debate  thereon  Mar  17,  [177] 
1850 


Transport  Service  between  England  and 
India 
Observations,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Reply,  Mr.  T.  G 
Baring  June  30,  [180]  1022 


Treason  and  Felony  Bill,  Forfeiture  for 

Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  June  19,  [180]  445 

Dreasure  Trove 
Question,  Sir  Jervoise  Jervoise ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  June  19,  [180]  440 


Tbefusis,  Hon.  G.  H.  R.,  Lewmshire,  N. 
Highway  Contracts,  Stamp  Duty  on,  [180]  440 

Tbehsens,  Mr.  M.,  Coventry 

France— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1748 
Roman  Gatholio  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1068 


TBB        TUB 


{GENERA 
177  — X78 


Tbelawkt,  Sir  J.  S.,  Tavistock 
Armj— The  Foot  Guards,  [i  78]  86 
Armj  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1789, 
1793,  1796 ; — Pay  and  Allowances,  Amendt. 
1821,  1822  ;--Martial  Uw,  1974,  1975;-- 
Disembodied  Militia,  1977 
New  Zealand — Proclamation  of  tho  Governor, 
•      [177]  1742 
Tower,  Deputy  Lieutenancy  of  the,  [177]  1044 


Trespass  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Fifday^'Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Gumming  Bruee) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Mar  31  [Bill  98] 

Read2«>*/MW  1 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Juue  2 

Committee  *  ;  Report  JuM  8 
»  Read  $••  June  S 
l.  Read   I*  •  (^The  JU/rd Privy  Seal)  June  12 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  146) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3' *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29       [28  A  29  Viet,  c.  56] 


Trinity  Board — Steam  Tugi 
Question^  Mr.  Gave ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gib- 
son ifar  6,  [177]  1117 

Tbollofb,   Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.,  lAnccln- 

shire,  S. 
Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1127 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  95 ; 

Comm.  727;  el,  1,730 
-  Supply  —  Woods,    Forests,   Ac.  [179]  708; — 

Lunacy  Commissions,  1136, 1137 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  329 ;   Comm. 

[179]  342;  Consid.700 


Trusts  Adnunistration  (Scotland)  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  O.  Grey,  Sir  IK  Dunbar) 

e.  Oi-dcied  ;  read  1* •  Mar  24  [BUI  92] 

Read  2*  •  April  6 

Committee  • ;  Report  April  27 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm,)  ;  Report  May  18 

[Bill  158] 

Committee  *  {on  re-comm) ;  Report  June  16 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 

Read  3°  •  June  20 
/•  Read  !••  ( The  Lord  Chancellor)  June  20 

Read  2»*  June  22  (No.  185) 

Order  for  Committee  discharged  *  July  S 


Turkey  and  Persia — 27ie  Boundary  Neyo- 
tiations 

.  Motion  for  an  Address  for  "Copy  of  the  Ti-eaty 
concluded  at  Erxeroum  between  Turkey  and 
Persia,  in  October,  1847,"  and  other  Papers 
(Viscount  Stratford  de  Redclijfe)  Mar  16, 
[177]  1727;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 


TuBNER,  Mr.  C,  Lancashire,  S, 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 
add,  d,  [180]  083,  684 


L    INDEX)        TUB        ULS 
—  179  —  180. 

TuBNER,  Mr.  J.  A.|  ManeheiUr 

Paper  Trade,  The,  [180]  131 
Partnership    Amendment,   2R.    [178]   1284; 
Comm.  add.  el,  [179]  537,  539 


Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  G.  Grey) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  June  10 

Road  2«*  June  20  [Bill  227] 

Considered  in  Committee  June  22,  [180]  087  ; 
[House  counted  out] 

Committee  ;  Report  June  26,  [180]  844 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  27 

Read  3°  •  June  28 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  28 

Read  2*  «  June  29  (No.  232) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3*  •  July  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  &  29  Vict,  0. 107] 


Turnpike  Tolls  AboUtion  BiU 

(Mr.  WhaUey,  Mr.  MeMahon) 

e.  Ordered  afler  short  debate  May  4,  [178]  1524 
Read  lo  •  May  8  [BUI  128] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {Mr. 
WfuMey),  [180]  592;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn  June  20 

Turnpike  IVusts 
Question,   Mr.  Western  ;  Answer  Sir  Greorgo 
Grey  Feb  10,    [177]  137;  Question,    Mr. 
Hunt ;    Answer,    Mr.   T.  G.  Baring  May  4, 
[178]  1409 


Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  Bill 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  O.  Grey) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  16  [BUI  225] 

Read  2»  •  June  20 

Committee  *  June  22  ;  Report  *  June  23 

Read  3^*  June  23 
I,  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  2« 

Read  2»»  June  21  (No.  216) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3*  •  Jime  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  &  29  Viet,  c.91] 


Tyne  Improvement  BiU 

I,  Petitions  presented  by  Tho   Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough  Ju#i«  27,  [180]  848;  short  deUto 
thereon 
Read  3*  Jwie  27 


Ulster  Canal  Transfer  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr,  Luke  White) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  13  [Bill  211] 

Read  2*  •  June  19 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  2i 

Read  3**  •  June  23 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( 7%«  Lord  Steward)  June  26 

Read2»*  June  29  (No.  217) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Road  8»  •  July  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  &  29  Vict,  c.  100] 
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177—178  —  179—180. 


UNI 


UNI 


Union  Chorgeabilily  Bill 

{Mr.  C.  P.  ViUurs,  Sir  G.  Qrey) 

177]  c.  Motion  for  leaye  (Mr,  C,  P.  VtUiers),  468 
Ordered ;  after  debate  read  1°  Feb  20 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2***' 
{Mr,  C,  P.  ViUiers)  Mar  27,  277  [Bill  311 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add 
"  considering  the  little  knowledge  this 
House  possesses  as  to  the  practical  working 
of  the  Irremovable  Poor  Act  of  1861,  it  is 
inexpedient,  without  further  information,  to 
legislate  on  the  subject  of  Union  Rating 
during  the  present  Session"  (^tV  Rainaid 
KrUghtley),  294  ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words, 
<&c. ;  "  Moved,  **  That  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  (Mr,  Knight),  negatived ;  original 
Question  and  Amendt.  again  proposed; 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;'*  A.  208, 
N.  131  ;  M.  72 ;  Division  List,  Ayes  and 
Noes,  356 ;  original  Question  agreed  to  ; 
Read  2«  Mar  21 

1 79]  Order  for  Committee  read 
.  Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee,  with  a  view  to  rendering  the 
working  of  the  system  of  Union  Charge- 
ability  more  just  and  equal,  that  they  have 
power  to  facilitate  in  certain  cases  the  alte- 
ration of  the  limits  of  existing  Unions " 
(Mr.  Bentinek)  May  Tl  ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  118,  N.  193;  M.  76,116 

•  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair"  (Mr,  C,  P,  Villieri),  131 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and 
add  "the  Bill  bo  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee "  (Mr,  Thompson) ;  Question, 
**  That  the  words,  dns. ; "  after  long  debate, 
Question,  "That  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed *'  (Sir  Rainaid  KnighUey) ;  after 
debate,  A.  80,  N.  174 ;  M.  94  ;  Question 
again  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  dto." 
Amendt. ' "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Lygon)  negatived ;  Question  again 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao,  ; "  Debate 
adjourned 
.  Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Amendt.  proposed  to  Quest  ion  [11th  May]; 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  Question  again 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  &c. ;"  Debate 
resumed  May  16,  303  ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  2C6,  N.  93 ;  M.  173  ;— [For  Division 
List,  see  Appendix}— Main  Question,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed 
to ;  Bill  considered  in  Committee ;  Com- 
mittee B.P.  371 

•  Bill  considered  in   Committee  May  18,  491  ; 

after  long  debate.  Bill  reported      [Bill  166] 

•  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 

sideration "  (Mr,  Villiert)  May  22,  663 

•  Amendt.  (Mr,  Knight),  666  ;  Question,  "  That 

the  words,  &o, ;"  after  long  debate.  Question 
agreed  to ;  maiq  Question  agreed  to 

•  Bill  considered,  700 

•  Amendts.  made ;  Bill  read  3<^  after  long  debate 

May  2$,  789 

/.    Read  1*  *  ( Tfie  Lord  President)  May  26 
180]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Junfi  12,  9 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ('^  be,")  and  insert 
("referred  to  a  Select  Committee")  (The 
Duke  of  Rutland) ;  Question,  ^*  Whether  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee ; "  after 
long  debatOi  Cont«  24,  Not-Cont.  86;  M,  62 ; 


K 


Union  Chargeability  BiU'^eont. 

180]  resolved  in  the  negative ;  List  of  Cent,  and 
Not-Cont.  41  ;  original  Motion  agreed  to; 
Biil  read  2*  June  12  (No.  122) 

•  Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill "  (  TTie  Lord 
President)  June  16,  361 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
Report  •  June  19  (No.  171) 

.  Read  3*  with  the  Amendments  June  20,  624  ; 
after  short  debate,  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons 
Royal  Assent  June  29       [28  &  29  Vict.  0.  79] 

Uuioi  Chargeahility  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton ;  Answer, 
Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Jfor  31,  [178]  661; 
Question,  Colonel  Wilson  Patten ;  Answer, 
Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Ajyril  3,  670  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  Mr.  0.  P.  Villiers 
AprU  28, 1204 

Union  of  Benefices  Act — St,  Benet  Oraee* 
ehureh  Street,  and  Allhallowe,  Lorn* 
hard  Street 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  ?• 
Bouverie  Feb  17,  [177]  321 

Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Edward  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Mr.  Oos^en) 
e.  Motion  for  leave  {Mr.  E.  P.  Bouverie)  Mar  9, 

[177]  H68 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copies  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  1st  day  of  November,  1804, 
for  the  removal  of  the  Church  of  St.  Benet*s, 
Gracechurch  Street : 

'*  And,  of  all  the  Correspondence  on  the  subject 
between  the  Archdeacon  of  London  and  the 
Members  of  the  Church  Estates  Commis- 
sioners" (Mr,  Hubbard),  1460;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate, 
A.  21,  N.  11  ;  M.  10 

Bill  ordered  after  debate  April  26,  [178]  1013 

Read  i''^  AprU  26  [BiU  116] 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation 

Bill        (Sir  R,  Peel,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  7  [BUI  63] 

177]  Read  2^  after  debate  Ifar  17, 1007 
178]  Committee  ;  Reportifar24,  266 
Considered  *  Mar  28 
Read  30  *lfar  30 
I.  Read  1«  •  ( The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  31  (No.  52) 
179]  Moved,   "  That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2*  " 

May  0,  3 
.  Amendt.  to    leave  out   ("now,")  and  insert 
("  this    day  six    months ")  ( The   Earl   of 
Donoughmore) ;    Question,    That    ("now,'^) 
d;c. :  Cent.  73,  Not-Cont.  46  ;  M.  27 ;  LUt 
of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,   6 ;    Bill   read  2* 
May^ 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  11 
Read  3**  May  12 
Royal  AMent  i%  20  [28  Viet.  0.  26] 
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United  States 

LORDB — 

AssattinoHon  of  FreiiderU  Xrtnc&2i}— Notice 
(Earl  Russell)  April  27,  [178]  1073  ;  MoTed, 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  ex- 
pression of  the  deep  Sorrow  and  Indignation 
with  which  this  House  has  learned  the  As- 
sassination of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  to  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  in  communicating  Her  own  Sen- 
timents on  this  deplorable  Event  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  ex- 
press on  the  Part  of  this  House  their  Ab- 
horrence of  the  Crime  and  their  sympathy 
with  the  Government  and  People  of  the 
United  States  "  {Earl  Russell)  May  1, 1219  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to,  No- 
mine Dlssentiente^Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  Address  May  i,  H51 ;  Debate  on  the 
Address ;  Explanation,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
May  4, 1451 

Belligerent  Rights,  Question,  Lord  Houghton ; 
Answer,  Earl  Russell  May  15,  [179]  286  ; 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Derby;  Answer, 
Earl  Russell  June  12,  [j8o]  1 

COMIIONS— 

••Alabama  "  Claims,  The,  Qutotion,  Sir  John 
Walsh ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  May 
9^»  [179]  ^76;  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Le- 
fevre;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  May 
30,  1107 

Assassination  of  President  Lincoln  —  Notice 
(Sir  George  Grey)  Avril  27,  [178]  1081; 
Moved,  "  That  an  bumole  Address  be  present- 
ed to  Her  Majesty  to  convey  to  Her  Majesty 
the  expression  of  the  deep  Sorrow  and  In- 
dignation with  which  this  House  has  learned 
the  Assassination  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  to  pray  Her 
Majesty  that  in  communicating  Her  own 
Sentiments  on  this  deplorable  Event  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  ex- 
press on  the  part  of  Her  faithful  Commons 
their  Abhorrence  of  the  Crime,  and  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  Government  and  People  of 
the  United  States"  (Sir  G,  Grey)  May  I, 
1242  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to, 
Nemine  Contradicente  —  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer to  the  Address  May  4, 1471 

Belligerent  Rights,  Question,  Mr.  J.  White ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  May  15,  296 

British  Embassy  at  Washington,  Question,  Mr. 
Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb  17,  [177] 
818 

British  North  America,  The  Red  River  Ter- 
ritory, Question,  Sir  Edward  Grogan ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cardweli  May  29,  [179]  976 

Canada  and  the  United  States,  Treaties  between, 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  10, 
*'  Address  for  Papers  and  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  notice  given  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  North  America  to 
terminate  the  Convention  under  which  Eng- 
land and  the  Uaitod  States  mulUAll^f  a|[;ce«d. 

\e(mft% 


L< 


Unitsd  Statbb— Cosofoirg— eofil. 

not  to  fit  out  Naval  Armaments  upon  the 
Canadian  Lakes  ;  also  respecting  the  abroga- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  between  the 
Provinces  of  British  North  America  and  the 
United  States  by  the  late  Lord  Elgin"  (Str 
John  Walsh),  [177]  141  ;  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  17, 
•*  Motion  for  Copies  of  all  Papers  in  the  pot- 
session  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  re- 
specting the  *  Reciprocity  Treaty,'  and  the 
'Bonding  Act,'  of  dates  subsequent  to  De- 
cember, 1861 "  (Mr.  Watkin),  410 ;  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Canada,  Fortifications  in.  Question,  Mr.  6. 
Cochrane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardweli  May  11, 
179]   114 — Pari,  Paper — Captain  Jervois' 
iCtter  [3434] 

Canadian  Delegates,  The,  Question,  Mr.  War- 
ner ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardweli  June  2,  [179] 
1209  ■—  Pari.   Paper —  The    Conferences 

[3585] 

CivU  War,  Close  of  the.  Copy  of  Papers  laid  on 
the  Table  July  4,  [180]  1143 

Claims  for  Compensation,  Qoestions,  Lord 
Robert  Cecil  and  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  Mar  9,  [177]  1372 

Extradition  Treaty,  The.  Question,  Lord  Ro- 
bert Cecil;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
ilfar  13,  [177]  1537 

Passport  System,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Cardweli  Feb  24,  [177]  660 

Proclamation  of  President  Johnson,  Question, 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  Viscount  Pal- 
merston ifay  19,  [ 1 79]  503 

"  Saaon,"  Case  of  the — Mrs.  Gray,  Question, 
Colonel  Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  June  13, 
[180]  131 

The  Confederate  Slates-^ 

BeaXe,  Captain,  Case  of  Question,  Mr.  Peaoocke; 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  13,  [177]  1536 

British  Property  in  tfie^  Question,  Mr.  Gregory: 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  20,  [177]  1922 

Confederate  States  Cruisers,  Question,  Mr. 
Snaw  Lefevre ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  ifar  3, 
[177]  1044 

Consuls  for  the  Southern  Slates,  Question,  Mr. 
Hadfield ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  June  16,  [180] 
367 
Pari  Papers — 

North  America,  1865 — 
Correspondence  respecting 
No.    1  Attack  on  St.  Albans     .    .    .   [3427] 
No.    2  Reciprocity  Treaty    ....   [3470] 
No.    3  The"Kearsarge"  and  ''Ala- 
bama"        [3511] 

No.    4  Consular  Exequators     .     .    .   [3513] 
No.    5  Assassination     of     President 

Lincoln [35381 

No.    6  Cessation  of  Civil  War   .    .    .   [3538] 
No.    7  Proclamation    of     President 

Johnson [3539] 

No.    8  Compensation  to  Widow  of  Mr. 

Gray [35«] 

No.    9  Cessation  of  Civil  War — Fur- 
ther Paper      [3572J 

Do.  [3577] 


\ 
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,77—178- 

UniversUy  of  London 

(Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper 
Mar  10,  [i  77]  1478 ;  Ot^senrations,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff;  Reply,  Mr.  Cowper  Jvme  2,  [179]  1200 

Unioersiiy  of  Oxford^  JBleeiionfbr  ths 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Clifton;    Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ifay  0,  [179]  50 

Upper  Street,  Islington,  State  of 
Question,  Mr.  Cos ;  Aniwer,  Sir  George  Grey 
May  12,  [179]  238 

Utilization  of  Sewage  and  Land  ReclamO' 

tion  {Ireland)  Bill 
c,  MoTed,  **  That  these  Bills  be  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolis  Sew- 
age and  Essex  Reclamation  Bill"  {Sir  C. 
&Loghlen)i  after  short  debate,  Motion  with« 
drawn  3far  21,  [178]  6 
BUI  withdrawn*  Ifay  11 


Vacant  Inepectorahip  of  Charities 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answeri  Mr.  H.  A. 
Bruce  June  10,  [180]  263 


Vahce,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Attorneys,  &o.  Certificate  Duty,  Ret.  [179]  670 
Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  607 
Clonpriest,  &o.  Benefices  (Ireland),  Returns 

moTcd  for,  [177]  249 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

836 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  [178]  894 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  8Sf,  830 
Irehind— Constabulary  Clothing,  [177]  206;— 

Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Returns 

moTcd  for,  [178]  542 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [180]  599 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Ck)mm.  A^j.  moTed,[i79] 

611,617 
Secret   Ser?ice    Money,   Returns  moTod  for, 

[180] 591 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Res.  [180]  453 
Supply— Nonconforming,  ^c.  Ministers,  [179] 

1301 


Yanbbleu&,  Colonel  G.  M.,  Clare  Co. 

Casey,  Alexander,  Property  of  the  late,  [178] 

370 
I«andlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moYcdfor,  [i78]608 


Vake,  Earl 
Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  1531 

Vansittakt,  Mr.  W.,  Windsor 

A  seem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1694,  1695 
Colonial  GoTemors  (Retiring  Pensions),  [178] 

1518 
East  India  (Goremor  Geneiml'i  Powers,  dto.), 

Comm.  [178]  456 

leowt. 


N,    186«)  VUr       VIL 

.179  — 180, 

Vaicsittart,  Mr.  W. — e&nt. 

East  India  (Reyenuo  Acooants),  Comm.  [180] 

949 
India  Ofllco(Site,  Ac.),  Comm,^/.  2,  [178]  861, 

863 
India— Sanitary  SUte  of  Calcutta,  [177]  238; 

—Native   ArtiUery,  1118 ;— Expedition   to 

BhooUn,   [178]   938,  944;— Civil    Senrico 

Examinations,  Papers  moved  for,  [1 79]  416  ; 

— Case  of  Mr.  Buckle,  561 ; — Finances  of, 

[180] 731 
Public  Offices  (Sito  and  Approaches),  Leare, 

[177]  1802 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  614 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  Idnirtooe, 

[178]  1511 

Yebneb,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Lisbum 

Bel&st— Riots  at.  Res.  [180]  160 

Ireland— Dinner  to  Mr.  Gavan  Dnfly,  [180] 

1041 
Lotteries— Public  Departments,  [179]  1268 


Yernet,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1794; 
— Pay  and  Allowances,  1822,  1959  ;— Mar- 
tial Law,  1975;— Works,  Buildings,  Ae. 
[178J  245; — Administration  of  the  Army, 
976 
Army — Recruiting,   Commission   moved   for, 

[1773  526 
India— Officers  serving  in,  [178!  792 
Navy— Chaplain  General,  [177 J  1003 
Poland— Afhirs  of.  Res.  [177]  1838 
Schleswig-Holstein  Duchies,  [177]  749;  [178] 

925 
Supply  —  Royal    Parks,  [i  79]  242 ;  —  British 

Museum,  1853 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178I  234 
Union  Chargeability,  Consid.  [i  79]  686 


YiLLiEBS,  Eight  Hon.  C.  P.  (Chief  Com* 
missioner  of  the  Poor  Law  Board), 
Woherhampton 

Agricultural    Parishes,    Returns   moved   for, 

[177]  830,  831,  1202 
Green,  Mary,  Case  of,  [178]  1082 
Greenwich  Union — Cases  of  Mary  Moriartj 

and  others,  [1773597 
Irish  Paupers,  Removal  of,  [177]  84 
Medical  Officers  of  Poor  Law  Unions,  [177] 

235 
Metropolitan    Uouseless  Poor,   Leave,  [177] 


2001 ;   2R.  [178]    533,  539 ;   Comm.  d,  I, 
Consid.  860 


758,    766;    adi 


759,  763,  764,  765 ; 


Metropolitan  Workhouses,  Dietary  of,  [179] 

299 
Mines  and  Timber,  Rating  of,  [177]  659 
Night  Refuges  (Metropolis),  [177]  1920 
Parochial  Medical  Relief,  [178J  568 
Poor  Law  Beard  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  89, 

100, 102,  103,  104 ;  Comm.  721 ;  c/.  1,  729, 

730 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  459 
Poor  Law  Unions,  [177}  1116:»Avditorfof 


Aooonnts.  [178]  1203 


\S«frii.. 
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WAL        WAT 


ViLUERs,  Right  Hon.  C.  P. — eont. 

Union  Clmrgoability,  Lcaro,  [177]  468;   2R. 

[178]  277,    355,  561,  671,  1204;    Comm. 

[179]  116, 125, 127, 142, 170,  172,  352, 864  ; 

cl,  1,  401,  402;  el,  2,  503,  516;  add.  el 

518 ;  e/.  5,  510  ;  el,  8,  Amendt.  510  ;  add. 

d.  520,  522,  524  ;  Coniid.  687,  602 ;   add. 

el.  700,  701,  702 ;  3R.  705 
Workhouse  Nuraes,  [178]  1534 
Wycombe,  High,  Poop  Law  Union,  [178]  82; 

Papers  moied  for,  [179]  227 

ViTiAW,  Lord 
MeUlUferous  Mines,  2R.  [179]  625 
Mines,  Report  on,  [179]  387 

Vivian,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Olamarganshire 
Army — Conversion  of   Enfield    Rifles,  [179] 

388  ; — Military  Chaplains  in  New  Zealand, 

1225 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Ros.  [180]  1119 

Wakefield  Gaol 
Observations,  Mr.  Neate ;  debate  thereon  Mxr 
8,  [1 77]  1087 

Walcott,  Admiral  J.  E.,  Christchurch 
.  Argentine  Republic^ — Treatment  of  a  British 

Officer,  [180]  540 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Leave,  [178]  1013;  2R. 

[179]   1008,  1012;    Comm.  cl.  11,    1325; 

el.  20,  [180]  127 ;  el.  51, 128 ;  add.  d.  120 
Navy — Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

397 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1387  ; 

—Half  Pay,  [178]  998 
Navy — Widows  of  Warrant  Officers,  Res.  [179] 

580 

Walpole,  Right  Hon.  S.  H.,  Cambridge 
University 
Army — Case  of  Lieut  .-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

661 
Army  Estimates — Land   Forces,   [177]  1813, 

1815 
Bishops'  Trusts  Substitution  Act,  [180]  445 
British  Museum,  [177]  1534 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [179]  301 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  [178]  1204 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  852    :. 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  cL  1,  [180]  830; 

cl.  2,  840 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  524 
Courts  of  Justice    Building,   2R.  [177]  205, 

298 
.  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  Amendment,   2R. 

[179]  260 
Greenwich    Hospital,    Comm.   cl.    10,    [179] 

1320;  f/.  11,  1324 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [179]  712; 

Res.  2,  713 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [  1 78]  625 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  654 
Minor  Canons,  <lrc.  [180]  988 
Railway  Legislation,  [177]  234 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  465,  469; 

Comm.  616 

5cfJODoe  and  Art  CoUeolioikB,\.i7^156V 

\coul% 


Walpolx,  Right  Hon.  S.  H. — emit. 

Supply— Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  852  ;— 
British  Historical  Portrait   Gallery,   [179] 
1276  :— British  Museum,  1348,  1357 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  Leave,  [178]  49 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178J  231 


Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  Itadnorshire 

Canada  and  the  United  States,  Papers  moved 

for,  [177]  141 
United  States— The  "  Alabama"  claims,  [179] 

876 

Walteh,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add.  cL 

[179]  lOS 
Gourto  of  Justice,  New,  Site,  [177]  208 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  858 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institations,  2R. 

[180]  611 
Law  of  Eridenoe,  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  818 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  219 ;  3R.  1362 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  3R.  [178]  338 

War  Department  Tramway  (Devon)  BOl 

[h J..]    (  The  Earl  de  Grey) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1*  *  May  16         (No.  104) 

Read  2**  May  23 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  26 

Committee  *  May  29 ;  Report  *  May  30 

Readd**.7un«l 
e.  Read  1 ""  •  June  8  [  BiU  204] 

Read  2'' * /tiiitf  12 

Committee  • ;  Report  Jutie  20 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  21 

Read  30  •/un«  23 

Royal  Assent  Jtme  20       [28  &  29  Viel.  c.  74] 

Warner,  Mr.  E.,  Norwieh 

Abyssinia — British  Prisoners  in,  [178]  957 

Canadian  Delegates,  The,  [179]  1209 

Cape  Colony—The  Kaffirs,  [  1 79]  976 

Colonial  Defences,  [179]  1105 

Great  Yarmouth  Borough,-  Haven  and  Port, 

2R.  Amendt.  [177]  744 
Locomotives  on   Koads,  Comm.  el.  2,  [178] 

1064 
Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

412 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  335;  Comm. 

el.  2,  [179]  518 

Warrant  Officers 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Somerset  June  30,  [180]  980 

Widows  of,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 
May  19,  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"the  cruel  exception  which  deprives  those 
Widows  of  Warrant  Officers  of  the  Navy  who 
became  Widows  prior  to  1860  of  any  Pension 
is  not  approved  by  this  House"  (Sir  Johft 
Bay),[i'!g]  577  ;  Question,  "That  the  words. 
&c. ;"  after  short  debate,  A.  62,  N.  42 ;  M.  20 


Waterhouse,  Major  S.,  PonUfiract 
\  ^  Bsfik  ^Qtes  Israe,  Re-Comm.  c^  8,  [i  79]  826 


WAT 


WAT        {SESSION      1865) 

177  —  178  —  179  —  i«o. 


WAY 


WAY 


Waterworks  BilK-M''*  M.CHb$on,Mr.  Baring) 

e.  Ordered  •  April  7 

Read  !»  •  .iwrii  24  [Bill  112] 

Head  2«»  •  May  1 

llcferred  to  Select  Oommittoe  May  1 

And,  on  May  11,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Rodbuck (Chairman),  Mr.  Schole- 
flcld,  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forstor,  Sir 
John  Ogilvy,  Sir  E.  Grogan,  Mr.  Caird, 
Mr.  Smollett,  Lord  R.  GrosTenor,  Mr.  Hib- 
bcrt,  Mr.  Beecroft,  Mr.  John  Tollemache, 
Mr.  Kendall,  Mr.  Milner  GibsoD  ;  Uaj  12, 
Mr.  Dawson-Damer  added 
Special  Report*  June  23  (No.  401) 

Waterworks  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  Hr.  Milner 
Gibson  Mar  8,  [177]  1042 


Waterworks  Reservoirs 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answer  Sir  George 
Grey  Feb  23,  [177]  600;    Question,    Mr. 
Ferrand;  Answer,  Sir  George   Grey    Mat 

21,  [178]  7 

Watkin,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Stockport 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1811  ;— 

Manufacturing  Departments,  1990,  1992  ; — 

Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178]  129  ;— Military 

Education,  262 ;— Chelsea  and  Kilmainham 

Hospitals,  264 
British  Embassy  at  Washington,  [177]  318 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jenrois  Report, 

[177]  1608 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instmo- 

tion  to  Comm.  [177]  930 
Public   Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  LeaTO, 

[177]  1303 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [179]  1263 
Rupert's  Land,  [178J  1601 
Supply — British  Museum,  [179]  1363 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [i  79]  329 
United  States — The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  410; — Passport  System, 

600 
Volunteer  Officers,  [177]  1662 


WA  YS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  13,  [177]  1643, 

£175,650,  Consolidated  Fund 
Resolution  reported  *  Mar  14 

178]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  The  Financial 
Statement  0/  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
April  27, 1084 
Motion,  *'That  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  in  lieu  of  the  Duties 
of  Customs  now  charged  on  Tea,  the  following 
Duties  of  Customs  shall,  on  and  after  the  6th 
day  of  May  1865  until  the  1st  day  of  August 
1806,  be  charged  thereon  on  importation  into 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  :  yii. — 

£    $,    d. 
Tea  -        -        .  the  lb.  0    0    6 " 

Considered  in  CommUtee  May  4 
Question  again  proposed 
.  Amondt.  to  leave  out  *'  6th  day  of  May,"  and 

insert "  Ist  day  of  June  "  {Mr.  MofaU),  1471 ; 

Question,  "  That  the  words,  die. ; "   after 

debate,  Ameiidt.  withdrawn 

VOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  snuxs.]  leofU. 


Ways  an  d  Jf<Min«^oont. 

178]  Another  Amendt.  to  leaTO  oat  "  on  and  after 
the  6th  day  of  May,  1865*'  (Mr,  MoffaU) : 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  4tc.,"  negatived 
Another  Amendt.  to  add,  *'  Provided,  That,  on 
special  grounds,  the  said  redaction  shall  not 
take  effect  until  the  Ist  day  of  Jane,  1865  " 
(Mr.  MofaU)\  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
d(c.,"  agreed  to  ;  original  Question,  at 
amended,  agreed  to 

•  Income  and  Pi^perty  Tax— Resolntion,  1502 

•  Fire  Insaranco  Duty — Resolution,  1508 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  25th  day  of  Jane,"  and 

insert  "  15th  day  of  May  "  (Sir  JatMt  Fer* 
gutson) ;  after  debate.  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  dro,"  agreed  to  ;  original  Question 
agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  May  5 

•  Considered  in  Committee  ;  £1,000,000  Exche- 
quer Bonds  May  5,  1570 
Resolutions  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  May  8 

180]  Account  No.  46  of  the  Finaince  Accounts 
[presented  8th  June]  referred  Jttne  20 

Considered  in  Committee  June  20 

1.  Besolvedt  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  there  bo 
issued  and  applied  to  the  service  of  the  year 
ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1866,  the  sum 
of  £1,318,526  16«.  9^.,  being  the  Surplus  of 
Ways  and  Means  granted  for  the  service  of 
preceding  years 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of 
£23,342,558  3«.  Sd,,  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 


Resolutions  reported  June  21 


SUMMARY. 


Ways  and  Means. 

ScHBDULx  ov  Wats  and  Miaks  rxfibrbo  to  nr 
Sbction  10  of   ins  Conbolidatsd  Fukd  (Ap- 

PBOPBIATIOir)  AOT — Tis. : 


1864^ 

Amount  granted  per  Act  28 
Viet,  c.  4,  for  the  service  of 
the  year  ending  31   March 


#.    d. 


1865 


175,650    0    0 


1865-6 


Amount  granted  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  31  March 
1806— vir. : 

Per  Act  28  Vict,  c.  10  ...  15,000,000 
Per  Section  1  of  the  Act  23,342/^58 
Per  Section  9  of  the  Act 
(being  Surplus  Ways  and 
Moans  granted  for  the 
service  of  preceding 
years^  ...  ••• 


0 
3 


0 
3 


1,318,526  16    • 


Total  Grants  op  Wats  aitd 
Means  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

1864-5        £175,6501  ^g  g.-  ^^ 
1865-6      89,661,085/  ^^'^^>^^ 

S  K 


0    0 
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Wkouelin,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Wolverhampton 
i'artnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add*  d,  [179] 
536 

Wellington's,  Duke  of,  MonumetU  at  St. 
PauVt 

Qnestion,    Sir  M.  Farqahar ;    Answer,    Mr 
Gowper  Mar  23,  [178]  80 

Weksletda.lb,  Lord 
Partnership  Amendment,  2U.  [180]  118;  Re- 
port, Amendt.  709 

WBSTBxrRT,  Lord — 9ee  Chakcellob,  The 
Lord 

Western  Africa — The  War  at  Lagos 
Question,  Lord  Stanley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell 
May  16,  [179]  389 

Westebk,  Mr.  T.  Suttok-,  Maldan 

New  Zealand^War  in,  [178]  893 
Registration  of  County  Voters,  [177]  1475 
TurnpilLo  Trusts,  [177]  137 

West  India  and  Pacific  Steamship  Com" 

pony's  Mail  Contracts 
Question,  Mr.  Care ;  Answer,  Mr,  Peel  Mar 
20,  [177]  1921 

West  Indies  Postage  Rates 

Question,  Mr.  Cayo ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  June 
12,  [180]  46 

"Webtmeath,  Marquess  of 

Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [179]  177,  182,  188;  [180]  384, 

347 
Divine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England,  IR. 

[180]  762;  2R.  918,  919 
Hymn   Book  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  [180] 

859,  861 
Ireland — Case  of  Catherine  Gaughan,  Papers 

moved   or,  [178]  268;    [179]  723,    1186; 

[180] 1158, 1159 
Juries  (Ireland),    IR.  [178]  629;   2R.  1595, 

1597 
Liverpool  Borough  Prison,  [i8o'l  859 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  436 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  821 
Roman  Catholic  Schools,  [180]  859 
Ryan,  Mary,  Case  of,  [177]  1646 

Westminster  Bridge  {Metropolis) 
Question,   Mr.   I.ocke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper 
/V6  13,  [177]  208 

Westminster  Charities^  Cities  of  London 
and 
Moved,"  That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial 
Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, referred  to  in  the  Eleventh  and 
Twelfth  Reports  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, he  laid  before  the  House"  {The 
Bishop  of  London)  June  23,  [180]  705 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to — Pari,  P, 
^0.  [3461] 


Westminster  Improvement  Commusion 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12,  To 
leaTe  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "then 
be  laid  before  this  House,  Returns  relatirs 
to  the  expenditure  and  working  ol  the  West- 
minster Improvement  Commission'*  {Sir 
WiUiam  Gallwey),  [179]  206;  QiesUon, 
'<  That  the  words,  &o. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Westminster  Improvements  Bill  [Lords] 

(by  Order) 
e.  Read  2^ ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  eom- 
mitted  "  June  12,  [180]  43 
Amendt.  to  add  "  to  a  Select  Committee"  (Mr, 
Augustus  Smith);  Question,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  added,"  44 ;  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question 
agreed  to ;  Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  ooffl« 
mitted 


Westfninster  Palace  Crypt 

Question,      Mr.    Newdegate ; 
Cowper  May  4,  [178]  1468 


Answer,    Mr. 


Whallet,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Peterborough 
Army — Recruiting,    Commission    moved  for, 

[177]  533; — Libraries,  Ac.    Papen  moved 

for,  [178]  47 
Belfast— Riots  at.  Res.  [180]  162 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  2R.  [178]  1303 
Church  of  England  Usages,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[1791774 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  93 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  cf  6,  [179] 

482 
Established    Church  Service  —  Rev.  A.  D. 

Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  767,  770, 

773 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  923 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [17831144 
Ireland — Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Re- 
turns moved  for.  Adj.  moved,  [178]  542 
Kent,  Constance,  Case  of,  [179]  48 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1904, 1905 
Monastic    and     Conventual      Establishmentf, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1064, 1071 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.  add,  d.  [178] 

1073 
Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [iSo] 

1168 
Railway  Construction  Facilities  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [180]  593 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [r78]  34;  2R. 

[179]  436,   437;    Comm.   615,   618;   Adj. 

moved,  619  ;  3  R.  [180]  328 
Supply — Rates  for  Government  Property,  [179] 

602  ;— Houses  of  Parliament,  605  ;— Foreign 

Office,  607;— Board  of  Trade,  610 
Tories,    Robbers,    and    Rapparees   (Irelisd), 

Comm.  [178]  1523 
Turnpike  Tolls  Abolition,  Leave,  [178]  1634; 

2R.  [180]  592 
Union  Chargeability,  Conmi.  [i  79]  335 

Whaekcliffe,  Lord 
Canada— Defences  of—  Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  439 
North  West  Territory'-British  North  Ameriei, 


\ 


WHI 


wei 
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WHI 


WIN 


Whitbread,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Ifavy— Board  of  Adminltj.  [178]  687 
Nat7  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1150 


White,  Mr.  J.,  Brighton 
Afrioan  Merchant's  Compan/,  Subsidy  to,  [177] 

747 
Axeem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio— Forged 

Signatures,  Report,  [  1 7  7I  1 737 
Bank  Notes  Issae,  2R.  [177]  618 
Brazil— Diplomatic  Relations  with,  [1^7]  1869 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrois  Report, 

[177]  1587 
Civil  Senrioe  EsUmates,  [178]  737 
Colonial  GoTcmors  (Retiring  Pensions),  8R. 

[180]  842 
Confederate  States,  Belligerent  Rights  of  the, 

[179^98 
Financial  Statement,  [177]  1534  ;— Ways  and 

Means,  Comm.  Res.  [178]  1128 

Foreign  Statistics,  [177]  958 

France — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1752 

Malt,  Res.  [177]  1257 

Mileage  Duty  on  Stage  Carriages,  [180]  261 

Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  26,  [i  78]  368 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180] 
721 

State  Papers,  [178]  791 

Supply — Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1143 ; 
— Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1176; — 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Obserrations, 
1277 ; — Captured  Negroes,  1281  ; — Noncon- 
forming, ^c.  Ministers,  1802 ;  —  Fishery 
Board  (Scotland),  1306 ;— Post  0£Boe  Packet 
Seryice,  [i8o]471 

Taxes  in  Europe,  [177]  958 

Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 
on,  [177]  1865 


Whitbsidb,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Dublin  VniverMy 

Belfast,  RioU  at,  [177]  354,  361,  378,382 

Church    Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.   [178] 
435 

Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  638, 653 

Convocation — Alteration  ox  the  Canons,  [179] 
1269 :  [180]  369 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R. 
[179]  858 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 
[178]  509,  512;  [179]  1269 

Court  of  Chancery  (Irehind)  (No.  2),  Leare, 
[177]  307;  2R.  1027 

Ireland — Medical  Officers  in  Unions,  Res.  [177] 
1522;- Royal  Hibernian  Military  School, 
Returns  moved  for,  [i  78]  542  ;— Railway 
System,  673  ;  Address  moved,  905 ; — The 
Fenian  Brotherhood,  890  ;— The  Constabu- 
lary, [179]  1339 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [178]  624 

Patent  Office— Alleged  Irregularities  in  the, 
[17731123 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave. 
[177]  1306  ' 

Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  844,849' 
853 ;  Comm.  1181 ;  c^.  6,  Amendt.  [180]  87; 
add,  d,  330,  331 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  442,  448, 
446,  451,  461,  471 ;  Comm.  612,  618,  619, 
620,  1085, 1086 ;  d.  1,  [180]  68, 69;  3R.328 


WBmaxni,  Right  Hon.  J. — cofU, 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [i  79]  1255, 1258 ; 

— Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  1300 
Universi^  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  555,  556,  565,  568,  584 


Wick  and  hjr  Burghs  Election  Bill 

(Mr,  Edward  Craufwrdt  Viscount  Burtf) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  May  25  [BiU  166] 

Read  2«  ^  June  1 

Committee*;  Report .TtiM 8 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 

Read  3°  *  June  20 
I.  Read  1»  *  (The  Lord  Privy  Sea^  June  20 

Read  2*  •  June  27  (No.  186) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3*  *  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  A  29  Vkt.  0.  92] 


WiOKLOw,  Earl  of 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  o^Pension, 

Res.  [i  79]  23 
Patent  Office  Accounts,  Audit  of  the,  [179]  260 


WnxiAMSOK,  Sir  H.,  Durham,  If. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  40 


WiLLOuoHBT,  Sir  H.  P.,  Eveeham 
Aieem  Jab,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic — Forged 

Signatures,  Report,  [177]  1737 
Bank  of  Ireland,  2R.  [177]  453 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  154 
Courts  of  Justice  BuUding,  Leave,  [177]  177  ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  601,  605,  607 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1931 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1431 
New  Zealand,  [177]  1745 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  468 
Public  Accounts,  Committee  nominated,  [177] 

455 
Public  Offices  (Site   and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1803 
Supply— Redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Toll,  [177] 

1456 


WimhUdon  Common  Bill 
e.  After  Statement  (  Viscount Bury),Seeond  Read- 
ing deferred  till  Tuesday  21st  March  Feb  21, 
[177]  498 

Moved,  «That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2^" 
( Viscount  Bury)  April  6,  [178]  769 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr,  Cox),  776; 
Question,  "That  <now,'  Ae,,'*  agreed  to; 
Read2«4pnV6 


W1KOHE8TKB,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Sabfloription,  Report,  add.  d,  [179] 
1050 


WnooNOTOK,  Sir  T.  E.,  hewdiUy 

Railway  Bills  (Group  8),  Ret.  [179]  875 


